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The Swarajya Party as established as the Congress Khilafat Swaraj 

Party. It was a political party formed in India in January 1923 after the Gaya 
Annual Conference in December 1922 of the National Congress. This 
dissertation deals with the birth and organisation of the Swaraj Party during 
the Gaya Congress, 1922. The suspension of the Non Cooperation movement 
in February 1922, rapidly changed the position of U.P. Politics. A Civil 
Disobedience Committee in June 1922 Congress appointed some members to 
recommended that the Non-Co-operators should now contest the elections 
under the constitution of 1919 on the issues of redressed of the Punjab and 
Khilafat wrongs and immediate Swaraj. Others pleaded for maintaining the 
status quo. The difference of opinion resulted in a division of the congress 
ranks into "pro-changers" and "No-changers". The "pro-changers" were in a 
minority and consequently formed the Swaraj Party within the congress. 
However, in 1923, a compromise was reached at the Delhi special session. 
The Swarajists accepted the programme of the Congress but also decided to 
contest the election. They successfully contested the general elections. Their 
performance was impressive in most of the Provincial Assemblies. In the 
Central Legislature they commanded a majority with the support of 
Independent members. The Swarajists demanded the release of all political 
prisoners, repeal of the repressive laws, provincial autonomy and the 
immediate Summoning of a Round Table Conference to draw up a scheme of 
full control of the councils over the government. When the Government 
refused to comply, they threatened to bring the administration to a dead Lock 
by refusion to vote supplies. The stalemate continued for some time. till the 
swarajists decided to leave the Assemblies "In search of other ways to achieve 
objects".  

The announcement of the all-white Simon Commission in November, 
1927 revived the forces of national unrest. The response to the challenge of 
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Lord Birkenhead asking swarajists to produce a constitution. A Sub-
Committee under Motilal Nehru prepared a draft report. It aspect fcr 
Dominion status before 1930. So the Lahore session of 1929 reiterated "Purna 
Swaraj" as India's Goal.  
The Swaraj Party as established as the Congress-Khilafat Swaraj Party. It was 
a political party formed in India in January 1923 after the Gaya annual 
conference in December 1922 of the National Congress that sought greater 
self-government and political freedom for the Indian people from the British 
Raj. It was inspired by the concept of Swaraj. In Hindi and many other 
languages of India, swaraj means "independence" or "self-rule." The two most 
important leaders were Chittaranjan Das, who was its president and Motilal 
Nehru, who was its secretary. 

Das and Nehru thought of contesting elections to enter the legislative 
council with a view to obstructing a foreign government. Many candidates of 
the Swaraj Party got elected to the central legislative assembly and provincial 
legislative council in the 1923 elections. In these legislatures, they strongly 
opposed the unjust government policies. 

The establishment of fully responsible government for India, the 
convening of a round table conference to resolve the problems of Indians, and 
the releasing of certain political prisoners, were the resolutions in the central 
legislative council. 

As a result of the Bengal Pact, the Swaraj Party won the most seats 
during elections to the Bengal Legislative Council in 1923. The party 
disintegrated after the death of C. R. Das. 
The Swaraj Party was formed on 9 January 1923 by Indian politicians and 
members of the Indian National Congress who had opposed Mahatma's 
suspension of all civil resistance on 5 February 1922 in response to the Chauri 
Chaura tragedy, where policemen were killed by a mob of protestors. Gandhi 
felt responsible for the killings, reproached himself for not emphasizing non-
violence more firmly, and feared that the entire Non-Cooperation Movement 
could degenerate into an orgy of violence between the British-controlled army 
and police and mobs of freedom-fighters, alienating and hurting millions of 
common Indians. He went on a fast-unto-death to convince all Indians to stop 
civil resistance. The Congress and other nationalist groups disavowed all 
activities of disobedience. 

But many Indians felt that the Non-Cooperation Movement should not 
have been suspended over an isolated incident of violence, and that its 
astonishing success was actually close to breaking the back of British rule in 
India. These people became disillusioned with Gandhi's political judgments 
and instincts.Gandhi and most of the Congress party rejected the provincial 
and central legislative councils created by the British to offer some 
participation for Indians. They argued that the councils were rigged with un-
elected allies of the British, and too un-democratic and simply "rubber stamps" 
of the Viceroy. 
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In December 1922, Chittaranjan Das, Narasimha Chintaman Kelkar 
and Motilal Nehru formed the Congress-Khilafat Swarajaya Party with Das as 
the president and Nehru as one of the secretaries. Other prominent leaders 
included Huseyn Shaheed Suhrawardy and Subhas Chandra Bose of Bengal, 
Vithalbhai Patel and other Congress leaders who were becoming dissatisfied 
with the Congress. The other group was the 'No-Changers', who had accepted 
Gandhi's decision to withdraw the movement. 

Now both the Swarajists and the No-Changers were engaged in a fierce 
political struggle, but both were determined to avoid the disastrous experience 
of the 1907 split at Surat. On the advice of Gandhi, the two groups decided to 
remain in the Congress but to work in their separate ways. There was no basic 
difference between the two. 

Swarajist members were elected to the councils. Vithalbhai Patel 
became the president of the Central Legislative Assembly. However, the 
legislatures had very limited powers, and apart from some heated 
parliamentary debates, and procedural stand-offs with the British authorities, 
the core mission of obstructing British rule failed. 

With the death of Chittaranjan Das in 1925, and with Motilal Nehru's 
return to the Congress the following year, the Swaraj party was greatly 
weakened. After his release from prison in 1924, Gandhi sought to bring back 
the Swarajists to the Congress and re-unite the party. Gandhi's supporters were 
in a vast majority in the Congress, and the Congress still remained India's 
largest political party, but Gandhi felt it necessary to heal the divide with the 
Swarajists, so as to heal the nation's wounds over the 1922 suspension. 

The Swarajists sought more representation in the Congress offices, and 
an end to the mandatory requirement for Congressmen to spin khadi cloth and 
do social service as a prerequisite for office. 

This was opposed by Gandhi's supporters, men like Vallabhbhai Patel, 
Jawaharlal Nehru and Rajendra Prasad, who became known as the No 
Changers as opposed to the Swarajist Changers. Gandhi relaxed the rules on 
spinning and named some Swarajists to important positions in the Congress 
Party. He also encouraged the Congress to support those Swarajists elected to 
the councils, so as not to embarrass them and leave them rudderless before the 
British authorities. When the Simon Commission arrived in India in 1928, 
millions of Indians were infuriated with the idea of an all-British committee 
writing proposals for Indian constitutional reforms without any Indian member 
or consultations with the Indian people. The Congress created a committee to 
write Indian proposals for constitutional reforms, headed by now Congress 
President Motilal Nehru. The death of Lala Lajpat Rai, beaten by police in 
Punjab further infuriated India. People rallied around the Nehru Report and 
old political divisions and wounds were forgotten, and Vithalbhai Patel and all 
Swarajist councillors resigned in protest. 

Between 1929 and 1937, the Indian National Congress would declare 
the independence of India and launch the Salt Satyagraha. In this tumultuous 
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period, the Swaraj Party was defunct as its members quietly dissolved into the 
Congress fold. 
The Madras Province Swarajya Party was established in 1923. S. Satyamurti 
and S. Srinivasa Iyengar led the party. The party contested in all provincial 
elections between 1923 and 1934 with the exception of the 1930 election 
which it did not participate officially due to the Civil Disobedience 
Movement, though some of the members of the party contested for office as 
independents. The party emerged as the single largest party in the 1926 and 
1934 Assembly elections but refused to form the provincial government under 
the existing dyarchy system. In 1934, the Madras Province Swarajya Party 
merged with the All India Swarajya Party which subsequently merged with the 
Indian National Congress when it contested the 1935 elections to the Imperial 
Legislative Council under the Government of India Act 1935. 

From 1935 onward, the Swarajya Party ceased to exist and was 
succeeded by the Indian National Congress in the elections to the Imperial 
Legislative Council as well as the Madras Legislative Council. 

The Non-Cooperation Movement was a significant but short phase of 
the Indian independence movement from British rule. It was led by Mahatma 
Gandhi after the Jallianwala Bagh Massacre and lasted from 1920 to February 
1922.[1] It aimed to resist British rule in India through non-violent means, or 
"Ahinsa". Protesters would refuse to buy British goods, adopt the use of local 
handicrafts and picked liquor shops. The ideas of Ahinsa and non-violence, 
and Gandhi's ability to rally hundreds of thousands of common citizens 
towards the cause of Indian independence, were first seen on a large scale in 
this movement through the summer of 1920. Gandhi feared that the movement 
might lead to popular violence. The non-cooperation movement was launched 
on 1 August 1920 and withdrawn in February 1922 after the Chauri Chaura 
incident. 
The non-cooperation movement was a reaction to the oppressive policies of 
the British Indian government such as the Rowlatt Act and the Jallianwala 
Bagh massacre. A meeting of civilians held at Jallianwala Bagh near the 
Golden Temple in Amritsar was fired upon by soldiers under the command of 
Brigadier-General Dyer, killing and injuring thousands of protestors. The 
outcry generated by the massacre led to thousands of unrests and more deaths 
at the hands of the police. The massacre became the most infamous event of 
British rule in India. 

Gandhi was horrified. He lost all faith in the goodness of the British 
government and declared that it would be a "sin" to cooperate with the 
"satanic" government. 

Indian Muslims who had participated in the Khilafat movement to 
restore the status of the Caliph gave their support to the non-cooperation 
movement. In response to the Jallianwala Bagh Massacre and other violence in 
Punjab, the movement sought to secure Swaraj, independence for India. 
Gandhi promised Swaraj in one year if his Non-Cooperation programme was 
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fully implemented. The other reason to start the non-cooperation movement 
was that Gandhi lost faith in constitutional methods and turned from 
cooperator of British rule to non-cooperator. 

Other causes include economic hardships to the common man, which 
the nationalists attributed to the flow of Indian wealth to Britain, the ruin of 
Indian artisans due to British factory-made goods replacing handmade goods, 
and resentment with the British government over Indian soldiers dying in 
World War I while fighting as part of the British Army. 

The calls of early political leaders like Bal Gangadhar Tilak (Congress 
Extremists) were called major public meetings. They resulted in disorder or 
obstruction of government services. The British took them very seriously and 
imprisoned him in Mandalay in Burma and V.O.Chidambaram Pillai received 
40 years of imprisonment. The non-cooperation movement aimed to challenge 
the colonial economic and power structure, and British authorities would be 
forced to take notice of the demands of the independence movement. 

Gandhi's call was for a nationwide protest against the Rowlatt Act. All 
offices and factories would be closed. Indians would be encouraged to 
withdraw from Raj-sponsored schools, police services, the military, and the 
civil service, and lawyers were asked to leave the Raj's courts. Public 
transportation and English-manufactured goods, especially clothing, was 
boycotted. Indians returned honours and titles given by the government and 
resigned from various posts like teachers, lawyers, civil and military services.  
Veterans like Bal Gangadhar Tilak, Bipin Chandra Pal, Mohammad Ali 
Jinnah, Annie Besant, and Sammed Akiwate opposed the idea outright. The 
All India Muslim League also criticized the idea. But the younger generation 
of Indian nationalists was thrilled and backed Gandhi. The Congress Party 
adopted his plans, and he received extensive support from Muslim leaders like 
Maulana Azad, Mukhtar Ahmed Ansari, Hakim Ajmal Khan, Abbas Tyabji, 
Maulana Muhammad Ali Jauhar and Maulana Shaukat Ali. 

The eminent Hindi writer, poet, playwright, journalist, and nationalist 
Rambriksh Benipuri, who spent more than eight years in prison fighting for 
India's independence, wrote :- 

When I recall Non-Cooperation era of 1921, the image of a storm 
confronts my eyes. From the time I became aware, I have witnessed numerous 
movements, however, I can assert that no other movement upturned the 
foundations of Indian society to the extent that the Non-Cooperation 
movement did. From the most humble huts to the high places, from villages to 
cities, everywhere there was a ferment, a loud echo. 

The success of the revolt was a total shock to British authorities and a 
massive encouragement to millions of Indian nationalists. Unity in the country 
was strengthened and many Indian schools and colleges were made. Indian 
goods were encouraged. 

On 5 February 1922 a clash took place at Chauri Chaura, a small town 
in the district of Gorakhpur, Uttar Pradesh. A police officer had attacked some 
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volunteers picketing a liquor shop. A whole crowd of peasants that had 
gathered there went to the police chowki. The mob set fire to the police 
chowki with some 22 police men inside it. 

Mahatma Gandhi felt that the revolt was veering off-course, and was 
disappointed that the revolt had lost its non-violent nature. He did not want the 
movement to degenerate into a contest of violence, with police and angry 
mobs attacking each other back and forth, victimizing civilians in between. 
Gandhi appealed to the Indian public for all resistance to end, went on a fast 
lasting 3 weeks, and called off the non-cooperation movement. 

The Non-cooperation movement was withdrawn because of the Chauri 
Chaura incident. Although he had stopped the national revolt single-handedly, 
on 10 March 1922, Gandhi was arrested. On 18 March 1922, he was 
imprisoned for six years for publishing seditious materials. This led to 
suppression of the movement and was followed by the arrest of other leaders. 

Although most Congress leaders remained firmly behind Gandhi, the 
determined broke away. The Ali brothers would soon become fierce critics. 
Motilal Nehru and Chittaranjan Das formed the Swaraj Party, rejecting 
Gandhi's leadership. Many nationalists had felt that the non-cooperation 
movement should not have been stopped due to isolated incidents of violence, 
and most nationalists, while retaining confidence in Gandhi, were discouraged. 

Contemporary historians and critics suggest that the movement was 
successful enough to break the back of British rule, and possibly even the 
catalyst for the movement that lead to independence in 1947. 

But many historians and Indian leaders of the time also defended 
Gandhi's judgment. However, there have been claims that Gandhi called off 
the movement in an attempt to salvage his own personal image, which would 
have been tarnished had he been blamed for the Chauri Chaura incident, 
although a similar type of movement was introduced in 1930, the civil 
disobedience movement. The main difference was the introduction of a policy 
of violating the law. 

Gandhi's commitment to non-violence was redeemed when, between 
1930 and 1934, tens of millions again revolted in the Salt Satyagraha which 
made India's cause famous worldwide for its unerring adherence to non-
violence. The Satyagraha ended in success: the demands of Indians were met, 
and the Congress Party was recognized as a representative of the Indian 
people. The Government of India Act 1935 also gave India its first taste in 
democratic self-governance. 

Where previous Imperial Conferences were held in public session, the 
1923 conference allowing for in camera discussion with a resolution "that at 
meetings of this nature, where questions of high policy and of the greatest 
consequence to all parts of the British Commonwealth are surveyed and dealt 
with, it was of the first importance that the representatives present should feel 
able to speak among themselves with the utmost freedom and in a spirit of 
complete confidence." 
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The conference occurred in the wake of several important 
developments in Empire diplomacy. The Chanak Crisis of 1922 was a 
threatened military conflict between the newly formed Republic of Turkey and 
the United Kingdom. During the crisis, the British cabinet issued a 
communiqué threatening to declare war against Turkey on behalf of the UK 
and the Dominions. British Prime Minister David Lloyd George had not 
consulted the Dominions and Canada disavowed the British ultimatum: when 
Canadian Prime Minister William Lyon Mackenzie King referred the issue to 
the Canadian parliament, it declared that it alone had the authority to declare 
war on behalf of Canada. The other Dominion prime ministers failed to 
support Lloyd George's action. When a new peace treaty, the Treaty of 
Lausanne, was negotiated with Turkey in 1923, the Dominion governments 
did not participate in the negotiations or sign and they declared that the UK 
acted only for itself and not on behalf of the Dominions. 

In addition, prior to the Imperial Conference, Canada negotiated the 
Halibut Treaty with the United States and did so without involving the United 
Kingdom or allowing the British government to sign on Canada's behalf. This 
was a departure from earlier practice in which the British government had sole 
responsibility for imperial foreign affairs and a constitutional right to conduct 
foreign policy on behalf of the dominions, including signing treaties on their 
behalf. 

The British, Australian, and New Zealand governments wished the 
conference to adopt a broad common foreign policy statement however 
Canadian Prime Minister William Lyon Mackenzie King and South African 
Prime Minister J. B. M. Hertzog argued that allowing the conference to make 
decisions that were binding on the dominions would encroach on their 
autonomy and that foreign policy of each Dominion should be determined by 
that Dominion's parliament (henceforth referred to as the King-Hertzog 
principle). 

The Conference affirmed the Canadian position that dominions had the 
right to pursue their own foreign policy autonomously from Britain and the 
Empire and could negotiate and sign treaties on their own behalf. It was also 
recognised that each member of the Empire was obliged to avoid taking any 
action that would injure another member and that neither the Dominion 
governments nor the British government could commit another to an action 
without its consent. 

The conference's final report affirmed the Canadian and South African 
position and thus was a step away from the concept of a centralised British 
Empire in favour of a more decentralised British Commonwealth without 
central authority, subsequently affirmed by the Balfour Declaration of 1926 
and the Statute of Westminster 1931. 

On the issue of trade, Australian prime minister Stanley Bruce lobbied 
hard and consistently for the Conservative government of Stanley Baldwin to 
make changes to Great Britain's trading arrangements to give preference to 
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Dominion products over imports from elsewhere. Bruce argued for Empire-
wide economic trading arrangements that would see domestic demands filled 
by production from member states before seeking supplemental imports from 
other countries and empires. Baldwin and the Conservatives would attempt to 
introduce such a scheme in Britain; however, the British public feared higher 
prices for basic products (particularly food), and this fear was a factor in the 
Conservative government's defeat in the election of December 1923. 
Baldwin's successor Ramsay MacDonald repudiated the plan and it would not 
see fruition until the British Empire Economic Conference of 1932. 

The conference attempted to coordinate industrial research for the 
purposes of promoting intra-empire trade and this was largely successful, with 
Departments of Scientific and Industrial Research being founded in the UK, 
New Zealand and India, and the Commonwealth Institute of Science and 
Industry being restructured in Australia. 

The question of Council Entry was also explained by the chairman in 
the Gaya Session. Some of the leaders of the Congress were of opinion that 
the country was not prepared for Civil disobedience, and there was a general 
depression among the workers. In these circumstances they believed that an 
attempt to capture the councils, and the country also would in this way get an 
opportunity of working for civil disobedience which would finally end in the 
establishment of Swaraj. 

The non-violent non-co-operation and the elements of force and 
violence were discussed by the president during the course of his speech. He 
approved the method of non-violent non-co-operation and opined that the 
people of India must follow it to secure a system of Government which might 
in reality be the foundation of Swaraj. He also explained that the question of 
all question in India today is the attainment of Swaraj. 

The boycott of council was explained in a fairly comprehensive way 
by the president. This problem indeed had become part of the controversy of 
change and no-change C.R. Das was not against the boycott of councils. He 
was of the firm opinion that the system of the reformed councils with their 
steel frame of the Indian Civil service covered over by a diarchy of dead locks 
and departments, was absolutely unsuitable to the nature and genius of the 
Indian opinion. India has unhesitatingly refused to recognise the foreign 
system as the foundation of Swaraj.(1) 

Changers also explained that whatever obstructs there might be in the 
path of Swaraj either of the individual or of the nation or humanity at large 
these obstructs must be removed. C.R. Das and Motilal Nehru declared their 
complete faith in it, But they did not believe that it alone would be 
instrumental in achieving Swaraj within a reasonable time. (2) 

C. Rajgopalchari who supported Gandhi opined that when the councils 
were boycotted during the non-co-operation movement, it had destroyed the 
moral strength of the institutions sponsored and supported by the Raj. (3)  
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C. Rajgopalchari's resolution against the council entry was seconded 
against the council entry was seconded by M.A. Ansari and was also 
supported by a member of no-changes. The amendment proposed by Srinivasa 
Iyengar and Motilal Nehru were also defeated, 850 members voting for and 
1740 against the main resolution. (4) 

On the conclusion of the Congress session at Gaya on 13 December 
1922, the member of the All India Congress Committee assembled in a 
meeting the next day and C.R. Das announced his resignation from the 
presidentship of the congress and at the same time made a statement in 
justification of his resignation. (5)  

C.R. Das really had two precious documents in his pocket when he 
presided over the Gaya Congress, one was the presidential Address, and other 
his resignation of presidentship together with a constitution of the Swaraj 
Party. (6) 

After returning from Gaya Congress, Motilal Nehru remarked that if 
two parties worked their respective programmes without interfering with one 
another as he hoped, each party full and free scope to develop on its own lines 
by the particular method of work which appealed to it. In fact path had a 
common  goal and both had a common goal and both had to fight their way 
with the weapon of non-violence and non-co-operation. (7) 

The tribuence commendted "The Gaya Congress: New Party formed 
uneasiness over Turkish situation C.R. Das and Motilal Nehru raised the 
standard of revolt and laid the foundation of the congress Khilafat Swaraj 
Party on 1st January 1923, with the former as president and later as secretary.(8) 

The Congress Khilafat Swarajya Party formed at Gaya was duty 
organised under the name and style of Swarajya Party at General Meeting of 
the party held at Anand Bhawan, Allahabad on 20-22 February 1923. (9) Some 
U.P. leaders attended the meeting as like Pandit Kapildev Malaviya and Pandit 
Harkaran Nath Misra. (10)  

Soon after the Allahabad Conference, Das set out a tour of the southern 
regions of India. His tour proved successful as he impressed upon the people 
and he also wanted to remove the frustration dissatisfaction and depression 
produce by the suspension of non-co-operation movement after the tragic 
incident at Chauri Chaura.  

In a meeting at Allahabad, Maulana Azad played a significant role. He 
did not give up the idea of reapproachment between the two parties. He 
wanted to compromise and remove the doubts in the mind of leaders of both 
the parties. 
In the manifesto, it was declared that the Swaraj Party was a party within a 
congress and such an integral part of the congress. It is not and was never 
intended to be a rival organization. It is also declared that it is first and 
foremost duty of Swarajya Party to guard and honour and prestige of the 
congress in and out of the councils and it cannot approve the conduct of those 
non-co-operating congress men who did not favour council entry before the 



Kanpur Philosophers ,ISSN 2348-8301 ,Vol. VII, Issue I, June 2020 
DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.30028.23684      Page | 10  

 

resolution of the Delhi special congress and are now setting themselves up as 
independent candidates without agreeing to submit to any discipline. (11) 

The election manifesto issued by the Swarajya Party clearly. The 
principles and policy to be followed by the Swarajya Party on its entry into the 
Legislative Assembly and the provincial councils. To remove all doubt and 
speculation in the matter the Swarajya Party, therefore declares that it will 
contest the forthcoming elections on the broad basis of the incontestable right 
of the people to secure such effective control. (12) 

The immediate objective of the party is stated to be the speedy 
attainment of full dominion status which is explained to mean the right to form 
a constitution adopting such as machinery and system as mach  inery and 
system as are most suited to the conditions of the country and the genius of the 
people. The word Dominion status used as a technical sense to convey a 
definite idea of the nature of the constitution.(13) The constitution of Swaraj 
Party was adopted at its general meeting held in Calcutt a on 16-17 August 
1924. The main item in the constitution of the party was the attainment of 
Swarajya by the people of India by applying all kinds of Legitimate and 
peaceful means. (14)  
In the history of Non-co-operation Belgaum Congress of 1924 is a landmark. 
The revolt against Gandhism was almost complete. The Congress stood at the 
parting of ways. Gandhiji was president at Belgaum Congress. An agreement 
in difference was reached between the Swarijists and himself. They agreed to 
the spinning franchise. He agreed to their work in councils. The spinning 
wheel, Hindu-Muslim unity and removal of un-touchability were the 
means.The politics of 1925 largely centered round council work. The 
Swarijists were no longer harassed by the non-changers. Gandhi was there to 
keep the balance even between two sections.On the 17th February the Bengal 
Legislative Council passed the resolution recommending to Government to 
make provision in the Budget for the salaries of Ministers.(15) The death of 
Deshbandhu Das on June 16, 1925, was for India a National Calamity of the 
first magnitude. Now the Swaraj Party was functioned by Motilala Nehru. 
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On the policy depended Jinnah’s hopes of getting the League recognized by 
the British as the representative of all Muslims in India. In March 1940 the 
policy was stated by Fazlul Haq at the Lahore session. It came to be known as 
the Lahore Resolution. It was a historic moment.  
Muslims attending would have seen as Haq’s roar was the demand for 
Pakistan, comprising “independent states” in the northwest and east of British 
India.1 What Linlithgow  wanted from the Muslim League’s policy on the war 
was a challenge thrown at the Congress. The Lahore Resolution was a 
challenge all right, but an overambitious demand as well, one that challenged 
too many existing British reforms.2 Linlithgow’s policy was to refrain from 

                                                        
1 Abul Kasem Fazlul; Sajahana Huq, Esa Ema Ajijula Haka, Sere Banala Yuge 
Yuge (Dhaka: Sere Banala Risarca Sentara, 1981). In a letter to Azizul Huq 
Shahjahan, on 13 October 1945 Huq writes that the resolution was worded by 
him. Ayesha Jalal, The Sole Spokesman : Jinnah, the Muslim League, and the 
Demand for Pakistan (Cambridge [Cambridgeshire]; New York: Cambridge 
University Press, 1985), 54- 55. The Resolution was framed on the brief that 
the AIML Working Committee came up with in February1940, the main aim 
being to find a middle ground between majority and minority Muslim 
provinces and confer on Jinnah all powers to negotiate at all the centre. 
2 Ayesha Jalal, The Sole Spokesman : Jinnah, the Muslim League, and the 
Demand for Pakistan (Cambridge [Cambridgeshire]; New York: Cambridge 
University Press, 1985), 55-60. The Lahore Resolution attacked the concept of 
a unitary centre. Though the British had a fall out with the Congress, they both 
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making any war time promises. The turn of events in the war had not been 
very favorable and therefore Linlithgow faced pressure from the Secretary of 
State, Lawrence Zetland to seek friends in India. Reluctantly, Linlithgow 
made his August offer (1940), where he promised Dominion Status within a 
year of conclusion of the war. Linlithgow also repeated his offer of an 
expanded Executive Council. The promise of ‘equal partner-member’ in the 
Commonwealth may have been targeted to attract the Congress and the 
promise that no transfer of power would take place to a “Government in India 
the authority of which was denied by ‘large and powerful elements in India’s 
national life,’” was aimed at satisfying the Muslim League. None of these twin 
hopes were realized. Congress could not backtrack from their independence 
demand and the Muslim League was not even directly acknowledged. The 
Muslims were the ‘large and powerful elements’ in the August offer but not all 
Muslims in India were Muslim Leaguers and Jinnah knew that too well.3 Both 
Congress and AIML rejected the August offer and decided to abstain from 
joining the War Advisory Board and the Executive Council. The Muslim 
League had more work ahead of it. So whereas Haq became the symbol of the 
Pakistan demand, internally within the high ranks of the Muslim League, there 
must have been no great jubilation with the Resolution because it did not 
achieve what it was intended to achieve. If anything, the Resolution made the 
possibility of future negotiations with the British and even the Congress an 
uphill task. The August offer, if doggedly pursued by the British, could open 
up a window of opportunity for Haq though. It was not Linlithgow’s intention 
probably to drive a wedge between the centre and the provinces in centralized 
political parties but that is precisely what the British war policy did to the 
Muslim League. The Muslim League, more concerned now with seeing the 
demands of Lahore Resolution accepted, overlooked the implications of 
rejecting the August offer in 1940. In Bengal, the Lahore Resolution could be 
seen as a logical development of Haq’s politics of inciting communal fervor in 
Bengal from 1937 to 1939. This was howeer not the case. Haq’s genuine 
concern for the oppression of Muslims, and his consequent contribution to 
Muslim community solidarity earned him a position of importance in the 
Muslim League. For Jinnah, Haq was an invaluable provincial leader to have 
on board in his all-India Muslim League, especially at a time when it was 
striving hard for unanimous legitimacy. However to see Haq’s presentation of 
the Lahore Resolution in March 1940 as confirmation of Haq’s willingness to 
let his provincial politics be subsumed by all-India concerns would be a 

                                                                                                                                                 
were in favor of a strong centre. The resolution also declared that separate 
representation was not enough and federal provisions of the 1935 Act would 
have to go. 
3 Gowher Rizvi, Linlithgow and India : A Study of British Policy and the 
Political Impasse in India, 1936-43 (London: Royal Historical Society, 1978), 
158. 
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mistake. The conference was not a culmination of Haq’s acquiescence to 
Jinnah’s autocratic powers but rather it marked the beginning of a cautious 
process of breaking away from the Muslim League influence. Haq was not just 
a Muslim politician, he was a Bengali chief minister. In 1937 Haq’s regional 
identity had not been challenged by the Muslim League as it had been in 1940 
and a parting of ways was inevitable. The break was gradual, not even 
complete by the end of 1940. This digression, that not too many Muslim 
Leaguers would have attempted, was in more ways than one facilitated, and 
prompted, by two other initiatives: Haq’s efforts at reconciliation with the 
Hindus and his support of the British war aims. Both were intricate and 
complicated political steps. Haq surprised many, and perhaps himself, by how 
he emerged victorious in holding on to his office despite the innumerable 
challenges that 1940 flung in his way. The first of many challenges was Nalini 
Sarkar, Haq’s finance minister’s resignation from the ministry, an act which 
was fundamentally responsible  quite unintentionally on Sarkar’s part, for 
nudging Haq in the direction of reconciliation with the Hindus. Sarkar was 
acutely aware that his resignation in December 1939 was not in the “common 
good” because he admitted before Herbert that “perhaps the greatest service 
that one could render at such a time” was to try and bring the “the various 
interests together.”4 This admission of course had no meaning for Herbert, in 
charge of a province with a very unstable and divided ministry. The communal 
situation in Bengal became so intense after Sarkar’s resignation that the 
question of who would replace Sarkar, a Hindu or a Muslim, was weighed in 
terms of a right political choice instead of capability. 5With Sarkar gone, the 
ministry did not just lose a Hindu minister, Hindus also lost a minister who 
was in charge of an important portfolio, finance. When Suhrawardy stepped in 
to fill Sarkar’s position, the “communal question” started to “overshadow” 
everything else.6 On New Year’s day, Bhai Parmanand’s address to the Bengal 
youth was that the “Communal Award must go.” Similar protests were 
articulated in a Hindu Mahasabha meeting at Deshbandhu Park, Calcutta the 
same day. 7  The main aim of the conference was to accentuate communal 
feeling in the province and create an impression of the “alleged disabilities of 
Hindus in Bengal.” In this meeting Mookherjee produced a long list, where he 
charged the government with “deliberate hostility” to Hindu interests and with 
unfair procurement for Muslims a greater share in the “loaves and fishes” of 
political, educational and economic life. Early in January, Herbert certainly 

                                                        
4 Sarkar to Herbert, 4 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. Sarkar was not a 
Congressman but he found compelling Congress’ demand for independence 
and their subsequent resignation from ministries as a sign of protests for being 
dragged into war unwillingly, and resigned. 
5 Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL 
6 Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
7 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 1 January 1940. 
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realized that the spread of anti-Government and anti-Muslim rhetoric had to be 
reined in if Haq’s ministry was to be saved. It was also in British interest to 
have stable, well represented, united provincial governments, given that 
Britain was at war. An easy solution to end the impasse in Bengal would have 
been to set up a new and more popular ministry, with more Hindus in it. But 
with the war on and elections not due constitutionally till end of 1941, an 
easier fix was to make Haq see the benefits of a more stable ministry. In the 
communally charged environment, Herbert’s task looked like a challenge. In 
addressing a meeting at a Muslim League conference at Jubblepore, Haq 
accused the governors of various provinces of partiality and of leaning 
towards the Congress, sometimes becoming “puppets” in its hands.8 In the 
Legislative Council on 6 January when Lalit Das demanded an enquiry into 
the strained relations between Hindus and Muslims in Noakhali district, Haq 
inferred that the real object of the resolution was to get rid of the Muslim 
majority in Bengal. He critiqued the Congress press for their “vile calumnies” 
and “rabid writing” and called them “wretched rags of journalism,” 
completely sidetracking the question.9 Despite all these accusations even Haq 
had realized the grim situation he was caught in. In response to Lalit Das’ 
suggestion, after a chaotic exchange of mutual accusations of blame came to 
an end, Haq finally did admit that there was a need for better understanding 
between the two communities. He also referred to the Hindu Mahasabha 
President’s (BC Chatterjee) comments about Hindus forming one nation and 
Muslim another one, asking if there was scope for an “Indian Nation?”10 
Haq’s sudden burst of anger, his rhetorical enquiry into the fate of the Indian 
nation, and his gradual admission that Das’ concerns were valid, clearly 
reflected that Haq could actually be the right candidate to initiate peace talks 
with the Hindus. Herbert may have realized this. True, Herbert had his 
reservations about Haq because of his poor management of finances and 
ministers, but Linlithgow apparently took a different view of things.11  He 
wrote of Haq to Herbert: “He has served us well enough, is stronger now 
(despite Sarkar's defection) than when he first took office, has handled the 
detenus and hunger-strike position well, and has remained in office despite the 
call of the CWC, something which the coalition in Assam failed to do.”12 This 
vote of confidence had great impact on Herbert who called on Haq on 27 
January and asked him to get “real Hindu support for a coalition 

                                                        
8 Hindustan Standard, 6 January 1940, R/3/2/ 10, IOL 
9 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 6 January 1940 
10 Ibid. 
11 Herbert to Linlithgow, 17 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. Herbert 
once pointed out to Linlithgow that whenever money was needed Huq’s 
standard refrain was that it would have to be “found from somewhere.” 
12 Linlithgow to Herbert, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
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government.”13  Therefore Sarkar’s resignation eventually had the effect of 
making Haq, an ambassador for communal peace. The advice from Herbert 
went a long way in helping Haq stabilize his ministry and enhance his power, 
but the hint of immediacy in Herbert’s words had a miraculous effect. 14 
Within a week, in a statement issued from New Delhi, Haq said that he had 
“never been so keen to have a communal settlement” as he was then.15 His 
statements, “In the best interest of the country the present deadlock must be 
solved,” and “I am prepared to take Congressmen into my cabinet,” were 
followed by consistent appeals to communal unity. Before leaving New Delhi, 
Haq issued a joint statement with B C Chatterjee about the settlement of 
communal differences and also expressed remorse over some comments that 
may have hurt Hindus.16Herbert reported that Haq also promised to call a 
meeting of prominent Hindu and Muslim leaders in his house once he returned 
from Delhi. Haq came back to Calcutta in time for the budget session that 
lasted from mid-February to the last week of April. 17  Despite his Delhi 
statements in January, or maybe to test Haq, in the Assembly the Hindu 
Mahasabha candidates raised a series of accusations directed at the ministry 
with regard to suppression of Hindus. In an unprecedented act of maturity and 
consistency Haq’s ministry issued a 34 page response including 20 pages of 
tables defending against the charges. The documents also included a key 
response. The Hindu deputation to the government of Bengal had expressed 
the opinion that the two communities should have equal representation and 
Haq’s government arranged for that.18 In a couple of days, 24 February was 
announced as the date for the meeting Haq had promised. The meeting would 
be attended by Hindu leaders including Mookherjee, Sarat Bose and Bidhan 
Roy. Naturally “a more friendly party could hardly be imagined,” and Herbert 
rightly concluded that Haq was “genuinely concerned at the present state of 
impasse.” This is what provided the background for Haq’s presentation of the 
Lahore Resolution. The Lahore Resolution was the cry of a Muslim politician 
who wanted to empower his own people. It had little to do with Muslim 
League and Jinnah. The Resolution therefore was not an interruption to his 
overtures for communal peace. Haq soon found out that his “genuine” 
concerns for communal peace would be reciprocated, if at all, only after turf 
battles between Congress and the Hindu Mahasabha were settled. The 1 
January 1940 Hindu Mahasabha meeting evoked widespread sympathy from 

                                                        
13 Herbert to Linlithgow, 27 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL 
14 Herbert specifically told Huq that alliance had to be struck with the Hindus 
even if they were based on “communal fundamentals.” Huq understood the 
urgency of the situation. 
15 , The Statesman, 5 February 1940. 
16 Herbert to Linlithgow, 7 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL 
17 Baker Papers, 11 November 1939 - 13 April 1940 1939-1940 
18 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 14 February 1940 
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Hindu professional and middle classes and clearly reflected to Herbert the 
“resentment which the average Hindu Bengali feels against the neutral policy 
of the Congress as regards the Communal Award.” Even then, Sarkar, who 
attended the meeting, but not as member, remained unconvinced that the 
Hindu Mahasabha could become as important as the Congress.19Shahabuddin, 
the Government Whip predicted that “the only organization with which the 
Muslim element can do business is the Hindu Mahasabha.” Congress would 
seek to undermine the Muslim League if they were to come together. In any 
case this was doubtful as Congress would not strike a bargain with the League 
on behalf of Hindus because it would never admit, rightly so, that it was a 
Hindu organization. The Hindu Mahasabha was proud of being a Hindu 
organization. Also, it would not try to split the Muslim League, and it would 
“lay its cards on the table.”20 One month after attending the meeting, Sarkar 
had still not joined the Mahasabha, but he realized that Congress was in dire 
need of new leadership. He issued a press statement in which he said that “the 
revolutionary potential of the movement” had outgrown its leadership, which 
was trying to retain its position at the “cost of the internal democracy of the 
Congress.”21 B C Chatterjee confided to Herbert that Congress was “between 
communities, rather than non-communal,” and it would be futile to be in a 
conference with them, one that Haq had announced. Chatterjee also said that 
an ideal conference would be one between the Hindu Mahasabha and Muslim 
League but it had its problem and would not be effective. 22  Chatterjee 
discounted how the political equations had changed. Haq had started asserting 
his power to bring about communal peace and Hindu Mahasabha had become 
almost obsessed with prospects of a political position in Bengal.23  Though 
formal assertion of power by the Hindu Mahasabha would not come until 
1941, by March 1940, Herbert noted that Subhas Bose’s “opportunist pact” 
with the Hindu Mahsabha broke down when some of his “non-violent” 
supporters smashed the platform on which Mookerjee was speaking at a 
meeting. Haq made attempts to initiate talks with Congress but he pinned 
more hope on the Mahasabha. One of the main indications for Haq was the 
failure of the Bose-Muslim League Pact in the Calcutta Corporation elections. 
From March 1940, when the Pact was formed, to July when Subhas Bose was 
arrested, the Pact became more and more “unpopular.” Sarat Bose’s expulsion 

                                                        
19 Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. Sarkar 
would join Mahasabha only when he would find regaining his old position in 
the Congress right wing impossible 
2020 Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
21 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 10 February 1940. 
22 Herbert to Linlithgow, 19 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL 
23 Edward Benthall, 20 February 1940. p14. Mookerjee admitted to Benthall 
that provincial politics and not all-India politics was “very much uppermost” 
in his mind. 
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from Congress in October finally convinced Haq that the Mahasabha was the 
new representative of Hindu interests in Bengal. The Hindu Mahasabha may 
have emerged as more likely and eager for reconciliation than Congress, but it 
did not automatically translate into good news for Haq. During the three 
weeks after announcement of peace talks, the Mahsabha extended no relief to 
the ministry in terms of their attacks. The Mahasabha called the Calcutta 
Corporation Act anti-Hindu and anti-national. Mookerjee said that Muslims 
were favored in fixing of communal ratios in the Corporation. In a meeting of 
Hindus at Deshapriya Park, Calcutta, Mookerjee accused the Bengal ministry 
of re-enacting the divide and rule policy of the British and then N C Chatterjee 
challenged Haq to restore joint electorates to prove that his plea for unity was 
genuine.24In addition to bills, acts and joint electorates the deepest of all pains 
inflicted on the Hindus by the Communal Award, was evoked again and again. 
So serious was Mookerjee’s dissatisfaction that he made it clear that the 
Award would have to be discussed before any attempts were made by Haq to 
bring an understanding between the Hindus and Muslims. He said that he 
would be “satisfied” if it went on record that the Award would have to be 
“upset” one day. 25  These deep seated grievances of the Hindus were 
considerable obstacles in the way of Haq’s plans, especially given the radical 
conditions on which the peace offer would be accepted by the Hindu 
Mahasabha. Mookerjee did not hope for much from the meeting with Haq. 
Discussing Haq’s attempts to win over Hindu leaders on 20 February, four 
days before the 24 February meeting, Mookerjee candidly told Benthall that he 
had “no  great hopes of success” from the conference called at Haq’s 
residence. In fact Benthall himself thought that the conference would do 
“more harm than good.” Benthall and Mookerjee however agreed that with 
“real determination” settlement could be arrived at by even a small coterie 
instead of the 30-member team Haq put together.26 Mookerjee also asked for 
the modification of the Municipal Act by Haq’s government as a gesture of 
goodwill towards the Hindus. 27  With this kind of response, it was not 
surprising that the talks held on 24 February at Haq’s residence did not yield 
any immediate result. In fact attacks against the ministry never really 
subsided. In the Legislative Assembly, still in session, the Bengal Secondary 
Education Bill aroused bitter communal feeling which was exploited by Sarat 

                                                        
24 Ibid., 16 February. 
25 Edward Benthall, 20 February 1940. p14. 
26 Ibid. p14. 
27 Ibid. p14. Mookerjee disapproved that municipal job postings should seek 
Muslim applicants only. He wanted merit to be given priority in jobs that 
required qualification. He was prepared to let the communal percentage kick 
in for jobs which did not require specific qualifications. 
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Bose and Mookerjee.28 The Communal Award, then eight years old, continued 
to wreck peace initiatives. Though Benthall had tried to impress upon 
Mookerjee that for the sake of progress he would have to accept the 
Communal Award for the time being, he continued to urge people to “fight” 
against it. 29 Meetings and fiery speeches at the Mahakosala provincial Hindu 
Sabha conference at Bilaspur and Shyam Park kept communal momentum 
going.30 The year ended with Mookerjee addressing a crowd of ten thousand 
people in Dacca where he called the Award anti-Hindu and explained how it 
curbed their rights.31 Haq continued to be patient with the Hindu Mahasabha 
despite the fact that with no assurance of support from the Mahasabha, the 
position of Haq’s ministry showed no improvement. The real danger was that 
by making constant appeals to Hindus, he had already run the risk of 
appearing to his Muslim support base as weak and way too proHindu. Haq 
realized the urgent need to fix the odds and tilt them in his favor, so he 
continued to keep his Muslim constituency happy. By 1940 Haq had genuinely 
become interested in communal harmony but his concern for Muslim well 
being was never displaced. Haq played an important role in ensuring that 
Suhrawardy got the finance portfolio when Sarkar resigned. He was “very 
glad” that it was “a Muslim minister” who held the portfolio.32 He knew that a 
disgruntled Muslim base could create problems. Haq’s strategic support of the 
Muslim masses in their demand for communal representation in the Indian 
Football Association (IFA) also retained his popularity.33 An “absurd matter” 
for the British, Haq, despite his reservations about Nazimuddin, was quick to 
enlist his support for the cause, because he knew how important the symbol of 
football was for Bengalis.34 While these acts retained Haq’s popularity among 
Muslim Leaguers, careful couching of his peace talks with Hindus, in a 

                                                        
28 Brayden to Porter, Note on political development in Bengal since the 
introduction of 1935 Act, R/3/2/55. See also , Amrita Bazar Patrika, 26 
December 1937. As early as December 1937 news of the introduction of this 
Bill had led to outrage by the Hindus. The Bill took away higher education 
from the control of the Calcutta University and placed it under a 
SecondaryEducation Board, where Hindus believed Muslims would have 
greater say. Education was the mainstay of Hindu power in Bengal and this 
Bill was seen as a blatant communal attack. 
29 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 21 March 1940. 
30 Ibid., 12 March Also 21 March, 1940. 
31 Ibid., 17 December. 
32 Herbert to Linlithgow, 17 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
33 A Muhammedan sporting club resigned from IFA after alleging that they 
had been unfairly treated. Nazimuddin, President of the club took up the 
demand for communal representation if IFA was to have their club back. 
34 Brayden to Porter, Note on political development in Bengal since the 
introduction of 1935 Act, R/3/2/55. 
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language of administrative necessity, which was also true, ensured that no red 
flags would be raised in the Muslim constituency. What Haq lost due to the 
Hindu Mahasabha’s restraint in responding to his pleas for peace, he gained by 
supporting the British war aims. He renewed his support for the war and also 
tried to get the Muslim League ban on war committees lifted. In June 1940, 
Linlithgow invited all parties to form a War Committee. In July, Haq sent a 
letter to Jinnah, personally requesting him to raise the ban so that Muslim 
Leaguers could join the Committee.35 Not getting a favorable response, Haq 
went ahead and disclosed to Herbert  his suggestion for a National 
Government for Bengal.36 Haq’s moves were golden for four reasons. One, 
Herbert’s “profound disappointment” with Jinnah left him with no other 
option but to rely on Haq. Herbert wrote: “The Chief Minister made a most 
moving and impressive speech and his power of quiet oratory astonished more 
than one impressionable European who had not heard him speak 
before.”37Two, if pleading for communal peace without results made Haq look 
weak, his stand on war reflected his individual strength, with the Muslim 
League party at arm’s length. Three, the war was the farthest possible issue 
from communalism and naturally it gave Haq a platform to discuss a topic that 
went beyond regional or religious interests. Four, most interestingly, with 
British support behind him, the chances of winning over the Hindu Mahasabha 
through a formal arrangement looked brighter. Joining the war cause sparked 
off in Haq a desire to take a “strong line individually,” a tendency Herbert had 
noticed in him much earlier in 1940. On 20 March Herbert wrote, “I have a 
feeling that the CM is hatching something.” He explained that the Muslim 
League was trying to increase its hold over Haq and Haq was trying to resist it. 
On 9 April he wrote again, “Haq is on the lookout for some way of securing 
greater personal independence at the expense of breaking the Muslim League 
if necessary…” Haq had his reasons. First, his colleagues in Bengal made him 
feel insecure, second, Jinnah’s autocratic behavior restricted Haq’s moves as 
Chief Minister and third, the Muslim League’s ideology had no place for 
Haq’s provincial concerns. Earlier in 1940 before leaving for London on 
business, Haq expressed to Herbert that he wanted to take Nazimuddin with 
him. Herbert deduced, quite rightly, that Haq was insecure about leaving 
Nazimuddin behind as he might become more powerful. The same was 
applicable for Suhrawardy.38 On another occasion, within two days of Haq’s 
presiding over a Proja Party Conference, Suhrawardy at a League Conference 
in Pabna district commented strongly on the attempts of “so-called ‘krishaks 
and projas’ to introduce factions amongst Muslims and break up the solidarity 
brought about by the Muslim League.” It was surely this alienation that 

                                                        
35 Herbert to Linlithgow, 10 July 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
36 Herbert to Linlithgow, 13 July 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
37 Herbert to Linlithgow, 22 June 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
38 Herbert to Linlithgow, 19 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL. 
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provoked Haq to seek “greater personal independence.” The dysfunctional 
relation between the three Muslim leaders was no secret. Mookerjee told 
Benthall that “a wedge had been driven to some extent” between the three, and 
left to himself Haq would come to terms with the Hindus as he was “jealous of 
the position of others.”39 Jinnah’s controlling behavior from miles away also 
caused resentment in Haq. To begin with Herbert had “indications” that Haq, 
Nazimuddin and Suhrawardy thought Jinnah to be “obdurate 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                        
39 Edward Benthall, 20 February 1940. p15 
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 The ground for the formation of an émigré Communist Party of India was 
prepared by The Second World Congress of the Communist Third 
International (1920). The Commintern Executive committee (ECCI) set up a 
sub-committee, the ‘Small Bureau’, to begin the process. The Bureau 
organised the First Congress of the Peoples of the East at Baku in September 
1920, specifically aimed at fighting imperialism in Asia. This was followed by 
the formation of the Communist Party of India on 17 October 1920 at 
Tashkent. The seven members were M. N. Roy, Evelyn Roy-Trent, Abani 
Mukherjee, Rosa Fitingov, Mohammad Ali, Mohamad Shafiq and Acharya. 
Shafiq was elected as the secretary of the party, Roy as secretary of the party’s 
Bureau based in socialist Turkestan and Acharya as the chairman who signed 
the minutes. At the first meeting on 17 October, the organization adopted its 
name as the ‘The Indian Communist Party’. The inaugural meeting also 
adopted the principles of the Comintern and decided to work out a programme 
of the CPI that was ‘suited to the conditions of India’. A preliminary 
discussion was held on membership procedure and affiliation to the 
Comintern. The meeting was concluded with the singing of ‘The 
International’. The minutes of the CPI of 15 December 1920 reveal the 
induction of three others as candidate members who had to complete a 
probation period of three months for full membership of the party. 
After Peshawar in 1922, two more conspiracy cases were instituted by the 
British government, one in Kanpur (1924) and Meerut (1929). The accused in 
the cases included, among others, important Communist organisers who 
worked in India, such as S.A. Dange, Muzaffar Ahmad, Nalini Gupta and S.V. 
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Ghate, and members of the émigré party, such as Rafiq Ahmad and Shaukat 
Usmani.. 
On March 17, 1924, M.N. Roy, S.A. Dange, Muzaffar Ahmed, Nalini Gupta, 
Shaukat Usmani, Singaravelu Chettiar, Ghulam Hussain and others were 
charged that they as communists were seeking "to deprive the King Emperor 
of his sovereignty of British India, by complete separation of India from 
imperialistic Britain by a violent revolution.", in what was called 
the Cawnpore (now spelt Kanpur) Bolshevik Conspiracy case. 
After Kanpur, Britain had triumphantly declared that the case had “finished off 
the communists". But the industrial town of Kanpur, in December 1925, 
witnessed a conference of different communist groups, under the chairmanship 
of Singaravelu Chettiar. Dange, Muzaffar Ahmed, Nalini Gupta, Shaukat 
Usmani were among the key organizers of the meeting. The meeting adopted a 
resolution for the formation of the Communist Party of India with its 
headquarters in Bombay (new spelling: Mumbai) . The British Government's 
extreme hostility towards the bolsheviks, made them to decide not to openly 
function as a communist party; instead, they chose a more open and non-
federated platform, under the name the Workers and Peasants Parties. 
                    Meerut is an ancient city in western Uttar Pradesh, in India. It is 
recognized both mythologically and historically. The first war of Indian 
Independence also known as the Great Indian Mutiny of 1857, started from 
Meerut. A lesser known reason for its prominence on the British colonial map 
is a controversial case in the years 1929-1933. In the Judicial anals it is 
commonly and popularly known as 'The Meerut Conspiracy Case'. It attracted 
the attention of people in Great Britain so much so that a Manchester street 
theater group, 'The Red Megaphones' in 1932 enacted a play titled 'Meerut' in 
England.  
An organization, Communist International commonly known as 'Commintern' 
was operating in Russia and was slowly spreading its tenticles in other parts of 
the world. Its main aim object was to cause the downfall of all existing forms 
of governments of all nations of the world, by means of armed uprising and 
organizing general strikes. It created trade unions, youth leauges, workers and 
peasants parties etc. to achieve its objectives. The Communist Party of Great 
Britain was also formed to foster these aims. In 1921, its branch was 
established in British India by few communists. Two Britishers, Philip Sprat 
and B.F. Bradly were sent out to India by the Communist International to 
carry out its design and to strengthen its movement. They, together with 
persons of communist convictions formed a Workers and Peasant Party and 
held its conference at Meerut. This worried the Britishers. They raided and 
arrested persons connected with Workers and Peasants Party, some trade 
unions and All India Congress. In all 32 persons were charged and 31 of them 
were arrested including the two Britishers. The accused were put to trial under 
Section 121-A of the Indian Penal Code of 1860 for depriving the King 
Emperor of the sovereignty of British India and for using methods and 
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carrying out programmes and plans of campaign outlined and ordained by 
Communist International. The trial commenced with the filing of complaint by 
Dr. R.A. Horton (OSD under the Director, I.B. Home Deptt. Govt. of India) on 
15th March, 1929 and on a supplementary complaint dated 11th June, 1929 
against one of the accused. The preliminary proceedings before the Magistrate 
at Meerut took seven months. Thereafter, the case was committed to the Court 
of Sessions on 14th January, 1930. The prosecution took thirteen months to 
complete the evidence. The recording of statements of the accused consumed 
another ten months and their defence lasted for about two months. The parties 
advanced arguments for over four and half months. Mr. R.L. Yorke the then 
District and Sessions Judge, Meerut took five months to write and pronounce 
the judgment. On 17th January 1933, the sessions court acquitted five of the 
accused, 
one having died, and convicted 27 others with stringent sentences; one was 
transported for life; five others for 12 years; three for 10 years; three others 
for 7 years; four for 5 years; six for 4 years; and the rest five for 3 years. The 
convicts filed appeals in the Allahabad High Court. The last of them was filed 
on 17th January, 1933. The paper books were printed and made ready within 
no time and 10th April, 1933 was fixed for hearing. However, on account of 
ensuing long summer vacation and on the request of the accused themselves, 
the hearing was adjourned to 24th July, 1933. The hearing commenced as 
scheduled before the bench presided over by Chief Justice Sulaiman and 
Justice Young and it lasted for 8 working days. Sir Tej and Sri K.N. Katju and 
others represented the convicts. The Crown was defended by Mr. I. Kemp and 
J.P. Mitter. The Judgment was delivered by the Chief Justice and all the 
conviction were upheld, but with considerably reduced sentences. The Bench 
classified the convicts into four different groups. The first group of 12 were all 
members of the Communist Party of India. The second group comprised of 
Sprat and Bradly who were members of Communist Party of Great Britain. 
The third group consisted by six who were communist by conviction but not 
members of the Communist Party. The fourth group comprised of seven 
persons who were neither communists nor members of any communist party 
but were simply political workers. The High Court held that the evidence 
exfacie proved that the members of the communist party who subscribed to the 
programme of 'Comintern' had undoubtedly formed a revolutionary body with 
the professed object of over throwing 
the present order of society to bring about complete Independence of India by 
armed uprisings. This trial and the judgment acquired significance and 
importance 
primarily for the following three reasons. The trial was an outspring of the 
British Governments fear for the growth of the communist idea in India. It was 
aimed to nip the movement in the bud. The accused were branded as 
Bolsheviks. Though the trial resulted in conviction of almost all the accused 
but it ended in publicising, launching and strengthening the communist 
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movement in the county in a gigantic way. During the trial, the courtroom was 
turned into a public platform for 
espousing the communist cause. Secondly, it indicated the pace with which the 
justice delivery system in those days used to dispense justice despite enormous 
and voluminous evidence which was dealt with minute precision. However, 
the time 
consumed in trial was frowned upon by the superior Court observing that it 
could have been reduced with some care on part of both the accused and the 
Court. 
Lastly, it laid down that the magnitude of punishment or sentence was 
dependent upon three basic principles i.e. (i) protection of the people; (ii) 
prevention of the crime; and (iii) reformation of the offender. The punishment 
awarded by the Sessions Court when tested on the anvil of these principles, 
was held to be too harsh and severe particularly looking at the fact that all the 
accused had already remained in jail during the entire trial except for short 
period of time when some of them were admitted to bail. The bench, while 
reducing the sentence, observed that the trial was political and any severe 
punishment would result in confirming the belief of the people in the political 
movement which was sought by the government 
to be checked by the government and in creating more offenders causing 
greater evil and danger to public. The Meerut conspiracy case is a milestone 
that goes a long way in defining the history of communist movement in India 
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The Nawabs of Awadh played a very important part in North Indian History 
through out the 18th century The Nawabi regime of a hundred and thirty five 
years gave full reign to the indigenious tradition of communal amity and folk 
culture.This was unique kind of composite culture which emerged in Awadh, 
was free from the fetters of bigotry, insularity and dogmatism. Despite the 
pressure exerted by the East India Company, by way of plain and brazen 
extortions. Awadh rulers being plagued by the constant interference of the 
East India Company.It appears rather amusing that the ostensible reason given 
out by Dalhousie in annexing the kingdom was the rampant corruption and 
misrule for which the East India Company was as much responsible as the 
king of Awadh. 
                       Dalhousie recorded a voluminous minute which was dated june 
8, 1855. (1)  The major part of the minute was devoted in reviewing British 
relations with the kingdom of Awadh from the time of warren Hastings unto 
Hardings. It may be observed that although Dalhousie’s observations were 
based on a lot of statistics but they where to a great extent distorted misquoted, 
perverted, misconstrued and full of misrepresentation. (2) 

  The Governor General deliberately recollected only the adverse 
remarks and opinions about the king and the affairs of his domain and omitted, 
even to make a passing reference of the silver lining in the personality and 
conduct of the various rulers of Awadh including Wajid Ali Shah, for example 
Dalhousie gloated over the solemn warnings issued to the king. (3) By 
Bentinck in 1831 and by Hardinge in 1847 for remedying manifold abuses that 
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had sneaked in the administration of Awadh but the conveniently forget to 
take into account that both the warning were based on the treaty of 1837. (4) 
which had no legal force. 
  Moreover the Governor General in a deliberate manner avoided 
to make any mention of the improvement in the general administration of the 
country affected by Wajid Ali shah. The case made out by Dalhousie that the 
successive rulers of Awadh including Wajid Ali Shah were neglecting their 
duties and were helpless spectators to the act of oppressions and violence 
perpetrated against that mass of people by lawless and unscrupulous 
depredators does not stand scrutiny. (5) Actually the so called unsettled 
conditions of the country were by and large due to the behavior of the 
Residents who time and again fostered and promoted resistance to the royal 
authority there by reducing the king as utterly powerless and bereft of all 
dignity and authority. The Resident even went to the length of shielding 
rebels, outlaws, murders, free-boasters and other offenders.(6) This was more 
true during the reign of Wajid Ali Shah. The King protested, he wrote several 
letters to the resident that his demonouar was creating misgovernment and the 
resultant evils, (7) but no heed was paid and the resident continued to behave 
callously and irresponsibly.       
   On the other hand,Dalhousie’s surprisingly built his 
case on  the plea that the Treaty of 1837 was null and void as it had  been 
disallowed by the court of Directors and abrogated by the secret committee. 
He thus argued that full reliance was to be placed on the Treaty of 1801, the 
provisions of which were faithfully observed the by the  British government in 
India , whereas the rulers of Awadh had been doing nothing except 
deliberately and continuously violating them. It was only after the Burmese 
war that the Governor General could find time to divert his attention to words 
Awadh .(8)  Under the treaty of 1801 the king of Awadh ceded territories 
which yielded yearly revenue   of Rs. 2,12,00,000. In return, the British 
promise protection to the King from all internal and external 
enemies.Nonethless, whenever the King demanded help, it was not given to 
him without subjecting him to humiliation and extra burden. (9) 
   The main burden of Dalhousie’s argument was  that 
either the King be compelled to honour the letter and spirit of the Treaty of 
1801 by force arms or it be annulled on the basis of its continuous violation by 
the rulers of Awadh. The Governer General personally favoured the second 
alternative.(10)Although there existed a legal difficulty in adopting that course 
Articles 6 of the Treaty laid down that the King would always “act in 
conformity with the counsel of the officers of the honourable company. (11) 
Thus the King of Awadh was required to carry on his administration in 
collaboration with the British officials and as such, the responsibility of 
misrule should have also been shared by them.The member of the council 
were also of the opinion that in view of the rights and duties that devolved on 
the East India Company ultimate remedy was to be applied at once. (12) 
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King to retain his Title but to vest the Administration to the East India 
Company in Perpetuity. In the light of above facts and discussions, it was to 
say the least morally as well as legally unjustified and immoral and perverse 
for Dalhousie to advocate the annexation of Awadh on the grounds of misrule 
and in accordance with the terms of the Treaty of 1801. (13) Doggedly sticking 
to his plans of annihilation of Awadh as an independent and sovereign state. 
Dalhousie put forth the following alternatives in regard to the execution of 
scheme.The King be required to abdicate his sovereign power which he had 
hitherto abused. The King be also made to agree to the incorporation of the 
Kingdom of Awadh with the British Indian territories. The Kingdom be 
permitted to retain his royal title and position but required to vest the entire 
civil and military administration of his Kingdom to the East India Company in 
perpetuity.The King be urged to make over the management of his dominions 
to the British officers for a specified time. 
   The King be asked to hand over the management of his 
Kingdom to the Resident under whose directions the administration of the 
Kingdom of Awadh be carried on with the aid and supervision of British 
officers that he appointed for the purpose. (14) Dalhousie first alternative was 
too severe and stringent as also uncalled for and patently unethical and illegal. 
The fourth alternative was impractical and full of mischievous possibilities of 
creating evils that were inherent in the system of a double government. The 
third alternative was a mere palliative and did not provide a permanent cure to 
the malady. Dalhousie, therefore was in favour of the adoption of the second 
alternative, (15) and to execute it, the course of action as delineated by the 
Governor General was to abrogate the Treaty of 1801. (16) 
   The curtain was soon dropped on the affairs of Awadh 
when after pursuing all the connected papers sent by the Government Of India, 
the court of Directors in England gave their approval for the annexation of the 
Kingdom. It was sanctioning on November 21, 1855. (17) The efforts made by 
Wajid Ali Shah to maintain peace in his dominions even under such mental 
stress and circumstances were genuine and the Governor General of India was 
fully satisfied so much so that be recorded. 
   “such have been the King’s precautions and 
arrangement that no disturbance whatever had taken place.”.(18) 
   The events were moving fast and in quick succession. 
Not a day’s time was allowed to be lost. The next day which was February 6, 
the Resident summoned the chief minister for further parlays. During the 
course of conversation, Outram held out an assurance to Ali Naqi Khan that he 
would be liberally awarded in case he succeeded in persuading the King to 
accede to the wishes of the British Government. (19) Outram also made yet 
another successful attempt to persuade the Queen- mother to intervene on 
behalf of the British Government.   Ultimately, on Feb. 7, 1856 Wajid Ali shah 
conveyed to the Resident his firm resolution not to sign the proposed treaty. 
(20) This prompted Outram to act immediately. In the capacity of chief 
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commissioner be took the city of  Lucknow and the Government secretariat 
under his direct charge. Thus the independent entity of the Kingdom of 
Awadh, came to form an integral part of the British India territory. On his 
refusing to sign, Wajid Ali Shah was deposed on Feb. 7, 1856, and Awadh 
was declared annexed. In June, Malika Kishwar and Haseeh-ud-din along with 
Brandon and Bird left for London to present their case to the Empress and 
parliament. After the submission of the replies by the King, Malika Kishwar 
was given audience by Queen Victoria (July 1857), in a special court. By that 
time the story of massacre of Englishmen in Kanpur had hit the headline in the 
newspapers of London. Wajid Ali Shah was put under arrest and confined in 
Fort William in Calcutta. The King’s party in London suffered from 
dissensions. Malika Kishwar left London in January 1858. Wajid Ali Shah 
was a broken man and he accepted the offer of pension by the East India 
Company in late 1858. Wajid Ali Shah was released from Fort William and 
settled down in Matia Burj. He died in 1887. 
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As socialist thinkers, many names emerged in that time Acharya Narendra 
Dev, Jayaprakash Narayan, Sampurnanand Rai, Ram Manohar Lohia, Ashok 
Mehta, MR Mashani, Madhu Limaye and Achyut Patwardhan and Aruna Asaf 
Ali but Acharya Narendra Dev Ram  Manohar Lohia and Jayaprakash 
Narayan were prominent among them.  It was these personalities who gave a 
new dimension to socialist thought.  His socialist philosophy was filled with 
patriotism and public welfare. He gave a strong foundation to the city and the 
exploited society for its expression.  From where they can boldly raise voice 
against their exploitation.  These socialist thinkers also succeeded to a great 
extent in their objective.  But unfortunately the socialist movement fell victim 
to disintegration and disorientation. 
                           "Socialism is indeed a whole world of philosophy. It is the 
atheism in the field of philosophy, the democratic system in the field of the 
state, the democratic whole in the industrial field, an infinite optimism in the 
field of morality, the nature of materialism in the field of spirituality.  And in 
the family sector it is indicative of almost complete relaxation of household 
ties and matrimonial bonds. "  Socialism was used in 1827 to propagate the 
ideas of Robert Oven. Socialism was used in the magazine 'O Night Co-
operative', set up to propagate the ideas of 1857, to show the opposite of 
individualist and liberal views.  Socialism is the most popular word of the 
present time. The word Socialism is derived from the word Socious which 
means 'Samaj'. Socialism is related to the reform and society in the 
country.  But in the present time it has become very popular.  It has been 
defined in many ways. 'Don Griffithtas' has collected about 263 definitions of 
socialism in his work 'What is Socialism?'. 
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 The objective of the independence movement of India was to remove the 
British rule in India, after the British left, their intention was to establish a 
socialist system in India, a new consciousness was stirring in the minds of all 
the people towards the freedom movement.  People were not unanimous about 
the new social system, they were doing two things in their mind, firstly, why 
was India defeated and second, there were certain defects in the social 
system.  After making India independent, the first car was to remove those 
defects.  Due to which India was subjugated and socialists feared that there 
should be a change in the system if India does not fall back again. Whatever 
was the propaganda of the freedom movement, he was in a select few classes 
before Gandhi ji but it became a mass movement due to Gandhi's efforts and 
before that all classes were agitating in different ways in different 
areas.  Gandhi united all these.  It consisted of 3 classes - the 'intellectual class' 
who were lovers of freedom, the workers of the second social reforms and the 
third was engaged in creative work. Gandhi started his political career in 
South Africa.  Although Gandhi had taken complete education from England, 
he had the least sense of world events like you want to be confined to India. 
 This reference to Mahatma Gandhi helped to support the social hypothesis of 
socialists. It is a general matter that socialist thinking is Western. 
Marxist.  There was an era where the absence of Marxism was equal to the 
absence of nothing.  All the advanced programs of socialism or the exploited 
revolved around Marxism. Smt. Aruna Asaf Ali, the socialists of India 
considered Marxism and they considered Russia socialist but they saw many 
evils in it.  First, there was lack of democracy in other political leaders, 
Jayaprakash Narayan came from America as a Marxist and then went to 
England. In England, he met Rajni Pamadatta's brother, which showed him 
that the Communists are opposed to the freedom movement.  Came to 
know  He felt this against Marx Lenin's education and soon after that he 
planned to establish a non-communist structure.  This is the reason why the 
Congress Socialist Party was established in 1934 only after the establishment 
of the Communist Party in India in 1924.  Even before this, socialist parties 
had been formed in many areas/ Bihar- Bihar Socialist Party, Mumbai-
President Congress, Socialist Party etc.  In 1933, some people in Nashik Road, 
Central Jail, thought of forming a Socialist Party inside the Congress. It was 
certified working in May 1934. The first Socialist Conference was held in 
Patna under the chairmanship of Acharya Narendra Dev. 
 The conference had two major features - 
 The conference will never oppose Congress.  So this is how the independent 
movement run by the Congress will gain power.  Participation of farmers and 
laborers will also be needed in the movement.  Its aim will be the rule of the 
workers of the future farmers of India, the farmers and workers left the 
National Socialist Party because it was told that they are Marxists without 
it.  After the spreading of Samajwadi Party activists became restless, Pickle 
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Narendra Dev and Professor Mukut Bihari Lal set the feet of Marxist.  These 
people started saying that they do not worship any other deity except Marx. 
 Sri Krishna said in the Gita - "O Arjuna.  Whatever you do, whatever you eat, 
whatever you do, whatever you do, whatever you give, whatever you are 
doing austerities, all you offer to me. 
 (Yatkaroshi yadashnasi yajuhoshi dadasati yat. 
 Yattapasi kontaye tatkurushava madpadanam) 
 Similarly, Kabir Nanak etc. translated this- 
 "Jab jab dol so parikrama Whatever I say, I serve 
  Jayaprakash Narayan tried to show the unity of ideas in Gandhi and 
socialism.  In the early days, there was pressure of Marxism on the progress of 
socialism and farmers and Marxism was in control of the list of sufferings. It 
will later take over the reins of India.  Communists say that Congress is a 
capitalist institution.  But socialists believe that it is a selfish organization of 
all varnas and sects.  But the socialists know that it is everybody's interest to 
expel the British from India, and for this the Socialists alone or the Congress 
alone cannot do this, they will need each other's cooperation.  That is why the 
socialists mixed the word Congress with their party.  We can call it 
nationalism and socialist. 
 Apart from these two, the third important element was democracy, due to 
which the socialists were opposed to the communists.  There was a lack of 
democracy in Russia, and without it the Industrial Revolution is a city. 
Communist democracy is considered a capitalist democracy.  In Soviet Russia, 
the dictatorship of the Communist Party was first established in the name of 
the dictatorship of the proletariat.  Later it became the dictatorship of 
Stalin.  Due to this, the leaders were killed and many socialists had to 
suffer.  This scared the Indian socialists and made democracy their point.  And 
described himself as a democratic socialist.  For this reason, the Socialists 
separated themselves from the Communist Party. 
 All three leaders of the socialist movement Jayaprakash Narayan Acharya 
Narendra Dev Katha Ram Manohar Lohia belonged to the Hindi 
region.  Narendra Dev and Lohia belonged to Faizabad.  Jayaprakash Narayan 
Ballia was from Bihar.  The main center of the other leaders was Mumbai, the 
full stop socialist movement got more strength because the main form of 
national movement was North India.  These leaders were from the Hindi 
region but they got inspiration from leaders of the Hindi state like Tilak 
Gokhale Gandhi and Arvind.  Hence there was a change in Hindi in Hindi. 
However, the leaders were well versed with foreign education.  Acharya 
Narendra Dev's education took place in India but his teachers were from 
Europe and were graduates in English, French, Sanskrit and Pali and Urdu 
languages.  Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia was a Ph.D. of Berlin and learned many 
foreign languages like English, German etc.  Jayaprakash Narayan was 
educated in America.  It was the nature of the leaders of that era to endure 
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sufferings and journeys.  What did a submissive person have to call 
happiness?  He got his happiness only when he broke the chains of slavery. 
 Another feature of the socialist movement was that all its leaders were 
young.  Acharya Narendra Dev was born in 1809, besides all of them were 
born in the twentieth century.  Jayaprakash Narayan's 1902, Kamala Devi's 
1903, Yusuf Meher Ali's 1903, Achyut Patwardhan 1905, Meenu Masani's 
1905, Ram Manohar Lohia 1910, Ashok Mehta's 1911. 
 There were youth leaders at the peak level of the national movement.  Due to 
which he had courage and education and imagination and due to Gandhi and 
Narendra Dev, there was lack of terrorist ideas in the movement.  These 
people used to think carefully before doing any work.  In all their deeds, there 
was the imagination of a prosperous India.  Here, his youth was justified on 
Gandhi justification, due to which he was unable to do anything 
enthusiastically.  He had also separated himself from the Communist Party, 
now if he had parted with Gandhi, he would face many difficulties.  Because 
as the days of independence movement were getting closer, Gandhi's influence 
was increasing on the people. 
  The socialists adopted Gandhi as their guardian.  Gandhi was also very much 
concerned about the three leaders (Acharya Narendra Dev, Jai Prakash 
Narayan, Ram Manohar Lohia).  Gandhi tried hard to get Lohia out of jail and 
appealed that Gandhi ji does not like the nationalism of Subhash Chandra 
Bose. Overall, there was always a difference of opinion between Gandhi and 
Bose.  The socialists were very close to Subhash Chandra's 
ideas.  Nevertheless, the socialists supported Gandhi.  He did not want to enter 
the Congress at any cost.  Although all the leaders were lying abroad, Gandhi 
may have influenced them somewhere before that.  One surprising fact was 
that socialists used to give Gandhi along but never used to do Gandhians, they 
took pride in calling themselves Marxists. 
 All this does not mean that the foreign information is there. In the absence of 
education, the socialists used to talk only about India's point of view, the 
Communists took Russia as the last and turned their eyes from 
elsewhere.  They reached all their decisions through Russian 
information.  Communists considered other institutions as capitalist 
imperialists and reactionaries. 
 The Communists also made many mistakes, the most important mistake 
among them was that they made a terrible mistake in identifying 
Gandhi.  Gandhi did not mean so much to any party.  Although he only took a 
vow to free India. 
 The Russian influence on the Communists was so much.  That he could not 
understand that the removal of foreign rule from India should be his first 
task.  He did not think much about how socialism can flourish in a subordinate 
state.  The socialists wanted to drive the British out of India.  On the other 
hand, the communists had to follow the orders of the Kremlin, on the other 
hand, the socialists did not get leave when and where they were 
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leading.  When Hitler used to attack other countries with his army, the junior 
remained silent but when he moved towards Russia, he came to be called a 
public war.  Hitler's atrocities on other countries were justified.  But wrong on 
that.  What would such communists have to do with India's 
independence?  Western propagandists and communists of capitalism believe 
that the British paved the way for progress in India.  Sometimes it seemed that 
diseases might have spread because all the capitalists who were there used to 
go to America and Communist Russia for treatment but where should the 
socialists go.  Gandhi was more of a saint than a leader.  Although he was a 
high level leader.  But they did not have the ability to govern themselves.  But 
he was never a pragmatist, he was never indifferent to his cause, India's 
independence.  He did not like the lot of socialists.  Still, they pat him on the 
back. Gandhi was highly practical. This incident shows that when elections 
were held once.  Subhash Chandra Bose had won in it.  But Patti Sitaramaiya 
lost. Gandhi considered Sita Maiya's defeat as his defeat. 
 Gandhi and the socialists already had some family ties.  Dr. Ram Manohar 
Lohia's father was a Gandhian.  Jayaprakash ji says that due to Prabhavati, 
there was a sense of reverence for my Gandhi.  Jayaprakash Narayan ji says 
that the unprecedented air of non-cooperation movement from 1920 to 1921 
also left an indelible impression on the mind The sanskars which belonged to 
Gandhi were also those of Acharya Narendra Dev. Gandhi kept him in his 
ashram to keep him healthy and looked after him himself.  If we consider the 
influence of Marx on the views of socialists, then we also have to believe that 
Acharya Narendra Dev considered Gandhi as his ideal.  It becomes clear from 
this that socialists also wore Khadi.  Along with the red flag, the tricolor 
respected the flag. Acharya Narendra Dev writes that Gandhi was the best of 
the year in India.  Gandhi reconciled the ancient culture of India and its 
ancient education according to religion, and established the new harmony in it 
by voting new social and spiritual values of the present era. Acharya Narendra 
Dev ji himself and all along with him were in some form of Congress.  He had 
full authority over the Congress organization of Uttar Pradesh.  Even Congress 
was headed by Lohia.  These people, together with the Congress, went ahead 
in 1941 to conduct the power fight, even the socialists took full responsibility 
on themselves. 
 Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was also considered socialist in those 
days.  Although he never belonged to the Samajwadi Party.  Acharya was a 
friend of Narendra Dev ji and Jayaprakash ji. He was also blessed with Gandhi 
ji.  The socialists considered him very much. 
 After this, Jayaprakash gave a 14-point program to Jawaharlalji.  Paying off 
this program meant that some socialists would have joined the Congress 
government and Pandit Jawaharlalji wanted to do the same; Prakash ji gave a 
14-point program to Jawaharlalji.  Paying off this program meant that some 
socialists would join the Congress government and Pandit Jawaharlalji also 
wanted the same.  But this could not be possible because Dr. Lohia Acharya 
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Narendra Dev was extremely opposed to it.  Due to this Jayaprakash ji got 
very sad.  Acharya Narendra Narendra Dev ji was against leaving the 
Congress but due to the decision of the party he had to resign from the 
Congress.  Due to which he decided never to join Congress and did not join in 
future.  The battle of Acharya Narendra Dev and the Congress is an important 
illustration of the political battle.  This fight was only a battle of ideas, this can 
be illustrated by an example.For example- Pandit Govind Ballabh Pant called 
Acharya an atheist.  Acharyaji did not deny it - and said that the biggest leader 
of the Congress, Jawaharlal ji is a friend of God.  When Acharyaji was 
contesting in Faizabad, neither Kamalapati Tripathi went to oppose him nor 
did Sampurnanand ji because Kamalapati Tripathi was his disciple and a 
teacher from Sampurnanand ji.  Due to the party's decision, he did not go to 
the Constituent Assembly himself, but he stopped Kamalapati Sampurnanand 
and encouraged him to go to that assembly. 
  There was such a long discussion between Gandhi and the socialists but it 
was not clear what the socialists had learned from Gandhi.  Socialism, despite 
being a Western ideology, felt the need to learn from Gandhi.  The first thing 
in this matter is that socialists were different from terrorists.  And he believed 
in mass revolution.  Not in personal violence, but here comes the learning 
from Gandhi that he left the talk of armed revolution as soon as Gandhi came 
under the influence and the struggle for peace took place in place of armed 
revolution.  Under this, strike satyagraha etc. were kept.  There is even more 
clarity that the violence was completely rejected.  It has now been decided that 
the path of non-violence will be adopted for social change.  With the example 
of Russia and the influence of Gandhi, he opened his eyes. Now he thought 
that 'impure means also pollute.  Therefore, the socialists accepted Gandhi's 
ideas completely with the purity of practicable means. 
 Western socialism propagated that the objective of socialism is to work 
according to ability and price according to the need. Charkha was the basis of 
Gandhi's uncontrolled production system.  According to them, prepare the 
clothes of your own needs, in such a village, he said that be satisfied with 
whatever grows in your fields.  Thus he rejected international trade and 
Gandhi was a supporter of the cottage industries of the rural system even in 
the era of large machines and large central production systems.  He gave the 
slogan of cottage industry in India.  In comparison, socialists talked about 
medium machines which used to run with oil and machines.  Where, instead of 
being central to production, he meant that few people go to industry and the 
remaining people do not go to work. 
 Mr. Ki Roshni, the leader of the Socialist Party of Japan, wrote a letter to 
Lohia in which he wrote- 
 “I am thankful to you for two reasons that you also taught us the idea of 
centralization.  Secondly you showed us a clear path on which we will have to 
walk.  If we want to achieve true freedom.  " 
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 "Contrary to my view, I found that instead of being a Gandhian like oral and 
socialism of Europe, you are its developed successor." 
  From the point of view of decentralized production, Acharya ji accepted the 
autonomy of the villages.  Mukut Bihari Lal writes- 
  For the economic development of the country, farming, small and medium 
industry businesses and big factories are necessary, none of these three can be 
expected.  " The big factories explained here mean basic industry in support of 
cottage industries. Lohia thought that India's population is more and land is 
less, there is more labor class in a country like India, due to which this 
mechanization machines  Increases unemployment. 
 The original vision of socialists was in India.  Acharya Narendra ji clarified 
this point in this context-  "Based on the experience gained over 9 years, we 
have to determine with our policy keeping in mind the vast changes that have 
taken place in India and outside as a result of the Great War." 
 This makes two things clear - one is on the basis of experiences and the other 
is our freedom of policy making.  This clearly implies.  That we can take the 
experience of Gandhi and the socialists for an example due to independent 
policy formulation policy based on experience.  That India had problems like 
abolition of varna system, opposition to untouchability, Harijan revival, 
widow marriage, end of Purdah system.  He also considered social reforms 
necessary for Gandhi and socialist independence, so when he got free time 
from the movement or other works, he used to engage in social reforms. 
  Gandhi wrote- "Not with the temple entrance of the fifth or express, but by 
prohibiting the entry of the temple, it is an insult to religion and spirit." 
 Gandhi ji says this more clearly-  “We do not encourage idol worship.  But 
we do not refuse it, as long as there is Hinduism, the temple will remain in 
some way.  The temple which is accepted by the Hindu religion should have 
the right to go to the people. " 
  Initially, the main concern of the socialists was economic and political 
expansion in Gandhi's thoughts, but neither the ideas nor the programs of the 
socialists were in expansion.  At that time Gandhi was the only person who 
wanted to do political economic and social reform simultaneously.  Gandhi 
generally did not pay attention to the things in the books but used to take it 
personally in his life.  He also filled this in the minds of socialists 
  The Socialists considered themselves separate from the Communists and to 
associate themselves with the Marxists was also the convenience and 
inconvenience of the Socialists.  This is why the socialists were expected to 
focus on social reforms and constructive work, but this did not happen.  And 
they were not adopting independent ideas of social reform, but they gave 
shelter to social reform in their conduct. Social reform in the environment of 
that time did not consider them as a big problem.  A belief about him was also 
prevalent.  That the main reform is economic reform because the change or 
reform of economic policy can change the structure of all social 
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reforms.  Socialists believed that modern European thinking depended very 
much on the economy.  They believed that the economy is the basic structure. 
 The biggest difficulty was that of Marxism, which was always ready for war 
and lacked tolerance towards the socialists, even though they could not 
support the Marxists.  Once Jayaprakash Narayan ji opened the doors of 
socialism to communists, he was also given high positions in the party.  The 
intention of the socialists was clear that they did not want any kind of duel in 
the name of socialism, but the communists did not be honest with them but 
broke their party.  He took most of the party members with him.  He used to 
abuse socialists a lot and sometimes even used to inflame.  And it is known 
from this example that Jayaprakash Narayan became friends with Mr. PC 
Joshi, the General Secretary of the communist side in those days.  Now the 
communists started praising Jayaprakash in such a way that he is Lenin of 
India and revolutionary number of India.  Jayaprakash came in praise of him 
and continued his work in the same way. 
  Once Jayaprakash brought Mr. PC Joshi Adhikari and Bharadwaj to the 
survey of the communist side in our executive and explained to us about the 
united front.  As if we were young children in the field of politics.  Due to this, 
ridiculous but serious efforts were made by Jayaprakash to make us aware of 
politics through the activists of the communist side 
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Hkkjr esa izkUrh; Lok;Ùk&'kklu dk fodkl 
MkWŒ izoh.k dqekj flag 

rnFkZ O;k[;krk  
LukrdksÙkj bfrgkl foHkkx iVuk dkWyst 

iVuk fo'ofo|ky;] iVuk 
 

 Hkkjr esa izkUrh; Lok;Ùk&'kklu ds fodkl ds fy, 1935bZŒ esa fczfV'k laln 
us xouZesUV vkWQ bf.M;k ,sDV ikl fd;kA bl vf/kfu;e ds vuqlkj izkUrksa esa 
}S/k'kklu dk vUr dj mÙkjnk;h 'kklu dh LFkkiuk dh xbZA izkUrksa esa }S/k'kklu dk 
izko/kku 1919 bZŒ ds xouZesUV vkWQ bf.M;k ,sDV ds }kjk fd;k x;k Fkk] tks Hkkjr 
esa mÙkjnkf;Roiw.kZ 'kklu dh LFkkiuk esa igyk dne FkkA bl vf/kfu;e ds }kjk 
dsUnzh; rFkk izkUrh; ljdkjksa ds dk;Z{ks=ksa ds foHkktu ds mís'; ls nks lwph cukbZ 
xbZ&dsUnzh; lwph rFkk izkUrh; lwphA dsUnzh; lwph esa ns'k dh lqj{kk] oSnsf'kd laca/k] 
ns'kh jkT;ksa ds laca/k] jsy] Mkd vkSj rkj foHkkx] vk;kr&fu;kZr dj] eqnzk i)fr] 
nhokuh vkSj QkStnkjh dkuwu] ued dj] vk; dj bR;kfn fo"k; j[ks x, rFkk 
izkUrh; lwph ds fo"k; Fks&f'k{kk] LFkkuh; Lo'kklu] lkoZtfud LokLFk rFkk fpfdRlk] 
[ksrh] ekyxqtkjh] lgdkjh lfefr;k¡] flapkbZ] taxy] tsy] iqfyl] vkcdkjh bR;kfnA 
 1919bZŒ ds vf/kfu;e }kjk Hkkjr ds lHkh izkarksa esa }S/k&'kklu dk izkjEHk 
fd;k x;kA ml le; Hkkjr esa 10 izkUr Fks&caxky] enzkl] cEcbZ] la;qDr izkar] cjek] 
vklke] iatkc] e/;&izns'k] fcgkj vkSj mM+hlk rFkk mÙkj&if'peh izkUrA fcgkj esa 
}S/k&'kklu dk izkjEHk 29 fnlEcj 1920bZŒ dks gqvkA1 blh le; lR;sUnz izlkn 
flUgk fcgkj ds xouZj cus tks bl mPp in dks lq'kksfHkr djus okys izFke Hkkjrh; 
FksA }S/k&'kklu ds izko/kku ds vuqlkj izkUrh; 'kklu ds fo"k;ksa dks nks oxks± esa ck¡Vk 
x;k&jf{kr vkSj gLrkarfjrA jf{kr fo"k; Fks&'kkfUr&O;oLFkk dk;e j[kuk] iqfyl] 
tsy] U;k;] jktLo dk lzksr] dkj[kkuk] lekpkj i=] lkoZtfud _.k] ctV bR;kfn 
rFkk gLrkarfjr fo"k; Fks&f'k{kk] yksd LokLF; rFkk fpfdRlk] m|ksx] [ksrh] 
Lok;Ùk&'kklu] mRiknu bR;kfnA jf{kr fo"k;ksa dk 'kklu xouZj viuh dk;Zdkfj.kh 
ifj"kn~ ds ijke'kZ ls djrk Fkk rFkk gLrkarfjr fo"k;ksa dk 'kklu xouZj }kjk fu;qDr 
fd, x, eaf=;ksa ds }kjk fd;k tkrk FkkA2 
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 lfPpnkuan flUgk eaf=;ksa dks vf/kd vf/kdkj Hkh nsus ds i{kikrh FksA mudk 
dguk Fkk }S/k&'kklu ds nks"kksa dks nwj djus ds fy, iw.kZ izkUrh; Lok;Ùk&'kklu 
vfuok;Z gS] tks lHkh leL;kvksa dk ,dek= lek/kku gSA3 
 ns'k dh c<+rh gqbZ jk"Vªh;&psruk dks /;ku esa j[kdj fczfV'k ljdkj dks 
}S/k&'kklu ds LFkku ij izkUrh; Lok;Ùk&'kklu ykxw djuk iM+kA 1935bZŒ ds 
vf/kfu;e }kjk mM+hlk dks fcgkj ls vyx dj ,d u;k izkUr cuk;k x;kA bl rjg 
10 ds LFkku ij vc 11 izkUr cu x,&caxky] enzkl] cEcbZ] la;qDr izkar] fcgkj] 
mM+hlk] e/; izns'k] iatkc] flU/k] vklke vkSj mÙkj&if'peh lhek izkarA bu lHkh 
izkUrksa esa mÙkjnk;h 'kklu dh O;oLFkk dh xbZ vkSj caxky] enzkl cEcbZ] la;qDr izkar] 
fcgkj vkSj vklke esa igyh ckj f}rh; lnu dh O;oLFkk dh xbZA 1935bZŒ ds 
vf/kfu;e }kjk dsUnzh; ljdkjksa ds chp esa 'kfDr;ksa ds foHkktu dh rhu lwfp;k¡ 
cukbZ xbZA la?kh; lwph] izkUrh; lwph vkSj leorhZ lwphA la?kh; lwph ds fo"k; 
Fks&ns'k dh j{kk] ty&Fky rFkk ok;qlsuk] oSnsf'kd lEcU/k] Mkd rkj foHkkx] fons'kh 
O;kikj] vk;kr fu;kZr dj] ued dkuwu] eqnzk&i)fr] tgktjkuh bR;kfn rFkk 
izkUrh; lwph ds fo"k; Fks&iqfyl fof/k&O;oLFkk] f'k{kk] tsy] LFkkuh; Lo'kklu] yksd 
LokLF; rFkk fpfdRlk] Ñf"k] taxy] mRiknu] vkS|ksfxd fodkl bR;kfnA leorhZ 
lwph esa nhokuh vkSj QkStnkjh dkuwu lEifÙk dk mÙkjkf/kdkjh] dy&dkj[kkus] [kku] 
lekpkj&i= bR;kfn fo"k; j[ks x,A bl vf/kfu;e }kjk ;g izko/kku fd;k x;k fd 
leorhZ lwph ds fo"k;ksa ij izkUrh; rFkk dsUnzh;&nksuksa ljdkjsa dkuwu cuk ldrh 
FkhA ftu fo"k;ksa dk lekos'k fdlh Hkh lwph esa ugha Fkk] og fo"k; xouZj&tujy ds 
vf/kdkj&{ks= esa ns fn;k x;k tks vius foosd ds vuqlkj izkUrh; ;k la?kh; fdlh 
Hkh ljdkj dks ml ij dkuwu cukus dk vf/kdkj ns ldrk FkkA bl izdkj izkUrksa esa 
mÙkjknk;h 'kklu dh LFkkiuk ds fy, lHkh izkUrh; fo"k; efU=;ksa ds gkFk esa ns fn, 
x, tks fo/kku eaMy ds izfr mÙkjnk;h FksA 
 1935 bZŒ ds vf/kfu;e ds vuqlkj tc pquko djk;s x;s] rc dkaxzsl dks 
fcgkj] enzkl] e/;izns'k] la;qDr izns'k rFkk mM+hlk esa izcy cgqer izkIr gqvkA fcgkj 
fo/kku&lHkk dh dqy 152 txgksa esa dkaxzsl 107 txgksa ij pquko yM+h] ftlesa 98 
txgsa mls izkIr gqbZA 'kgjh {ks=ksa dh ik¡pksa txgsa rFkk nsgkrh {ks=ksa dh 73 esa 68 
txgsa dkaxzsl dks feyhA blds vfrfjDr gfjtuksa ds 15 lqjf{kr LFkkuksa esa ls 14 
eqlyekuksa ds 7 LFkkuksa esa ls 2 ij dkaxzslh mEehnokj pqus x;sA4 
 27 Qjojh ls 1 ekpZ 1937bZŒ rd c/kkZ esa dkaxzsl dk;Zdkfj.kh dh cSBd gqbZ] 
ftlesa fo/kku lHkk ds dkaxzslh lnL;ksa ds fy, uhfr fu/kkZj.k gqvkA bl cSBd esa ;g 
fu.kZ; fy;k x;k fd dkaxzslh lnL; ;g è;ku j[ksaxs fd dkaxzsl dk y{; iw.kZ 
LojkT; gSA bu lnL;ksa dk uke dkaxzsl ?kks"k.k&i= ds fufgr izLrkoksa dks iwjk djkus 
dk Hkh ;Ru djuk Fkk] ftlesa yxku esa deh] vk;dj dh tk¡p] dk'rdkjksa] csn[kyh 
jksduk] fdlkuksa ds dtZ&ekj dh deh] neudkjh vf/kfu;eksa dh lekfIr] jktuhfrd 
dSfn;ksa dh fjgkbZ] csjkstxkjh dh leL;k] etnwjksa dh n'kk esa lq/kkj bR;kfn lfEefyr 
FksaA5 
 24 ekpZ 1937bZŒ dks fcgkj ds jkT; iky ,eŒthŒ gSysV (M.G. Hallet) us 
JhÑ".k flUgk dks] tks dkaxzsl fo/kk;d ny ds usrk cuk;s x, FksA viuk efU=e.My 
xfBr djus ds fy, vkefU=r fd;kA JhÑ".k flUgk us jkT;iky ls Li"V dgk fd 
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efU=e.My cukus ds iwoZ ds vk'oklu ns fd muds oS/kkfud dk;ks± esa gLr{ksi ugha 
djsaxs] D;ksafd izkUrh; Lok;Ùk&'kklu ds vUrxZr mÙkjnk;h Lo'kklh 'kklu gksuk 
pkfg, tks turk dh bPNkuqlkj pysA6 
 ftl ftu eqgEen ;quql dk efU=e.My cuk] mlh fnu iVuk esa muds 
fo#) izn'kZu gq,A t;izdk'k ukjk;.k] clkou flag] jkeo{̀k csuhiqjh] lS;n 'kkg] 
eqgEen gchc] vCnqy ckjh] dkerk izlkn flag] eatwj vglu] pUnzkorh nsoh] jkeorkj 
xksi] gfjxksi] foUns'ojh izlkn rFkk txnh'k dqjehA bl volj ij fxj¶rkj fd;s 
x,A blds vfrfjDr jktxhj esa /kjuk nsus ds Øe esa flyko ds y[kir flag rFkk 
des'oj 'kekZ dks pkj eghus dh dkjkokl dh ltk feyhA fcgkj ds dkaxzslh usrkvksa 
us Hkh ;quql ds vkUrfje efU=e.My dk fojks/k fd;k] tks fo/kku lHkk esa cgqer ugha 
djus ds dkj.k u rks ctV ikl djk ldrh Fkh u dksbZ dkuwu cuk ldrh FkhA7 
 21 twu 1937bZŒ dks ok;ljk; us vius ,d oDrO; esa izkUrh; efU=e.My 
rFkk izkUrh; jkT;ikyksa ds dk;Z {ks= dks Li"V djrs gq, cryk;k fd dkaxzsl dh ;g 
'kadk fuewZy gS fd jkT;iky efU=e.My dh uhfr rFkk nSfud iz'kklu esa gLr{ksi 
djsaxsA izkUrh; Lo'kklu dk mís'; rks ;g gS fd efU=;ksa ds dk;Z {ks= esa jkT;iky 
lk/kkj.k rFkk efU=;ksa ds ijke'kZ ls gh dke djsaxs vkSj mu ekeyksa esa laln ds izfr 
ugha] cfYd fo/kku lHkkvksa ds izfr mÙkjnk;h gksaxsA ok;ljk; ds bu Li"Vhdj.k ds 
ckn 7 tqykbZ 1937bZŒ dks c/kkZ esa dkaxzsl dk;Zdkfj.kh dh cSBd gqbZ] ftlesa ;g 
izLrko ikfjr fd;k x;k fd tgk¡ efU=e.My cukus ds fy, dkaxzsl dks vkeaf=r 
fd;k tk;] ogk¡ og viuk efU=e.My cuk ysa] ijUrq in xzg.k ds i'pkr~ bl ckr 
dk iwjk /;ku fn;k tk;s fd dkaxzsl ds ?kks"k.kk&i= dk iwjk&iwjk dk;kZUo;u gksA 
Qyr% vUrfje efU=e.My us R;kx&i= ns fn;k rFkk 20 tqykbZ 1937bZŒ dks dkaxzsl 
fo/kk;d ny ds usrk JhÑ".k flUg us efU=e.My dk xBu fd;k] ftlesa JhÑ".k 
flag iz/kkuea=h] vuqxzgukjk;.k flag foÙk ea=h rFkk lS;n egewn rFkk txyky pkS/kjh 
ea=h cusaA8 
 blds ckn jktuhfrd ;q) cfUn;ksa dh fjgkbZ dk iz'u ljdkj ds lkeus 
vk;kA gtkjh ckx tsy ds 12 jktuSfrd cafn;ksa us Hkw[k&gM+rky dj nhA jkT;iky 
ls ckrsa gqbZ] ijUrq os lHkh cfUn;ksa dks ,d lkFk eqDr djus ds izfrdwy FksA mudk 
dguk Fkk fd os ckjh&ckjh ls izR;sd jktuSfrd cfUn;ksa ds vijk/kksa dh tk¡p djk;saxs 
vkSj tk¡p ds ckn ,d&,d djds mudh fjgkbZ djsaxsA bl ij JhÑ".k flag] ekSykuk 
vcqy dyke vktkn vkSj vP;qr iVo)Zu jktcfUn;ksa dks le>kus gtkjhckx tsy 
x;sA mUgsa vk'oklu fn;k x;k fd mudh fjgkbZ ugha gksxh] rks efU=e.My 
R;kx&i= ns nsxkA rc dgha mUgksaus Hkw[k&gM+rky lekIr dhA9 
 egkRek xk¡èkh us Hkh cryk;k fd jktuSfrd cfUn;ksa dh fjgkbZ ls 'kkfUr rFkk 
lqO;oLFkk dks dksbZ [krjk ugha gS] D;ksafd os fcgkj ds iz/kkueU=h dks vk'oklu ns 
pqds gSa fd fjgkbZ ds ckn os lkekU; ukxfjd dh rjg 'kkfUriw.kZ thou O;rhr djsaxs 
vkSj viuh ekufld fopkj/kkjk dks ijofrZr dj nsaxsA 1937bZŒ ds gfjiqjk dkaxzsl esa 
Hkh dkaxzsl ds v/;{k lqHkk"kpUnz cksl us jktuSfrd cfUn;ksa dh fjgkbZ dk iw.kZr;k 
leFkZu fd;kA cksju us dgk fd jktuSfrd cfUn;ksa dh fjgkbZ dk iz'u dkaxzsl ds 
nSfud iz'kklu ds vUrxZr vkrk gSA jkT;iky dk dke efU=;ksa ds fu.kZ; esa gLr{ksi 
djuk ugha] cfYd mUgsa flQZ lykg&Hkj nsuk gSA 22 Qjojh 1937bZŒ dks ok;ljk; 
us viuk ,d Li"Vhdj.k izlkfjr fd;kA fcgkj ds iz/kkueU=h rFkk jkT;iky us 
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vkil esa fopkj&foe'kZ fd;k rFkk jkT;iky us mu jktuhfrd cfUn;ksa dks fjgk djus 
dk vkns'k ns fn;k] ftldh tk¡p iz/kkuea=h dj pqds FksA Qyr% fcgkj efU=e.My us 
viuk R;kx&i= okil ys fy;kA 19 ekpZ 1938bZŒ rd jktcUnh fjgk dj fn;s 
x;sA10 
 fcgkj efU=e.My us Hkwfe&lEcU/kh dkuwuksa esa Hkh lq/kkj fd;kA fo/kku lHkk esa 
,d dkuwu ikl dj yxkus dks ?kVkdj 1911bZŒ ds Lrj rd fd;k x;k vkSj yxku 
dh cdk;k jde dks ekQ dj fn;k x;kA lkFk gh tehUnkjksa ij ;g izfrcU/k yxk;k 
x;k fd yxku dh olwyh esa os neukRed izfØ;k dk iz;ksx u djsaA bl ckr dk Hkh 
izko/kku fd;k x;k fd dqN fo'ks"k voLFkk esa dk'rdkjksa dks yxku ugha tek djus 
ij Hkh csn[ky ugha fd;k tk ldrkA tehu dh csn[kyh rHkh gks ldrh Fkh tc 
tehu [ksrh ds fy, v;ksX; lkfcr gksA ,d nwljs dkuwu ds }kjk 9 izfr'kr ls 
vf/kd C;kt ij izfrcU/k yxk;k x;kA blds vfrfjDr gfjtuksa dh f'k{kk rFkk 
cqfu;knh f'k{kk ij Hkh fo'ks"k cy fn;k x;kA lHkh f'k{k.k&laLFkkvksa esa gfjtu 
fo|kfFkZ;ksa dks nkf[ky gksus ds fy, ncko Mkyk x;kA 1937bZŒ esa ,d cqfu;knh f'k{kk 
cksMZ dk xBu gqvk vkSj iVuk Vªsfuax Ldwy dks cqfu;knh Vªsfuax dsUnz eas cny fn;k 
x;kA blh o"kZ o;Ld lk{kjrk vkUnksyu Hkh izkjEHk fd;k x;kA bl izdkj vizSy 
1939bZŒ rd fcgkj esa o;Ld f'k{kk ds 14259 dsUnz dk;e gks x;s] ftuesa 319000 
O;fDr f'k{kk ikus yxsA lkFk gh bl vof/k rd 50 cqfu;knh f'k{kk Ldwy Hkh [kksys 
x;sA11 bl dky esa VªsM ;wfu;u vkUnksyu Hkh rhoz gqvkA vCnqy ckjh] t;izdk'k 
ukjk;.k] clkou flag] ;ksxsUnz 'kqDy] jkeo{̀k csuhiqjh] fo'oukFk ekFkqj] fd'kksjh izlkn] 
ckys'oj flag blds dkQh lfØ; lnL; FksaA blds ckn lkE;oknh ny ds yksxksa us 
fo|kfFkZ;ksa dks laxfBr djus dk dk;Z 'kq: fd;k rFkk fofHkUu ftyksa esa fo|kfFkZ;ksa ds 
vusd vf/kos'ku gq,A12 1939bZŒ esa tc f}rh; fo'o;q) gqvk] rc dkaxzslh 
efU=e.Myksa ls fcuk jk; fy;s gh ok;ljk; us ;g ?kks"k.kk dj nh fd Hkkjr Hkh ;q) 
esa 'kkfey gS] ftlij dkaxzsl dk;Z lfefr us [ksn izdV fd;kA dkaxzsl ;g pkgrh Fkh 
fd ;q) ds mís'; dks Li"V fd;k tk;sA vxj ;q) dk mís'; yksdra= dh j{kk 
djuk gS rks Hkkjr esa Hkh yksdrkaf=d O;oLFkk LFkkfir gksuh pkfg,A ijUrq ok;ljk; 
ds oDrO; ls dkaxzsl larq"V ugha gqvk vkSj 10 vDVwcj dh viuh cSBd esa dkaxzsl 
dk;Z&lfefr us dkaxzslh lnL;ksa dks vkns'k fn;k fd 31 vDVwcj rd os eaf=e.My 
ls R;kx&i= ns nsaA QyLo:i lHkh dkaxzslh eaf=e.Myksa us viuk R;kx&i= ns 
fn;kA fcgkj ds iz/kkuea=h JhÑ".k flag us Hkh vius in ls R;kx&i= nsdj 
efU=e.My dks Hkax dj fn;kA13 
 fczVsu vkSj teZuh ds chp gksusokyh yM+kbZ esa fczfV'k ljdkj us Hkkjr dks 
mldh turk dh bPNk dks tkus fcuk gh 'kkfey dj fn;k gS vkSj mlus ,slh 
dk;Zokgh dh gS rFkk ,sls dkuwu tkjh fd;s gSa ftuds dkj.k izkUrh; ljdkjksa ds 
vf/kdkjksa esa deh gksrh gSA ;g fo/kku&lHkk ljdkj ls vuqjks/k djrh gS fd og 
Hkkjr ljdkj vkSj mlds tfj;s fczfV'k ljdkj dks lwfpr djs fd orZeku ;q) ds 
dfFkr mís';ksa dks /;ku esa j[krs gq, Hkkjrh; turk dk lg;ksx izkIr djus ds 
izyksHku ls eqlyekuksa vkSj vYila[;d oxks± ds fy, izHkkoiw.kZ laj{k.kksa ds lkFk 
yksdrU=okn ds fl)kUrksa dks Hkkjr esa ykxw fd;k tk;] Hkkjr dh uhfr mldh turk 
}kjk gh fu/kkZfjr dh tk;s vkSj Hkkjr dks ,slk Lok/khu jk"Vª ekuk tk;s] ftls viuk 
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lafo/kku Lo;a cukus dk vf/kdkj gksA tgk¡ rd rkRdkfyu Hkfo"; esa lEHko gksA bl 
fl)kUr dks Hkkjr ds orZeku 'kklu esa Hkh iz;qDr fd;k tk,A14 
 20 ekpZ 1940bZŒ dks jkex<+ esa vf[ky Hkkjrh; dkaxzsl dk vf/kos'ku ekSykuk 
vcqy dyke vktkn ds lHkkifrRo esa gqvkA vius v/;{kh; Hkk"k.k esa vktkn us 
cryk;k fd Hkkjr dks fcuk mldh bPNk ds gh yM+kbZ eas /kdsy fn;k x;k gSA ge 
fczfV'k lkezkT; dks fot;h cukdj viuh xqykeh dh vof/k dks c<+kuk ugha pkgrsA 
1937bZŒ esa geus lg;ksx ds fy, tks vLFkk;h gkFk c<+k;k FkkA jkex<+ dkaxzsl esa iw.kZ 
LojkT; dh izkfIr dk y{; cryk;k x;k rFkk O;Ld erkf/kdkj ds vk/kkj ij pquh 
gqbZ lafo/kku lHkk }kjk ns'k dk lafo/kku cukus ij cy fn;k x;kA lkFk gh ns'k dh 
turk ls vihy dh xbZ fd og xk¡èkh ds usr`Ro esa Hkkoh la?k"kZ ds fy, rS;kj djsaA15 
egk;q) dh Hk;adjrk dks ns[krs gq, dkaxzsl dk;Zdkfj.kh ds 7 tqykbZ 1940bZŒ dks 
iwuk dh viuh cSBd esa fczVsu dks lg;ksx djus dk fu'p; fd;kA ijUrq bl 
lg;ksx dh nks izeq[k 'krs± Fkh] izFke fczVsu ;g Lohdkj dj ys fd ;q) ds i'pkr~ 
Hkkjr dks iw.kZ Lok/khurk iznku djsxk] f}rh;] dsUnz esa vfoyEc ,d vLFkk;h ljdkj 
cus] ftlesa lHkh nyksa ds izfrfuf/k Hkkx ysaA dkaxzsl dh ekax dks /;ku esa j[krs gq, 7 
vxLr 1940bZŒ dks Hkkjr ds ok;ljk; ykMZ fyufyFkxksa ,d oDrO; izlkfjr fd;k] 
ftlesa mUgksaus Hkkjr dk y{; vkSifuosf'kd LojkT; cryk;kA mUgksaus ?kks"k.kk dh fd 
;q) dh lekfIr ds ckn fczfV'k ljdkj ,d lfefr cuk;sxh] ftlesa Hkkjr ds jk"Vªh; 
thou ds lHkh izeq[k rRoksa dk izfrfuf/kRo gksxk vkSj og lfefr Hkkjr ds Hkkoh 
lafo/kku dk fuekZ.k djsxhA ok;lkjk; us ;g Hkh dgk fd fczfV'k ljdkj ,slh fdlh 
ljdkj dks lÙkk gLrkarfjr ugha djsxh] tks Hkkjr ds jk"Vªh; thou dk dksbZ 
egRoiw.kZ vax Lohdkj djus ds fy, rS;kj u gksaA16 bl ckr ls badkj ugha fd;k tk 
ldrk gS fd 1935bZŒ ds vf/kfu;e ds }kjk ftl izkUrh; Lora=rk dh cgkyh gq;h 
og vius vki esa ,d egRoiw.kZ dne Fkk] ysfdu ;g [;ky xyr gS fd izkUrh; 
Lok;Ùk 'kklu izkUrksa esa iw.kZ mÙkjnk;h 'kklu dks LFkkfir djus ds vk'k; ls cuk;k 
FkkA 
lanHkZ % 
1- thŒvkbZŒ vksosu] fcgkj ,.M mM+hlk bu 1921] iVuk] 1922] iŒ̀&01 
2- ogh] iŒ̀&3 
3- lfPpnkuUn flUgk] gk;kdhZ vkSj izkSfofU'k;y vkWVksukWeh % fgUnqLrku fjO;w] vizSy 1925] iŒ̀&237 
4- ,lŒ,eŒ olh] fcgkj bu 1936&37] iVuk 1937] iŒ̀&6&7 
5- dsŒdsŒ nÙk] ÝhMe ewoesUV bu fcgkj] [k.M&2] iŒ̀&283&286 
6- ,lŒ,eŒ olh] fcgkj bu 1937&38] iŒ̀&7&9 
7- dsŒdsŒ nÙk] ÝhMe ewoesUV bu fcgkj] [k.M&2] iŒ̀&279&290 
8- bf.M;u us'ku] 9 tqykbZ 1937 
9- vuqxzg ukjk;.k flag] esjs laLej.k] iŒ̀&253 
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11- iêkfHk lhrkjeS;k] dkaxzsl dk bfrgkl ¼rhljk [k.M½] fnYyh] 1948] iŒ̀&260&61 
12- 'kf'k'ks[kj >k] iksfyfVdy bykbV bu fcgkj] cEcbZ] 1972] iŒ̀&40&42 
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Hkjgqr Lrwi esa mRdh.kZ dyk ds vuqie n'̀; 
Mk0 lqnhi 'kekZ 

vfl0 izksQslj dUusä t] 
usV] ih,p&Mh0 

'kqax dkyhu ewfrZdyk dh lqUnj ,oa egRoiw.kZ lkexzh okys Hkjgqr ds Lrwi dks 
izdk'k esa ykus dk Js; dfua?ke egksn; dks gSA Hkjgqr esa dFkk ds n`';ksa dk vadu 
dyk ds mRÑ"V uewuksa ds :i esa izkIr gksrk gSA Hkjgqr dh osfndk ,oa rksj.k ij 
fofHkUu izdkj dh ewfrZ;ksa dk vadu vR;f/kd dykRed <ax ls fd;k x;k gS ftlls 
'kqax dkyhu yksdthou dh >k¡dh ij lqUnj izdk'k iM+rk gSA ¼fp= la[;k&01½ 

Hkjgqr esa cq) thou ls lEcfU/kr vusd n'̀; ;Fkk & egkfHkfu"Øe.k] lacksf/k] 
/keZpØ izorZu] egkifjfuokZ.k ,oa muds thou pfjr ls lEcfU/kr vU; dbZ n`̀';ksa 
,oa tkrd n'̀;ksa dk vadu cM+s lqUnj <ax ls izkIr gksrk gSA blds vfrfjDr ;gk¡ 
;{k&;{kh] L=h nsork] ukx] nsork] i'kq if{k;ksa dk Hkh vadu izkIr gSA   
;{k %&;{k iwtk ,oa ;{kksa ds dY;k.kdkjh ,oa fouk'kdkjh :iksa dk fo'kn o.kZu 
izkphu lkfgR; esa izkIr gksrk gSA ;{kksa dks ty dk ,d izeq[k nsork ekuk x;k gS 
ty esa izk.k rRo dh mRifÙk dk fopkj izkphu lkfgR; esa cgq/kk izkIr gksrk gSA vkSj 
dqekj Lokeh 40 dk er gS fd ;{kksa ds ek/;e ls bl fopkj/kkjk dk i;kZIr :i ls 
ifjp; fn;k x;k gSA Hkjgqr ds }kjk rksj.kksa ij mÙkj esa dqcsj ;{k ¼dqfijks;{kks½ rFkk 
nf{k.k esa fo:<d dh ewfrZ gSA tcfd blh ;qx ds lakph ds pkjksa }kj rksj.kksa ij ;g 
ewfrZ;ka T;ksa fd R;ksa cph gqbZ gSA  

Hkjgqr esa mÙkj ds LrEHk ij vtdkyd ;{k ,oa pUnzk;{kh] iwohZ rksj.k ;k 
LrEHk ij lqn'kZuk;{kh] nf{k.kh rksj.k ;k LrEHk ij fo:<d ;{k ds lkFk xafxr ;{k 
,oa pdokd ukxjkt rFkk if'peh rksj.k ds ,d LrEHk ij lqfpykse ;{k ,oa 
flfjeknsork dh x<+dj d<+h gqbZ ewfrZ;ka gSA ;s lHkh ;{k ewfrZ;ka okgu ;qDr gS vkSj 
LFkkud eqnzk esa gSa vtdkyd ds vfrfjDr lHkh ;{kksa ds gkFk ueLdkj eqnzk esa feyrs 
gSaA dqcsj dk okgu ,d okeu ¼ckSuk½ uj gSA vtdkyd dk okgu [kafMr gS fdUrq 
blds vo'ks"k ls fuEu eRL;k/kZ lfgr uj&vkÑfr dk Kku gksrk gSA xafxr rFkk 
lqizc"̀k dk okgu xt gS vkSj fo:<d ds okgu LFkku ij ou[kaM vafdr gS vkSj 
lqfpykse dks ,d osfndk ij [kM+s gq, fn[kk;k x;k gSA bu ;{kksa esa dqcsj] fo:<+d 

                                                        
40 dqekjLokeh] ;{kt ftYn&2 i"̀B&13] 14] 55 
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vkSj lqfpykse ds uke ckS) lkfgR; esa Hkh izkIr gksrs gSA  c:vk ds vuqlkj Hkjgqr 
dk vtdkyd ;{k vkSj mnku41 esa of.kZr ikok dk vtdykid ;{k ,d gh gS vr% 
bUgsa ;{k iwtk dh LFkkuh; ijEijk ls lEcfU/kr djuk vf/kd mi;qDr izrhr gksrk gSA 
vkSj ;{kf.k;ksa esa pUnk;{kh dks ,d ò{k ds lkFk nk;sa gkaFk ls mldh ,d 'kk[kk dks 
idM+s gq, rFkk ck;sa gkFk o iSj ls blds rus dks ?ksjs gq, vafdr fd;k x;k gS vkSj 
uhps ,d edj es"k dh vkÑfr blds okgu ds :i esa gSA nwljh ;{kh lqn'kZuk tks 
edjokgu ij [kM+h viuk nkfguk gkFk Åij mBk;s rtZuh ls Åij dh vksj ladsr 
djrh gqbZ vafdr gSA vkSj ;s nksuksa uke ;f{k;ksa ds vlhe lkSUn;Z ls lEcfU/kr 
fo'okl dh vksj ladsr djrs gSaA  

Hkjgqr eas iwoZ fn'kk es cukbZ xbZ /kzrjk"Vª dh ewfrZ vc fo|eku ugha gSA bl 
lk{kh ls ;g lwfpr gksrk gS fd Hkjgqr Lrwi ds rksj.kksa ij dbZ yksd nsorkvksa ds 
lkFk pkj fn'kkvksa ds pkj yksdikyksa dh lqfuf'pr fLFkfr Fkh ftldk mYys[k ckS) 
lkfgR;42 esa prqeZgkjkftd nsoksa ds :i esa feyrk gSaA bl izdkj Hkjgqr dh bu ;{k 
ewfrZ;ksa dk] dyk ijEijk dh nf̀"V ls vf}rh; egRo gSA  
nsork %&Hkjgqr ds LrEHkksa ij mRdh.kZ lHkh nsork ewfrZ;ka fL=;ksa dh gS mnkgj.k 
Lo:i flfjek nsork] pqydksdk nsork ,oa egkdksdk nsorkA flfjek ¼la0 Jh ek¡ 
y{eh½] tks yksd dh izkphu nsoh Fkh buds vadu dh fo'ks"krk budh LrC/k [kM+h gqbZ 
eqnzk FkhA ftlesa nksuksa iSj dqN ckgj dh vksj fotfM+r ls fn[kk, tkrs gSA ¼fp= 
la[;k&02½ ykSfj;kuUnux<+ ls feyh gqbZ ekr̀nsoh dh ewfrZ esa Hkh ;gh y{k.k gS ,oa 
vkSj Hkh vusd e.̀ewfrZ;ksa esa ;g igpku feyrh gS fd ;gh izkphu ekrd̀k nsoh FkhA 
vkSj Hkjgqr esa bl nsoh dk tks Lo:i fodflr gqvk og bl izdkj gS & dey ds 
QqYyksa ij [kM+h gqbZ ;k deyou esa cSBh gqbZ ,d lqUnj L=h ewfrZ ds Åijh Hkkx esa 
nks gkaFkh bls vkoftZr ?kVksa ls Luku djk jgs gSA43 ¼fp= la[;k&03] 04½pqydksdk] 
egkdksdk ;s nks NksVh vkSj cM+h dksdk nsork Fkh] ;|fi dksdk dk vFkZ gS & cxqyk] 
xg̀xks/kk ;k fNidyh] HksfM+;k ;k es<dA fdUrq ;g mYys[kuh; gS fd bu nks nsorkvksa 
dh eq[kkÑfr lqUnj L=h ewfrZ;ksa dh gS vkSj ewfrZ esa mudk xks/kk ls dksbZ lEcU/k ugha 
gSA izFke ewfrZ esa pqydksdk ¼{kqnzdksdk½ nsork dks ,d v'kksd o{̀k dh 'kk[kk idM+s44] 
ckegLr ,oa in ls bldh Mky dks voxq¡fBr fd;s gq, vafdr fd;k x;k gS uhps 
bldk okgu xt gSA ewfrZ vusd oL=kHkw"k.kksa ls vyaÑr gSA ¼fp= la[;k&05½ nwljh 
ewfrZ egkdksdk dh gS & bldk ck;k¡ gkaFk ck;h ta?kk ij vkfJr gS vkSj mBk gqvk 
nkfguk gkFk flj ij gSA45  
 ia0 ct̀eksgu C;kl us egkdksdk dh ewfrZ dks ukxksn egkjkt ds egy esa 
yxh gqbZ <w< fudkyk gS] ftl izdkj dk'kh esa ygqjkohj vkSj oqYykohj ;s nks ;{k 
nsork vHkh rd iwts tkrs gS] bUgha dh rjg NksVh cM+h dksdk nsfo;ka FkhA  

                                                        
41 nh?k fudk;] 3] 197 vkSj vkxs egkle; lqrar] nh?kZfudk;&2-258 
42 vkVkukfV;lqÙk 
43 dfua?ke ,0] fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 23-1 
44 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 23 
45 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 20 
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ukx %& Hkjgqr ds vaduksa esa ukxksa ds dbZ n'̀; gS vkSj fofHkUu /keksZa ds izkphu xzUFkksa 
esa Hkh vusd ukxjktkvksa rFkk ukx yksd ds lanHkZ izkIr gksrs gSA46 

 ukxksa ds ,d n`'; esa ou[kaM fLFkr ,d dqVh ds lkeus fdlh tVk;qDr 
riLoh vkSj iapQ.k;qDr ukx ds okrkZyki dk n'̀; gSA47 

 nwljs esa ukxjktk o:.k] budh iRuh foeyk rFkk dU;k bjanrh ds vadu gSA 
ftlesa ukx nEifÙk dks vius jktizklkn ds lHkk Hkou esa cSBk gqvk fn[kk;k 
x;k gSA48  

 izlsuftr LrEHk ij iz[;kr ukxjktk ,jdi= dh dFkk dk ǹ'; vafdr gS] 
tks lifjokj cksf/ko{̀k dh iwtk djrs gq, fn[kk;s x;s gaSA 49                  
¼fp= la[;k&06½ 

 eqpfyUn ukxjkt dk vadu ,d vU; n`'; esa gS tks fd cq) dh iknqdk ,oa 
cksf/ke.M ;k osfndk dh j{kk dj jgs gaSA 50 ;g dFkk Hkjgqr ds vfrfjDr 
lkaph ,oa vejkorh ds Lrwiksa ij Hkh mRdh.kZ gaSA 
Hkjgqr esa ukxksa dks muds LokHkkfod vFkok ekuoh; :i] nksuksa gh izdkj ls 

vafdr fd;k x;k gSA ekuoh; :i esa vafdr ukxksa dks iakpQ.k vkSj ukxh dks ,d 
Q.k ls ;qDr fu:fir djus dh ijaijk loZekU; FkhA Hkjgqr ds ,d vU; n`'; esa ,d 
^f=dks.kd pade* ds varxZr rhuQuk ukx dk vadu gS ,oa lkFk esa nks flag rFkk 
lkr gkFkh ou[k.M esa fn[kk, x;s gSA51 vkSj nf{k.k rksj.k }kj ds LrEHk ij Hkh ukx 
pdokd dh ewfrZ mRdh.kZ gSA ¼fp= la[;k&07½ 
vIljk %& ;|fi vIljkvksa dh ekU;rk oSfnd ;qx esa gh py iM+h Fkh D;ksafd _Xosn 
esa moZ'kh vkSj ?kr̀kph dk mYys[k gS] vr% 'kqaxdky esa Hkh Hkjgqr ds dyk vfHkO;atdksa 
us vyEcqlk] feJds'kh] lqn'kZuk rFkk lqHknzk uked pkj vIljkvksa dh ewfrZ;ka ukekadu 
lfgr cukbZ vkSj bl n`'; dks nsoksa ds uR̀; ,oa xhr dk lV~Vd mRlo dgk gSA  
vU; nsork %&vIljk] ;{k nsork rFkk ukxksa ds vfrfjDr Hkjgqr ds n'̀;ksa esa fo|k/kj] 
fdUuj ,oa lqi.kZ Hkh fu:fir fd;s x;s gSA lqi.kksZa dk ,d vadu LoxksZ ds fofHkUu 
nsorkvksa ds lkFk fd;k x;k gS vkSj nwljs vadu esa bUgsa ia[k rFkk iqPN lefUor :i 
ls iznf'kZr fd;k x;k gSA 52 Hkjgqr ds fdUujksa dk vadu rDdkfj; tkrd ds ,d 
izdj.k esa izkIr gksrk gS ftlesa jktk ds lkFk ,d fdUuj ;qxy vafdr gS ftuds 
dfV izns'k ls Åij dk v/kkZ› euq";ksa tSlk gS] uhps dk Hkkx [kafMr gS fdarq i.kZ 
vkcr̀ fn[kk;k x;k gSA53  

                                                        
46 Qksxsy] bf.M;u losZUVyksj] ykbMsu ls izdkf'kr 
47 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 47-1 n`'; dh igpku ef.kn.Mtkrd 
¼la[;k&253½ ls dh xbZ gSA  
48 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 18 
49 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 14 
50 dkyk] ,l0lh0 Hkjgqr osfndk] fp= 26   
51 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 28-1 
52 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 32] 6] 5 
53 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 27-12 
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Hkjgqr ds ,d tkrd vadu esa fo|k/kj dk fu:i.k gS c:vk flUgk usa bl 
n'̀; dks leqXxtkrd dk ǹ'; dgk gSA 54 vkSj blh Ja[kyk esa xaU/koZ dk Hkh ,d 
vadu Hkjgqr ds bUnz'kkyxqgk uked n'̀; esa feyrk gS bldh vkÑfr [kafMr gS fdUrq 
bls ,d oh.kk lfgr fn[kkyk;k x;k gS tks xU/koksZa dh lkfgR; vuqeksfnr laxhr 
fiz;rk dks bafxr djrk gSA yksd thou esa izpfyr vusad rRdkyhu yksd fo'oklksa 
vkSj vusd vU; nsorkvksa ;k fuEu dksfV ds nsorkvksa ds izHkko dk ifjp; Hkjgqr ds 
vaduksa esa feyrk gS vkSj ;gka ds lHkh vadu cM+s gh ltho ,oa lkj xfHkZr gS] ftuesa 
ml ;qx ds yksd thou ds n'kZu vuk;kl gh gks tkrs gSaA 
ekuo oxZ %&blds varxZr jktk ,oa /kkfeZd iq:"kksa dk vadu fd;k x;k gS & 
jktk & bl ǹ'; }kjk ;g fn[kk;k x;k gS fd dks'ky ds jktk izlsuftr cq) ds 
n'kZukFkZ vk;s vkSj budh oanuk dj jgs gS] os jFk esa cSBs lokjh ds vkxs vafdr gSA 
blh n'̀; esa og iq.;'kkyk Hkh vafdr gS tks izlsuftr usa JkoLrh esa cuokbZ Fkh] tks 
nqeaftyh bekjr gSA,d vU; n'̀; esa gkFkh ij lokj jktk vKkr'k=q yEcs tqywl ds 
vkxs vkrs gq, fn[kk, x;s gS vkSj gLR;kjksgh lezkV gkFkh ls mrjdj v×tfy eqnzk esa 
otzklu dh oUnuk djrs gq, fn[kk, x;s gSA ¼fp= la[;k&08½ 
/kkfeZd iq:"k %&bl n`'; esa oYdy/kkjh tfVy ifjozktd viuh i.kZ'kkykvksa ds vkxs 
cSBs gq, gS vkSj vfXugks= djrs gq, fn[kk, x;s gS] ftlls Li"V gS fd ;s yksx vfXu 
iwtk ,oa ;K djrs FksA ,d vU; n`'; esa nh?kZ rilh uked ifjozktd ftlds 
eLrd ij tVk twV gS] fLFkj vklu esa cSBk gqvk vius f'k";ksa dks osnk/;u djk jgk 
gS ftldh gLr eqnzkvksa ls Kkr gksrk gS fd og osnksa dks d.BLFk djkus okyk Jksf=; 
v/;kid gSA mijksDr of.kZr n'̀;ksa ls ,d ckr fuf'pr Kkr gksrh gS fd Hkjgqr ds 
f'kfYi;ksa esa ekuoh; vkÑfr vkSj Jeoklh ifjozktdksa dks vafdr djus dh iwjh {kerk 
Fkh vkSj ;fn os pkgrs rks ljyrk ls cq) dh ekuoh; vkÑfr Hkh cuk ldrs Fks ijUrq 
bUgksaus izfrca/k ;k e;kZnk ds dkj.k dHkh bl izdkj dk fopkj gh ugha fd;kA  
i'kq %&Hkjgqr esa i'kqvksa dh vkÑfr;ksa dk vadu nks izdkj ls gS] izFke  LokHkkfod i'kq 
vkSj f}rh; dfYir i'kq ;k bZgkex̀A f}rh; izdkj ds thoksa esa li{kflag] O;ky] 
o"̀kePN tysHk ;k tyePN] exjePN] eNyh dh iwaN ds lkFk exj dh vkÑfr vkfn 
Hkjgqr Lrwi dh ewfrZdyk esa feyrs gSaA Hkjgqr ds rksj.kksa dh fo'ks"krk budh cM+sfj;ksa 
ds nksuksa xksy fljksa ij cuh exjePN dh vkÑfr;k¡ gSa ftuds eq[k [kqys vkSj iqPN 
xksykbZ esa gSA bUgsa f'k'kqekjf'kj% dgk tkrk FkkA55 ¼fp= la[;k&09½ blds vfrfjDr 
LokHkkfod :i esa LFky tUrq] ty tUrq] jsaxus okys] vkdk'kpkjh tUrq ,oa fxygjh 
rFkk dsdM+k vkfn dk vadu gSA i'kqvksa esa  flag] xt] v'o] c"̀kHk] cjkg] ex̀] Jaxky 
¼HksfM+;k½] es"k] foM+ky] dqÙkk] [kjxks'k] cUnj] fcYyh] HksM+ rFkk if{k;ksa esa 'k'k ¼taxyh 
cr[k½] gal] dqDdqV] dkd] rFkk e;wj vkfn dk vadu mYys[kuh; gSA jasxus okys 
tUrqvksa esa fNidyh vkSj liZ rFkk ty LFky tUrqvksa esa es<+d] dPNi rFkk mnz 
¼Ånfoyko½ dk vadu gSAHkjgqr esa bu tho tUrqvksa dh vkÑfr;k¡ izÑfrfl) lh 
izrhr gksrh gSA Hkjgqr ds f'kfYi;ksa dks canj vkSj gkaFkh dh Hkkoiw.kZ vkÑfr;k¡ cukus esa 
fo'ks"k lQyrk feyh gSA Hkjgqr ds f'kfYi;ksa usa i'kqvksa dk muds LokHkkfod :i ls 
                                                        
54 csuhek/ko c:vk ,oa flUgk] Hkjgqr bfULØI'kUl] i"̀B&89 ls vkxs 
55  vxzoky oklqnso 'kj.k ^f'k'kqekjf'kj%* ys[k ts0vkbZ0vks0,0 1939] tuZYl vkWQ 
bf.M;u lkslk;Vh vkWQ vksfj;.Vy vkVZ twu fnlEcj] 1934 
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vadu cM+h prqjrkiwoZd fd;k gS] D;ksafd tc ge bu vkÑfr;ksa dks ns[krs gS rks ikrs 
gSa fd& flagksa dh vkÑfr;k¡ vkstiw.kZ gS ftuesa buds iq"V 'kjhj] xtZu djrs gq, eq[k] 
rh[ks nkar] v;ky jDr f'kjk,a vkSj iats LokHkkfod :i ls n'kkZ;s x;s gaSA Hkjgqr esa 
gkfFk;ksa dk vadu cgqr izHkko'kkyh gS vkSj bUgsa izR;sd laHko eqnzk esa fn[kk;k x;k gS] 
tSls & o{̀kksa dks m[kkM+rs gq,] viuh lwaM ls viuh ihB ij ikuh mNkyrs gq,] pSR; 
;k cksf/kò{k dh iwtk djrs gq,] ekY;kiZ.k djrs gq, bR;kfnA Hkjgqr esa mRdh.kZ nks 
n'̀; ,sls gSa ftuesa dqN canj taxyh gkFkh dks idM+dj eksVs jLls ls cka/kdj galh 
[kqlh ys tk jgs gSaA ¼fp= la[;k&10½Hkjgqr esa gh cgqgkfLrd U;xzksFk o{̀k dk mYys[k 
vk;k gS blesa Ng gkfFk;ksa dks o{̀k ds uhps fLFkr vklu dh iwtk djrs gq, fn[kk;k 
x;k gSaA 56 Hkjgqr esa cUnj] gkFkh vkSj euq"; rhuksa ,d nwljs ds lkFk feydj dbZ 
fofp= gkLiw.kZ n'̀;ksa dh 'kksHkk c<+k jgs gaSA ;gk¡ ij gkFkh dh gh Hkkafr èxksa dh Hkh 
fofHkUu eqnzkvksa dk vadu izkIr gksrk gSA vf/kdka'kr% ex̀ lewgksa dks pSR;ksa ds fudV 
cSBs ;k [kM+s gq, mRdh.kZ fd;k x;k gSA buesa ls ,d n'̀; esa ikap ex̀ksa dks nks flagksa 
ds lkFk ,d pSR; dh fofHkUu fn'kkvksa esa cSBs gq, mRdh.kZ fd;k x;k gS tks pSR; ds 
ifo= vfgalkRed okrkoj.k dks Li"V djrk gSA 57 bykgkckn ds laxzgky; esa ,d 
[kafMr Å".kh"k Hkkx gS ftlesa o`{k ds uhps nks ex̀ksa dks fn[kyk;k x;k gSA i'kqvksa ds 
lUnHkZ esa ckujksa ls lEcfU/kr vusd jkspd n`'; Hkjgqr esa vafdr gS tks mYys[kuh; 
gSaA ;gk¡ ij rhu i|Edksa ¼QqYyksa dk ?ksjk½ ij izkIr dqN n'̀; ,sls gS ftuesa laHkor% 
,d gh dFkk lw= ds rhu lUnHkksZa dk vadu gSAizFke n'̀; esa ckujksa }kjk ,d xt 
dks idM+us dk vadu gS vkSj f}rh; n'̀; esa xkrs ctkrs gq, ckuj gkaFkh dks vadq'k 
ds lgkjs ys tkrs gq, fn[kk, x;s gS ¼fp= la[;k&10½ rFkk rhljs n'̀; esa ,d eks<s 
ij cSBs ;{k ds nkar ls ca/ks jTtq dks gkaFkh [khaprk gqvk fn[kk;k x;k gSaA ¼fp= 
la[;k&11½ vkSj ;{k ds lEeq[k ,d vklu ij fojkftr okuj ;{k ds u[k dkV jgk 
gSA ckujksa ds lkFk ;{k dk vadu] dq"kk.k&dkyhu ,d osfndk LrEHk ij eFkqjk 
laxzgky; ls izkIr gqvk gS] blesa ,d ckuj fdlh mywd dk ,d vksj p{kq fujh{k.k 
dj jgk gS nwljk ckuj ,d uXu ;{k dh vksj vkÑ"V gS vkSj ;{k viuh vka[kksa ij 
gkaFk j[ks gSA oklqnso 'kj.k vxzoky usa bls fpfdRlk n`'; ekuk gSA58  

Hkjgqr dh ewfrZdyk esa v'oksa dk vadu Hkh fofHkUu n'̀;ksa esa izkIr gSA 
izlsuftr }kjk cq) iwtk ds n'̀; esa v'oksa dh fofHkUu Nfo;ka izkIr gksrh gSA buds 
vfrfjDr dqN vU; n'̀;ksa esa Hkh v'okjksfg;ksa dk vadu gSA 59  dfua?ke usa ftUgsa 
lkefjd n'̀;ksa ls lEcfU/kr fd;k gSA blh ds lkFk gh o"̀kHk dk vadu Hkjgqr esa 
Lora=rk ds lkFk izkIr gksrk gS] ,d n'̀; esa ,d lfjrk esa [kM+s o"̀kHk ds cke Hkkx esa 
nks J̀axky vafdr gSA rFkk ò"kHk la?kkV dk vadu Hkh nks n'̀;ksa esa izkIr gksrk gS] blesa 
c"̀kHkksa ds ijLij foeq[k cSBus dh LokHkkfod eqnzk dk cM+k gh vkstiw.kZ vadu gS 
ftlls dykdkj dh i'kq LoHkko ds fujh{k.k dh {kerk dk Li"V Kku gksrk gSA  
                                                        
56 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 15] 30 
57 c:vk us bls ^O;??k tkrd* ls lEcfU/kr fd;k gSA  
dkiZl] vfHkys[k la[;k ch0&68]  
c:vk] ftYn] 2 i"̀B 113 ls vkxsA 
58 vxzoky] oklqnso 'kj.k] Hkkjrh; dyk] ì"B&149 
59 dfuaa?ke] ,0 fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr Qyd 32] 6] 5 
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;gk¡ ij ,d vU; n`'; esa ,d egklkeqfnzd tUrq ¼egkeRL;½ euq";ksa ls Hkjh 
uko dks vius tcM+ksa ls pck jgk gS vr% ;gk¡ ij dykdkj usa lkFkZokgksa ds ladV dh 
mRdV foHkhf"kdk dk cM+k gh izHkkoiw.kZ vadu fd;k gS] tks 'kqax dkyhu yksd thou 
dk lqUnj mnkgj.k izLrqr djrk gSA 
iwtkfpUg ;k izrhd %&Hkjgqr esa cq) dh ewfrZ dgha Hkh izkIr ugha gqbZ gS fdarq Lrwi] 
/keZpØ] cksf/ko+̀{k] pj.kiknqdk] pwM+k] Å".kh’k] f=jRu vkfn ckS)fpUgksa dh iwtk ds 
vusd n'̀; gSA ;s izrhd fpUg rhu izdkj ds gksrs Fks & 
'kkjhfjd %& tSls cq) ds 'kjhj dh /kkrq,¡ vFkkZr~ mudh vfLFk;ka¡] HkLeh] ds'k ,oa 
Ñfrru[kA 
mn~nsf'kd %& Lrwi vkfn tks xkSre cq) vFkok iwoZ dkyhu cq)ksa dh Lef̀r esa cuk;s 
tkrs FksA 
ikfjHkksfxd %& cq) ds futh O;ogkj esa ykbZ xbZ oLrqvksa dh iwtk ds fy, fufeZr 
/kkfeZd LFkkuA tSls & cksf/keaM tgk¡ cq) us cSBdj cksf/k izkIr dh] fHk{kkik=] mudh 
pwM+k ftlds fy, nsoksa us lq/kekZ lHkk esa pwM+keg uked mRlo euk;kA o{̀k ,oa Qy 
blh Ja[kyk esa Hkjgqr esa vafdr ¼mRdhf.kZr½ o{̀kksa dk mYys[k gS tks fuEuor~ gS %& 
oVo{̀k %& dk';i cq) dk cksf/kò{k   
 Hkjgqr ds dbZ n`';ksa esa bl o{̀k dk lqUnj fp=.k gqvk gSA fo'ks"kr% ,d n'̀; 
esa tgk¡ taxyh gkFkh bl o{̀k dks iwtk djrs fn[kk, x;s gSa ftl ij ;g ys[k gS & 
cgqr ls gkfFk;ksa dk U;xzksFk ;k cksf/ko{̀kA 
 mnqEcj  &  dudeqfu dk cksf/ko{̀k  
 ikVfy  & cq) foifLeu dk cksf/ko{̀k  

  Hkjgqr esa bl o{̀k dks Qwyksa ls ynk gqvk fn[kk;k x;k gSA  
 'kkyo{̀k & cq) fo'kEHkw dk cksf/ko{̀k 
 f'kjh"k  & cq) ddqPNUn dk cksf/ko{̀k 
 mijksDr o{̀kksa dk vadu uke lfgr gS] buls izkphu :D[keg dk ckS) /keZ esa 
LohÑr Lo:i izdV gksrk gS vkSj bUgha o{̀kksa ds lkFk izkphu m|ku ØhMkvksa dk lewg 
fn[kk;k x;k gS ftuesa QqYy dqlfer o{̀kksa ds uhps fL=;k¡ fofo/k ØhMk,a djrh gSa] 
ftUgsa ^m|ku ØhMk* dgk tkrk gSA buesa ls dqN ØhMkvksa ds uke bl izdkj gS & 
'kkyeaftdk ,oa v'kksd iq"i izpkf;dkA budk vadu Hkjgqr dh osfndk ij Hkh gS vkSj 
dq"kk.k ;qx ds osfndk LrEHkksa ij rks cgqr gh vf/kd gSA Hkjgqr esa dqN ,sls o{̀kksa dk 
Hkh vadu gS ftudh cy[kkrh gqbZ Vgfu;ksa ls d.kZdq.My] gkj] daBs] ckgqoy;] 
dj/kuh] uwiqj vkfn Hkkafr ds vkHkw"k.k yVdrs gq, fn[kk, x;s gS vkSj dgha ij 
ewY;oku mÙkjh; ,oa v/kksoL= mlh izdkj yrj dh eksM+ eqM+d ls tUe ysrs gq, 
fn[kk, x;s gSa vkSj dgha ij efnjk ls Hkjs gq, iulQy rks dgha yk{kkjkx ls Hkjs gq, 
vkezQy dh vkÑfr ds ik= gSA ;gk¡ ij dVgy dk vadu blfy, gqvk D;ksfd 
blesa efnjk dh xa/k gksrh gS vkSj vke yk{kkjkx tSlk gksrk gSA ¼fp= la[;k&12&27½ 
tcfd blh izdkj ds dYio{̀kksa dk o.kZu mÙkjdq: dh iz'kalk esa vkrk gS bl izdkj 
;g Kkr gksrk gS fd tulk/kkj.k mÙkjdq: ds n'kZu ds fy;s ykykf;r jgrk FkkA  
vyadj.kkRed fpUg %&Hkjgqr esa vyadj.k ds :i esa dey ds QqYyksa dk vadu 
cgqrk;r gS mnkgj.k Lo:i dqEHkksnj ;{k ds eq[k ;k ukfHk ls fudyrh gqbZ dey dh 
yrk ¼fp= la[;k&28] 29] 30½nsoh ds pkjksa vksj lefiZr deyekyk ;k dey ds 
f[kys gq, QqYyksa ls cuh gqbZ i|ekykA ;gk¡ ds f'kfYi;ksa usa vyadj.k esa i|ekyk] 
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i|iq"i] i|dfydk vkSj i|i=ksa dks fo'ks"k LFkku fn;k gSA bl izdkj ds vyadj.kksa 
dk ladsr nsork ds fy, lgL= iq"iksa dh ekyk lefiZr djuk Fkk] ftls 
^fd×tyfduh* Hkh dgk tkrk FkkA ;gka dqN vyadj.k bl izdkj vafdr gS fd 
ekr̀nsoh ds Jh pØ ds pkjks vksj >wers gq, gkfFk;ksa dh xtiafDr ¼fp= la[;k&31½ 
vFkok li{k flagksa dh Js.khA¼fp= la[;k&32½ iw.kZ?kV Hkh ekaxfyd fpUg Fkk vkSj 
mldks Hkh 'kh"kZ LFkku ij j[kdj LrEHk LFkkfir fd;k tkrk FkkA Hkjgqr esa deyksa ls 
vyaÑr iw.kZ?kV ij nsoh Jh y{eh dk Lo:i fn[kk;k x;k gSA Jh y{eh fo'o dh 
ekr̀nsoh Fkh vkSj iw.kZ?kV fo'o dk izrhd Fkk] bl izdkj nksuksa dk HkO; la;ksx 
ewfrZdkjksa }kjk dfYir fd;k x;kA Hkjgqr ds f'kfYi;ksa usa iw.kZdqEHk vkSj ekrǹsoh ds 
izrhd dks cgqr gh lqUnj :i esa vafdr fd;kALrwi dk fuekZ.k djus okys egkLFkifr 
LrEHk] iw.kZ?kV] egkpØ] pkj vtkus; i'kq] Jh y{eh] cksf/keaM vkfn izrhdksa ds 
egRovkSj vfHkizk; ls HkyhHkkafr ifjfpr Fks vr% bUgksaus bu vyadkj.kksa dks vdsys ;k 
la;qDr :i ls vafdr fd;k vkSj bUgha ls vkjfEHkd Hkkjrh; f'kYidyk dh ckjg 
[kM+h cukbZ xbZ] ftldh fyfi Hkjgqr] lkaph] cks/k x;k] vejkorh] eFkqjk vkfn ds 
Lrwiksa vkSj rksj.k}kjkas ij f'kYikafdr gSA  
lUnHkZ  
 
dfua?ke] ,0 % fn Lrwi vkWQ Hkjgqr 
dqekj Lokeh] vkuUn] ds0 % bUVªksMD'ku Vw bf.M;u vkVZ] fnYyh]1966 
Hkêkpk;Z] ch0 % bafM;u cqf)LV vkbdkWuksxzkQh 
csuthZ] ts0,u0 % fn MsoysiesUV vkWQ fgUnw vkWbdkWuksxzkQh 
ckdksQj] ,y0 % vyhZ bf.M;u LdYipj] okWY;we &II 
vxzoky] oklqnso 'kj.k % Hkkjrh; dyk] okjk.klh] 1970 

LVMht bu bf.M;u vkVZ] okjk.klh]1965 
c:vk] ch0,e0 % Hkjgqr ,LisDV vkWQ ykbQ ,.M vkVZ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Kanpur Philosophers ,ISSN 2348-8301 ,Vol. VII, Issue I, June 2020 
DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.30028.23684      Page | 49  

fp= la[;k 03, 04 % deyou esa cSBh gqbZ xty{eh 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

fp= la[;k 01 % iwohZ rksj.k&}kj] Hkjgqr Lrwi 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
fp= fla[;k 02 % flfjek nsorkla[;k 01 % iwohZ rksj.k& }kj] Hkjgqr Lrw
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fp= la[;k 31 % xtiafDr dk vyadj.k 

fp= la[;k 32 % li{k flagksa dh Js.kh 
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cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa dk bfrgkl n'kZu 

nqxsZ'k dqekj 'kqDyk 
'kks/k Nk= bfrgkl  

oh0,l0,l0Mh0 dkyst dkuiqj 
 
 cqUnsy [k.M Hkkjr ds ân; izns'k ds :i esa tkuk tkrk gS tks fd 
fcfVª'kdky esa la;qDr vkSj e/; izkUr ds e/; foHkkftr gks x;kA orZeku esa 
cqUnsy[k.M esa dqy 13 ftys gS ftuesa 7 mRrj izns'k tcfd 6 e/; izns'k esa vkrs gSa 
izLrkfor v/;;u esa cqUnsy[k.M ds mRrj izns'k ds Hkkx dks fy;k x;k gSA blhfy;s 
tc ge mRrj izns'k ds cqUnsy[k.M dh ckr djrs gS rks blls gekjk rkRi;Z mu 
lkr ftyksa tkykSu] >k¡lh] yfyriqj] gehjiqj] egksck] ck¡nk] fp=dwV ls gksrk gSA 
m0iz0 esa cqUnsy[k.M {ks= dk ,d fof'k"V LFkku gSA vius izkphu le; ls gh 
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ohjrk ,oa 'kkS;Z ds fy;s fo[;kr jgk gSA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dk 
bfrgkl 'kkS;Z] lkgl] R;kx rFkk LorU=rk dh Hkkouk ls lEcfU/kr jgk gSA ;gk¡ dh 
iBkjh tyok;q rFkk fo"ke ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds dkj.k yksxksa esa dfBu ifjJe rFkk 
LorU=rk dh Hkkouk izcy jgh gSA blhfy;s ;gk¡ ds yksx ges'kk lRrk ds vU;k; ds 
fo:) la?k"kZ djrs jgs gSA ;gk¡ ds yksxksa us ges'kk ds fy;s fdlh fons'kh ds lkeus 
vkReleiZ.k ugh fd;kA fcfVª'k lkezkT;oknh uhfr ds fo:) tc iwjs Hkkjr esa la?k"kZ 
gks jgs Fks rks cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa Hkh la?k"kZ gks jgs FksA vaxzsth 'kkludky esa 
vkfFkZd 'kks"k.k rFkk lkekftd vU;k; ,oa tkrh; fo)s"k dh i"̀BHkwfe esa bl ns'k esa 
jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu gks jgs FksA 1919 ls 1947 rd dk le; xka/kh ;qx dgykrk gSA 
Hkkjr ds Lok/khurk vkUnksyu dk usrR̀o bl le; lEiw.kZ ns'k esa egkRek xka/kh dj 
jgs FksA mudk izHkko lEiw.kZ ns'k esa FkkA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ Hkh egkRek xk¡/kh ds 
izHkko ls vNwrk ugh FkkA xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dh egRoiw.kZ 
Hkwfedk jghA egkRek xka¡/kh us vius jktuhfrd thou dh 'kq:okr 1916 ls dh FkhA 
mudk izFke Hkk"k.k ftlesa ^Lojkt* 'kCn dk iz;ksx fd;k Fkk 1916 esa cukjl fgUnw 
fo'ofo|ky; esa fn;k x;k FkkA 1920 ds ukxiqj ds vf/kos'ku esa Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; 
dkaxzsl us mUgsa viuk usrk Lohdkj djds muds usrR̀o esa vafglk iwoZd LojkT; dh 
izkfIr dk ladYi fd;k FkkA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa dk bfrgkl 
vR;Ur xkSjo'kkyh gSA xk¡/kh th ds izHkko ds dkj.k cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dh efgykvksa 
etnwjksa] fdlkuksa ,oa vke yksxksa us vkUnksyuksa esa c<+ p<+ dj Hkkxhnkjh dh vkSj 
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xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa egRoiw.kZ ;ksxnku fn;kA xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa vlg;ksx 
vkUnksyuk] lfou; voKk vkUnksyu vkSj Hkkjr NksM+ks vkUnksyu izeq[k gSA bu 
vkUnksyuksa esa cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds yksxksa us dne ls dne feykdj ;ksxnku fn;kA 
fnlEcj 1919 esa xk¡/kh th ds vlg;ksx vkUnksyu ds vkogu ij cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ 
esa bldh izfrfØ;k vkjEHk gks x;hA blesa cqUnsy[k.M ds lHkh ftys izHkkfor gq;sA 
>k¡lh] gehjiqj] ck¡nk ftyksa  dh bl vkUnksyu esa egRoiw.kZ Hkwfedk jghA >k¡lh ftys 
esa vkRekjke xksfoUn [ksj] j?kqukFk fouk;d /kqysdj] y{e.kjko] dqatfcgkjh yky 
f'kokuh] dkydk izlkn vxzoky] d̀".kxksiky 'kekZ] pUnzeq[kh nsoh izeq[k FkhA vusd 
fo|kfFkZ;ksa us viuk v/;;u  lekIr dj fn;kA cqUnsy [k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa vlg;ksx 
vkUnksyu esa ;ksxnku nsus okys vU; izeq[k O;fDr nhoku 'k=q/u flag ,oa budh iRuh 
jktsUnz dqekj] dq¡oj gjizlkn] oS|ukFk frokjh] jek'kadj jkor vkfn izeq[k FksA 
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa odhyksa us xk¡/kh th ds vkogu ij vnkyrksa dk cfg"dkj 
fd;kA 1919&20 esa xk¡/kh th ds usrR̀o esa 'kfDr'kkyh] ijrq vfgalkRed vkUnksyu 
lEiw.kZ Hkkjr ds lkFk cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa Hkh izkjEHk gks x;kA bl vkUnksyu esa 
'kkfUriw.kZ izn'kZu fd;s x;sA loZizFke U;k;ky;ksas dk cfg"dkj fd;k x;kA gM+rky  
,oa lR;kxzg pyk;k x;k] ljdkjh f'k{k.k laLFkkvksa dk cfg"dkj fd;k x;kA 'kjkc 
,o fons'kh oLrqvksa dh fcØh okyh nqdkuksa ij /kjuk izn'kZu fd;k x;kA fons'kh 
oLrqvksa dh gksyh tyk;h x;hA fgUnqvksa ,oa eqlyekuksa us da/kk ls da/kk feykdj bl 
vkUnksyu eas Hkkx fy;kA ;g vkUnksyu cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½  ds izR;sd xkao esa QSy 
x;kA blds ifj.kke Lo:i fcfVª'k ljdkj us bl vkUnksyu dks rkdr ds lkFk 
nckus dh dksf'k'k dhA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa lSdM+ks yksx fxj¶rkj fd;s x;sA 
egkRek xk¡/kh us dydRrk esa ns'k dk igyk [kknh dsUnz [kksyk  FkkA ns'k dk nwljk 
[kknh dsUnz cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ tSriqj ¼csykrky½ esa 'kq: fd;k x;k xk¡/kh th dk 
liuk Fkk ns'k dks le)̀ vkSj 'kfDr'kkyh cukuk gSA mUgksus ns[kk vaxzst ;kstukc) 
rjhds ls ns'k ds xk¡o&xk¡o QSys dqVhj m|ksxksa dks lekIr dj jgs gSA mUgksus ns'k esa 
dqVhj m|ksxksa dks izksRlkgu nsus dh ,d ;kstuk cuk;hA blh ;kstuk ds rgr mUgksus 
1920 esa cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds csykrky esa [kknh dsUnz dh LFkkiuk dh FkhA dsUnz 
[kksyus ds fy;s egkRek xk¡/kh vius lg;ksxh ts0ch0 d`iykuh] ia0 tokgj yky usg: 
ds lkFk ;gk¡ vk;s FksA bruk gh ugh dsUnz ds igys fnu dh [kknh dh fcØh ds ds'k 
eseks [kqn xk¡/kh th ds gLrk{kjksaa ls fn;s x;s FksA tkudh 'kj.k oekZ dh iqLrd 
dkyt;h egkekuo xk¡/kh esa mYys[k gS fd 1920 esa igyh ckj >k¡lh vk;s xk¡/kh th 
dks yksxksa ls Hkjiwj leFkZu vkSj Lusg feyk FkkA muds vkogu ij ;gk¡ gtkjksa ;qok 
LorU=rk ds jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu esa dwn iM+s FksA mudh ckrksa ls izsfjr gksdj ns'k dh 
vktknh ds fy;s ;qok muds crk;s jkLrs ij py fn;s FksA blds ifj.kke Lo:i 
fons'kh oL=ksa dh gksyh dbZ txg tyus yxh FkhA mUgksus feuokZ pkSjkgk vkSj 
gkMhZxat esa lHkk;sa dh FkhA uxj ds iqjkus 'kSf{kd laLFkku ljLorh ikB'kkyk 
b.MfLVª;y baVj dkyst esa Bgjdj vkUnksyu dh j.kuhfr rS;kj dh FkhA yksxksa ds 
O;kid leFkZu ds dkj.k xk¡/kh nwljh ckj 1921 vkSj rhljh ckj 1929 esa >k¡lh vk;sA 
xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa ds 1920 ls 1930 rd nl lky cgqr egRoiw.kZ FksA 1920 esa 
xk¡/kh th igyh ckj cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds >k¡lh uxj vk;sA xk¡/kh th ds vkus ls 
leLr cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa ,d u;h jktuSfrd psruk dk izokg gksus yxkA blh 
le; >k¡lh] mjbZ] gehjiqj vkfn txgksa esa dkaxzsl dh LFkkiuk gq;hA 1920&21 ds 
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le; cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ lfgr iwjs ns'k esa xk¡/kh th ds izHkko ls ,slk yxrk Fkk 
tSls 'krkfCn;ksa ls lks;k gqvk jk"Vª ,dk,d tkx x;k gksA xk¡/kh th lEiw.kZ ns'k esa 
R;kx cfynku ,oa vafglkRed vlg;ksx dk izlkj djrs ?kwe jgs FksA xk¡/kh th us 
1929 esa eÅjkuhiqj] gehjiqj vkfn txgksa dk Hkh nkSjk fd;kA xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa 
dh dM+h esa lfou; voKk vkUnksyu dk egRoiw.kZ LFkku gSA 1930 esa lfou; voKk 
izkjEHk fd;k x;kA vkUnksyu ds izkjEHk gksrs gh xk¡/kh th] ia0 usg: lfgr lHkh izeq[k 
usrkvksa dks tsy esa Mky fn;k x;kA ljdkj us vusdksa lekpkj i=ksa dk izdk'ku cUn 
djok fn;kA bl vkUnksyu dk O;kid :i ls vlj cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds Åij 
gqvkA 1930 x.ks'k 'kadj fo|kFkhZ tks la;qDr izkUr ds vkUnksyu ds lapkyd Fks] 
bUgksus gehjiqj ftys ds lR;kxzg lapkyu dh ckxMksj Hkxoku nkl dks lkSai nhA 
lR;kxzkfg;ksa us vusdks txg fojks/k izn'kZu dj fxj¶rkfj;k¡ nsus dk iz;kl fd;kA 
fcfVª'k ljdkj }kjk f'kfFkyrk fn[kkus ij yksxksa esa mRlkg ns[k dj Hkxoku nkl th 
us lekUrj ljdkj cukus dk fu'p; fd;kA tc 7 ekpZ 1930 dks xk¡/kh th ued 
dkuwu dks rksM+rs gq;s cUnh cuk fy;s x;s rks cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa bldh izfrfØ;k 
Lo:i tcjtLr gM+rky gq;h ftldk lcls T;knk vlj dqyigkM+ esa ns[kus dks 
feykA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ {ks= esa lfou; voKk vkUnksyu esa lfØ; Hkwfedk eq[; 
:i ls gehjiqj ,oa >k¡lh ftys us fuHkkbZA blds lkFk gh ck¡nk ,oa tkykSu ftys ds 
yksxksa us Hkh ljkguh; ;ksxnku fn;kA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds vusd dLcksa esa 
lR;kxzg izkjEHk dj fn;k x;kA tc xk¡/kh th }kjk ued dkuwu rksM+us dk lekpkj 
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ igq¡pk rks cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds yksxksa us ued dkuwu Hkax djus 
ds mn~ns'; ls vizSy ds nwljs lIrkg esa leLr cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa jk"Vªh; lIrkg 
dk vk;kstu fd;kA ued vkUnksyu dk cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa xgjk izHkko iM+kA 
egkRek xk¡/kh ds rstLoh vkSj LQwfrZe; O;fDrRo us ns'k ns'k dh turk ds eu esa 
ÅtkZ dk lapkj fd;kA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ es Hkh bl vkUnksyu dk izpkj gqvk vkSj 
ns[krs gh ns[krs vusd Lora=rk izseh egkRek xk¡/kh ds leFkZu esa vk [kM+s gq;sA ml 
le; ;g cqUnsyh xhr tksj 'kksj ls xk;ktkrk Fkk& gesa lksbZ ued rksM+os ds ykus 
tkus gS] xk¡/kh dks lkFk fuHkkus gS] vaxzstu [kks ekj Hkxkus gS------A   
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa lR;kxzkfg;ksa dh cM+h la[;k esa fxj¶rkfj;k¡ gq;hA bu 
lR;kxzkfg;ksa esa cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dh efgykvksa us Hkh c<+ p<+ dj Hkkxhnkjh dhA 
iwjs ns'k dh Hkkafr bl vkUnksyu dh fo'ks"krk cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa Hkh efgykvksa dh 
cM+s iSekus ij vkUnksyu esa lfEefyr gksus dh jghA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dh dqN 
izeq[k lR;kxzkgh efgyk;sa jkuh jktsUnz dqekjh] Jherh fd'kksjh nsoh] Jherh :De.kh 
nsoh] Jherh ljLorh nsoh vkfn izeq[k FkhA 1920 ls ysdj vktknh izkfIr rd egkRek 
xk¡/kh }kjk tks vkUnksyu Hkkjr esa pyk;s x;s muesa Hkkjr NksM+ks vkUnksyu lcls 
fo'kky ,oa fodjky tu vkUnksyu FkkA vius mn~ns'; dks izkIr djus esa ;g 
vkUnksyu lQy ugh gks ldk fQj Hkh blls fcfVª'k 'kklu dh tM+ksa dks fgyk fn;kA 
iwjs ns'k dh Hkk¡fr cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ ds yksxksa us bl vkUnksyu esa iwjs tks'k ,oa 
mRlkg ds lkFk Hkkx fy;kA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa yksxksa }kjk izn'kZu gq;s] ljdkjh 
bekjrksa ij jk"Vªh; /ot Qgjk;k tkus yxkA jsyxkfM+;k¡ jksdh x;hA lapkj ds lk/kuksa 
dks u"V fd;k x;k rFkk ljdkjh lEifRr dks gkfu igq¡pk;h x;hA 1920 ls 1947 
rd cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa xk¡/kh th dh vxqokbZ esa tks vkUnksyu gq;s os lHkh 
vkUnksyu vfgalkRed vkUnksyu FksA xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa ls izHkkfor gksdj 
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cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dh turk ds }kjk O;fDrxr :i ls fczfV'k 'kklu ds fo:) 
vkUnksyu pyk;s x;sA bu vkUnksyuksa esa izeq[k >k¡lh dk fdlku vkUnksyu] gehjiqj 
dk ok.kh cfg"dkj vkUnksyu cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa pyk;k x;kA O;fDrxr vkUnksyu 
,oa yxku vkUnksyu izeq[k FksA xk¡/kh th us fdlh n'kZu dk Øec) ,oa O;ofLFkr 
:i ls izfriknu ugh fd;k Fkk] blhfy;s dgk tk ldrk gS fd xk¡/kh n'kZu vFkok 
xka/khokn dk dksbZ vkfLrRo gh ugh gS  ftls Lo;a xk¡/kh th us Hkh udkjk gSA 
lEHkor% ;g iz'u cqf)thfo;ksa  rFkk lkekU; yksxksa dks vkUnksfyr djrk gS fd xk¡/kh 
ds fopkjksa ij bruk fopkj foe'kZ D;ksa\ vkt Hkkjr gh ugh vfirq lEiw.kZ fo'o ds 
vuqlkj xk¡/kh n'kZu ,oa fopkj orZeku esa gh ugh vfirq Hkfo"; esa Jh izHkkoh cuk 
jgsxkA xk¡/kh ds iwoZ bfrgkl ,oa bfrgkldkjksa dh ;g ekU;rk Fkh dh ØkfUr l'kL= 
,oa jDrikr ls gh lEHko gS fo'ks"kdj jktuhfrd lRrk esa ijUrq vk/kqfud fo'o esa 
xk¡/kh th ,d ek= ,sls fopkjd gS ftUgksus bl vo/kkj.kk dks cny dj jktuhfrd 
lRrk ds ifjorZu dk ,d loZFkk uohu ekxZ u dsoy crk;k vfirq O;ogkj esa mls 
iz;ksx fd;kA xk¡/kh th dk uSfrdrk ,oa uSfrd ewY;ksa esa vfMx fo'okl FkkA xk¡/kh th 
dk Li"V ekuuk Fkk fd bfrgkl vafglk dh ges'kk iqf"V djrk gSA vafglk iki ds 
leLr leiZ.k ugh gS vkSj u gh rks nqcZyrk dks Nqikus dk cgkuk gSA vafglk ohj dh 
vkRek dh og 'kfDr gS tks fdlh Hkh thfor izk.kh dks d"V ugh nsrh gSA xk¡/kh th 
'k=q dks feVkus esa ugh vfirq mlds ân; ifjorZu esa fo'okl djrs FksaA izFke 
egk;q) ds ckn Hkkjrh; jktuhfr esa ,d  u;s ;qx dk vkjEHk gqvkA bls xk¡/kh ;qx 
dgrs gSA 1917 ls 1947 rd Hkkjrh; jktuhfr dk usrR̀o egkRek xk¡/kh us fd;kA 
jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu dks xk¡/kh th us u;h LQwfrZ nh rFkk mls nk'kZfud vk/kkj iznku 
fd;kA jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu dsoy e/;e oxZ rd gh lhfer FkkA xka/kh th ds jk"Vªh; 
vkUnksyu esa izos'k djrs gh Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu vkSj Lora=rk laxzke dk Lo:i 
gh cny x;kA bldk nk;jk c<+k vkSj jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu ,d tu vkUnksyu cu 
x;kA egkRek xk¡/kh ds usrR̀o esa dkaxzsl turk dk laxBu cu x;hA lR; vkSj 
vafglk us turk esa LQwfrZ dk lapkj fd;kA xk¡/kh th us 'kks"k.k vkSj lkekftd 
fo"kerk ds fo:) la?k"kZ fd;kA Hkkjr esa vaxzsth 'kklu ds i'pkr yksxksa dk thou 
tks ijkt; dh Hkkouk dks eglwl dj jgk FkkA yksxksa us vaxzsth 'kklu dks bZ'oj dk 
HkkX; le>dj Lohdkj dj fy;k FkkA xka/kh th esas lekt ls gj izdkj dh fujk'kk 
,oa cqjkbZ;ksa dks fudkyus dh vn~Hkqr 'kfDRk FkhA xk¡/kh th us lq/kkj dks jktuSfrd] 
lkekftd ,oa vkfFkZd iquZfuekZ.k dk lk/ku cukdj mls jk"Vªokfnrk dh vksj ys tkus 
dk iz;kl fd;kA Hkkjr esa T;ksa&T;ksa jktuSfrd mRrjnkf;Ro dh ekax c<+h] R;ksa&R;ksa 
vaxzsth 'kklu us lkekftd cqjkbZ;ksa dks fn[kkuk izkjEHk fd;kA bZlkbZ fe'kufj;ksa us 
gfjtuksa dks bZlkbZer viukus dh izsj.kk nhA m/kj gfjtuksa us Hkh jktuSfrd ekaxksa dks 
izeq[krk ls mBk;kA T;ksa&T;ksa jktuSfrd psruk tksj idM+rh x;h] lekt lq/kkj 
vkUnksyu Hkh tksj idM+rk x;k vkSj jktuSfrd rFkk lekt lq/kkj vkUnksyu ,d esa 
fey x;sA vLi'̀;rk dks xk¡/kh th fgUnw /keZ dk cgqr cM+k dyad ekurs FksA xk¡/kh 
th dgrs Fks fd ;fn vLi'̀;rk fgUnw /keZ dk ,d vax gS rks eSa vius dks fgUnw dgus 
ls vLohdkj djrk gw¡A xk¡/kh th vius vkUnksyuksa ds chp ftu jpukRed dk;ksZa ij 
cy nsrs Fks muls yksxksa dks vkUnksyuksa ds fy;s rS;kj djus esa enn feyrh FkhA 
Hkkjrh; ukjh dh nqnZ'kk ls xk¡/kh th cgqr nq[kh FksA xk¡/kh th us fL=;ksas ds Lrj dks 
Å¡pk mBkus ds fy;s jpukRed lkekftd dk;ZØe izLrqr fd;sA mUgksus iq:"kksa ds 
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leku fL=;ksa dks fofHkUu lkekftd vkfFkZd rFkk jktuSfrd {ks=ksa esa vkxs c<+us ds 
fy;s izsfjr fd;k ifj.kke Lo:i fL=;ka xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa O;kid :i ls 
'kkfey gq;hA fL=;ksa us /kjuk fn;k] fons'kh oLrqvksa ,oa oL=ksa dk cfg"dkj fd;k rFkk 
tsyksa esa x;hA xka¡/kh th efgykvksa dks ?kj dh pgkj nhokjh esa cUn djus ds i{k esa 
ugh FksA xk¡/kh th lkekftd thou ds fofHkUu {ks=ksa esa efgykvksa dks iq:"kksa ds leku 
Hkkxhnkj cukus ds i{k esa FksA xka/kh th efgykvksa esa vPNs lR;kxzkgh ds xq.k ns[krs 
FksA mUgksus Lora=rk ds fy;s gks jgs jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu esa efgykvksa dks Hkkx ysus ds 
fy;s vkogu fd;kA xk¡/kh th ds vkogu ij ns'k ds lkFk gh cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa 
gtkjksa efgykvksa us ?kj ls fudydj xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa lfØ; Hkwfedk fuHkk;hA 
egkRek xk¡/kh us u;s lekt ds iquZfuekZ.k ds fy;s nks izdkj ds rjhds viuk;s Fk sA 
igyk vfgalkRed izfrjks/k nwljk jpukRed dk;Z] ;g nksuksa dk;ZØe ,d nwljs ds 
iwjd FksA xk¡/kh th lR;kxzg dh rqyuk esas jpukRed dk;ksZa dks vf/kd egRo nsrs FksA 
vfgalkRed izfrjks/k rks fo'ks"k :i ls vkUnksyuksa ds le; viuk;k tkrk Fkk fdUrq 
jpukRed dk;Z rks izfr{k.k fd;s tkrs FksA xk¡/kh th us jpukRed dk;ksZ ds }kjk gh 
Hkkjrh; tuekul esa vkRefo'okl iSnk fd;kA ftlds ifj.kke Lo:i xka/khoknh 
vkUnksyuksa dk pfj= tu vkUnksyuksa dk gks x;kA xk¡/kh th dk vkxzg Fkk fd 
jktuhfr dk vk/kkj /keZ gksuk pkfg;sA xk¡/kh th ds vuqlkj euq"; ds ckg~; ,oa 
vkarfjd thou esa ,drk gksuh pkfg;sA xk¡/kh th ds blh vkxzg ds dkj.k cqUnsy[k.M 
¼m0iz0½ ds yksx vf/kd ls vf/kd xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa dh vksj vkdf"kZr gq;s D;ksafd 
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ dk LoHkko izkphu dky ls gh /kkfeZd] esgurh ,o Lora=rk izseh 
jgk gSaA xk¡/kh th lk/; ,oa lk/ku dh ifo=rk ij cy nsrs FksA xk¡/kh dgrs Fks fd 
vxj gekjs lk/ku ftrus ifo= ,oa vPNs gksaxs] oSlk gh gekjk lk/; gksxkA iquhr 
lk/;ks dh izkfIr iquhr lk/kuksa ds }kjk gh lEHko gSA xka/kh th lk/kuksa ds egRo ij 
tksj nsrs gS] bldk eryc ;g ugh dh og lk/; dh egRrk dks Hkwyk nsrs gSA xk¡/kh 
th dk fo'okl gS fd lk/; ,oa lk/ku esa vfHkUurk dk lEcU/k gSa blhfy;s xk¡/kh th 
ckj ckj dgrss gS fd gekjk lk/ku mruk gh uhfr laxr vkSj 'kq) gksuk pkfg;s 
ftruk dh gekjk lk/; vkSj gesa lnSo bl ckr ij vVy jguk pkfg;sA lk/; vkSj 
lk/ku ds fl)kUr dks lR;kxzg ds :i esa vfHkO;Dr djus dk xk¡/kh th dk iz;kl 
vk/kqfud lalkj dks loZJs"B nsu gSA xk¡/kh th ds vuqlkj ,d vkn'kZ lR;kxzkgh lR; 
,oa 'kkfUr dk izseh gksrk gSA lR;kxzkgh vxj fdlh ckr dks xyr le>rk gS rks 
n<̀+rkiwoZd mls Lohdkj djus ls badkj dj nsrk gSA og xyr dke djus okyksa ds 
fo:) la?k"kZ djrs gq;s izlUurkiwoZd d"V lgu djrk gSA ;g la?k"kZ mlds lR; izse 
dk gh vax gksrk gSA ysfdu lR;kxzkgh cqjkbZ dk fojks/k djrs gq;s Hkh cqjs ls izse 
djrk gSA xk¡/kh th ds nf̀"Vdks.k dk ,d egRoiw.kZ i{k ;g Hkh Fkk fd os fopkj vkSj 
deZ esa dksbZ vUrj ugh j[krs FksA xk¡/kh th dk lR; ,oa vafglk n'kZu  tks 'kkafr 
Hkk"k.kksa vkSj ys[kksa ds fy;s u gksdj jkstejkZ ds thou ds fy;s FkkA xk¡/kh th dks 
lk/kkj.k yksxksa dh la?k"kZ dh {kerk ij vVwV Hkjkslk FkkA blh la?k"kZ {kerk ds ckjs esa 
1942 esa xk¡/kh th ls ,d ckj iwNk x;k fd osa lkezkT; dh 'kfDr dk lkeuk dSls 
djsxs rks xk¡/kh th dk mRrj Fkk fd yk[kksa yk[k ewd turk dh 'kfDr ds }kjkA 
xka/kh th ds vuqlkj lR;kxzkgh dks dfri; lk/kuksa dk iz;ksx djuk iM+rk gSA ;s 
eq[; lk/ku gS& gM+rky] vlg;ksx] lfou; voKk] /kjuk cfg"dkj vkfnA xk¡/kh th 
us fuf"Ø; izfrjks/k ls T;knk egRo lR;kxzg dks fn;kA muds vuqlkj fuf"Ø; 
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izfrjks/k dk vFkZ gS fojks/kh dks gVkus dk iz;Ru tcfd lR;kxzkgh dk rkRi;Z gS ^ân; 
ifjorZu* fuf"Ø; izfrjks/k esa lR;kxzg dh vkfRed 'kfDr ugh gSA blh rjg fuf"Ø; 
izfrjks/k gekjh detksjh dk Qy Hkh gks ldrk gS tcfd lR;kxzg gekjh fuHkZ;rk dk 
|ksrd gSA xk¡/kh th vius 21 o"kksZ ds nf{k.k vfÝdk izokl ds nkSjku fu%'kL= 
izfrjks/k rFkk lR;kxzg i)fr dk vfo"dkj vkSj iz;ksx fd;sA nf{k.k vÝhdk esa 
lR;kxzg dh lQyrk ds ckn 1914 esa xk¡/kh th us Hkkjr esa ykSVdj viuh 
lkoZtfud ,oa jktuSfrd xfrfof/k;k¡ izkjEHk dhA 1917 esa xk¡/kh th us Hkkjr esa 
loZizFke lR;kxzg dk lQy iz;ksx fcgkj ds pEikju esa d"̀kdksa ds i{k esa fd;kA 
jksyj ,DV dk 'kkfUriw.kZ izfrjks/k djus ds fy;s 30 ekpZ 1913 ls 6 ekpZ 1919 rd 
gM+rky dk vkogu fd;kA egkRek xka/kh ds usrR̀o esa ns'k dh lcls cM+h jk"Vªh; 
laLFkk dkaxzsl us Lojkt izkfIr ds fy;s 'kkfUriw.kZ ,oa vfgalkRed vlg;ksx vkUnksyu 
'kq: fd;kA bl vkUnksyu ds ewYk esa ;g Hkkouk Fkh dh Hkkjr esa vxzstksa dk 'kklu 
Hkkjrh; lg;ksx ls py jgk gS vkSj ;fn Hkkjrh; yksx lHkh izdkj ls fcfVª'k jkt ds 
izfr vlg;ksx vkjEHk dj ns rks fcfVª'k lRrk iaxq gks tk;sxhA dkaxzsl Hkkjr dks 
Lojkt nsus ds fy;s ck/; gks tk;saxsA ;g vkUnksyu py gh jgk Fkk fd 1922 esa 
pkSjh pkSjk esa fgalkRed ?kVuk gksus ls xk¡/kh th us vlg;ksx vkUnksyu dks LFkfxr 
dj fn;kA rqdhZ ds [kyhQk dh j{kk ds fy;s pyus okys f[kykQr vkUnksyu dks 
leFkZu nsus ds dkj.k xk¡/kh th dks eqlyekuksa dk Hkh Hkkjh lg;ksx feykA ued dj 
rFkk iw.kZ Lojkt dh ekax dks ysdj 1930 esa xk¡/kh th us lfou; voKk vkUnksyu 
izkjEHk fd;k] ftldh lekfIr 1931 esa xk¡/kh bfoZu le>kSrs ds :i esa gq;hA 1939 esa 
f}rh; fo'o;q) fNM+us ij 1942 esa xk¡/kh th us Hkkjr NksM+ks vkUnksyu dk usrR̀o 
fd;kA blh vkUnksyu esa xka/kh th us djks ;k ejks dk ukjk fn;kA bl vkUnksyu es 
yksxksa us Lor% usrR̀o iznku fd;k D;ksafd vkUnksyu izkjEHk gksrs gh dkaxzsl ds izFke 
iafDr ds lHkh usrkvksa dks fxj¶rkj dj fy;k x;k FkkA cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa Hkh bl 
vkUnksyu us fodjky :i /kkj.k dj fy;kA dLcks&dLcks rd ds yksxksa us gM+rky 
izn'kZu dj vkUnksyu dks vkxs c<+k;kA xk¡/kh th Lons'kh ds iDds fgek;rh FksA xk¡/kh 
th ds Lons'kh izse ds ihNs cM+h gh xw<+ ØkfUr ds cht fufgr FksA xk¡/khth ds 
vuqlkj Lons'kh esa vkfFkZd] jk"Vªh;] lkekftd] jktuSfrd vkSj uSfrd jgL; dk 
m)kj blesa gSA xk¡/kh th dh ekU;rk Fkh fd Lons'kh dk ikyu djrs gq;s lekt ds 
fgr dk /;ku j[kk tkuk pkfg;sA Lons'kh dh Hkkouk ls ihNs gV tkus ds dkj.k 
Hkkjr dks ftu ijs'kkfu;ksa dk lkeuk djuk iM+k] mldk mYys[k xk¡/kh th us fd;k 
gSA Lons'kh ozr dks lQy cukus ds fy;s xk¡/kh th us fL=;ksa dh lgHkkfxrk dks 
Lohdkj fd;k gSa Lons'kh ds mn~ns';ksa dks iw.kZ djus ds fy;s xk¡/kh th us fons'kh 
oLrqvksa ds cfg"dkj dh ckr dghA xk¡/kh  th xzkeks|ksx dh nqnZ'kk ls nq[kh FksA 
blhfy;s xk¡/kh th us rqjUr bls Lons'kh ozr ls tksM+ fn;kA [kknh vkSj pj[kk dks 
xk¡/kh th us xzkeks|ksx dh vk/kkj f'kyk ekuk gSA [kknh vkSj pj[kk y?kqLrjh; m|ksxksa 
ds :i esa nksuksa gh xk¡/kh th dks ,d nwljs ds iwjd yxus yxsA xk¡/kh th us y?kq 
m|ksxksa tSls frygu dk rsy m|ksx] xUus dk xqM+ o 'kDdj cukuk pVkbZ m|ksx] 
/kku ls pkoy fudkyuk] peM+k m|ksx vkfn dks izsfjr ,oa ifjof/kZr fd;kA  
      xk¡/kh th dh iqLrd esjs liuksa dk Hkkjr ds v/;;u ls ;g irk pyrk gS fd 
Lok/khurk dk vFkZ dsoy fczfV'k jkt ls eqfDr ikuk ugh Fkk cfYd xk¡/kh th xjhch] 
fuj{kjrk vkSj vLi'̀;rk tSlh cqjkb;ksa ls eqfDr dk liuk ns[krs FksA og pkgrs Fks 
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fd ns'k ds lkjs ukxfjd leku :i ls vktknh vkSj lef̀) dk lq[k ik ldsA xk¡/kh 
th us blh iqLrd esa Lojkt dk vFkZ crk;k gS fd ^Lojkt ls esjk vfHkizk; 
yksd&lEifr ds vuqlkj gksus okyk Hkkjr o"kZ dk 'kkluA MkW0 jke th flag dh 
^xk¡/kh n'kZu ehekalk* fcgkj fgUnh xzUFk vdkneh iVuk ds v/;;u ls xka/kh th ds 
lHkh  fopkjksa dk lkj izkIr gksrk gSA bl iqLrd ls xk¡/kh th ds vafglk ds fl)kUr 
,oa iz;ksx ds ckjs esa irk pyrk gSA xk¡/kh th dgrs Fks fd vafglk ohjksa dk vkHkw"k.k 
gS] dk;jrk ls mRre rks fgalk gS D;ksafd dk;j O;fDr viuh detksjh Nqikus ds fy;s 
vafglk dk lgkjk ysrk gSA bl iqLrd esa xk¡/kh th ds tura=] vfgalk] lR;kxzg  
dkf;d Je] xk¡/kh th ds f'k{kk lEcU/kh fopkjksa ij foLrr̀ izdk'k iM+rk gSA xk¡/kh th 
ds }kjk lekt lq/kkj ,oa jpukRed dk;ksZ dh vko';drk dh tkudkjh feyrh gSAa 
vk/kqfud Hkkjr ds izfl) bfrgkldkj lqfer ljdkj us viuh iqLrd ^vk/kqfud 
Hkkjr* jktdey izdk'ku izkbosV fy0] ubZ fnYyh 2007 esa xk¡/kh oknh vkUnksyuksa dk 
ekDlZoknh nf̀"Vdks.k lS foLrr̀ o.kZu fd;k gSA izfl) Hkkjrh; bfrgkldkj fofiu 
pUnz us ^Hkkjr dk Lora=rk la?k"kZ* fgUnh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky;] fnYyh 
fo'ofo|ky;] 1990 esa Hkkjrh; Lora=rk laxzke esa xk¡/kh th dh Hkwfedk rFkk muds 
}kjk fd;s x;s vkUnksyuksa dk o.kZu fd;k x;k gSaA bfrgkldkj ch0,y0 xksoj] 
;'kiky us ^vk/kqfud Hkkjr dk bfrgkl* ,l pUnz ,.M dEiuh fy0 jkeuxj] ubZ 
fnYyh esa xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa dk o.kZu] xk¡/kh th ds }kjk izkjEHk fd;s x;s 
jpukRed dk;ksZ dk fo'kn~ :i ls o.kZu fd;k x;k gSA Jh jkeukFk lqeu us ^^mRrj 
izns'k esa xk¡/kh th* lwpuk foHkkx m0iz0 y[kuÅ esa xk¡/kh th ds m0iz0 esa vkxeu ds 
ckjs esa] muds }kjk pyk;s x;s vkUnksyuksa ds ckjs esa] xk¡/kh th ds }kjk fd;s x;s 
jpukRed dk;ksZ fo'ks"kdj [kknh oL=ksa ds ckjs esa mRrj izns'k esa fd;s x;s foLrr̀ 
iz;klksa ds ckjs esa O;kid :i ls tkudkjh feyrh gSaA fpUrkef.k 'kqDy] ^xk¡/kh ;qxhu 
Lora=rk laxzke* esa m0iz0 dk ;ksxnku eFkqjk jk"Vªh; izsl 1988 esa xk¡/kh ;qx esa mRrj 
izns'k es gq;s vkUnksyuksa dk foLrr̀ o.kZu feyrk gSaA blesa xk¡/kh oknh vkUnksyuksa esa 
Hkkx ysus okyh efgykvksa ds lkFk Nk=ksa] cqf)thfo;ksa] fdlkuksa] vke yksxksa ds iz;klksa 
dk foLrr̀ o.kZu fd;k x;k gSaA bl iqLrd esa jksysV ,DV ls ysdj Hkkjr NksM+ks 
vkUnksyu ds le; leLr mRrj izns'k ds }kjk tks ;ksxnku fn;k x;k mldh Li"V 
tkudkjh feyrh  

Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu esa egkRek xk¡/kh ds }kjk pyk;s x;s vkUnksyuksa dk 
egRoiw.kZ LFkku gSaA egkRek xk¡/kh us gh loZizFke jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu esa vke turk dks 
tksM+kA izLrkfor  'kks/k esa bl ckr dk v/;;u djus dk iz;kl fd;k tk;sxk fd 
xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyu esa os rRo dkSu ls Fks ftuds ek/;e ls vke turk bl 
vkUnksyu ls tqM+ ldhA 'kks/k ds ek/;e ls bl ckr dks Hkh le>us dk iz;kl fd;k 
tk;sxk fd xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa ds le; cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa ml le; ,slh dkSu 
lh ifjfLFkfr;k¡ Fkh\ izLrkfor 'kks/k ds ek/;e ls ;g tkuus dk iz;kl fd;k tk;sxk 
fd jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu ds le; xka/khoknh vkUnksyuksa esa cM+h la[;k esa efgyk;sa] 
fdlku] Nk=] tqM+s blls bu vkUnksyuksa dks tu vkUnksyu esa ifjofrZr fd;kA 
cqUnsy[k.M ¼m0iz0½ esa xk¡/khoknh vkUnksyuksa ds dk;ZØeksa ,o lkekftd jpukRed 
dk;ZØeksa dk izHkko FkkA xk¡/kh th ds }kjk izkjEHk fd;s x;s [kknh dk;ZØe ls xzkeh.k 
dqVhj m|ksxksa ij ldkjkRed izHkko iM+kA xka/kh th ds lekt lq/kkj dk;ZØeksa ds 
}kjk efgykvksa ,oa nfyrksa dh fLFkfr esa ldkjkRed izHkko iM+kA xka/khoknh vkUnksyuksa 
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us yksxksa dks fczfV'k 'kklu ds fo:) laxfBr dj la?k"kZ ds fy;s izsfjr djus esa 
lQyrk izkIr dhA xka/kh th ds Lons'kh dk;ZØeksa dk Hkkjrh; xzkeh.k ,oa dqVhj 
m|ksxksa ij ldkjkRed izHkko iM+kA bu dk;ZØeksa dks viukus ls yksxksa dks vkfFkZd 
:i ls l{ke cuus esa lgk;rk feyhA bl vkfFkZd ykHk ls yksxksa esas vkRefo'okl iSnk 
gqvkA yksxksa dks vaxzstksa dh uhfr;ksa ds nq"ifj.kke dh tkudkjh feyhA ;g tkudkjh 
xk¡o& xk¡o rd QSyhA xk¡/kh th us lR; vfgalk lR;kxzg ds ek/;e ls yksxksa dks 
fo'ks"kdj efgykvksa dks viuh rjQ vkdf"kZr fd;k] blh ds ifj.kke Lo:i yksx 
xka/kh ds vkUnksyuksa ls tqM+rs pys x;sA  
  
 xzksoj] ch0,y0 ;'kiky] ^vk/qkfud Hkkjr dk bfrgkl* ,l0pUnz ,.M dEiuh 

fy0 jkeuxj] ubZ fnYyh] 2001 
 ljdkj] lqfer] ^vk/qkfud Hkkjr* jktdey izdk'ku izkbosV fy0 ubZ fnYyh] 

2007 
 pUnz] fofiu] ^Hkkjr dk Lora=rk la?k"kZ* fgUnh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky;] 

fnYyh fo'ofo|ky;] 1990 
 rkjkpUn] ^Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; vkUnksyu dk bfrgkl*] [k.M&3 vkSj 4 :ikUrj.k 

eUeFk ukFk xqIrk lwpuk izlkj.k eU=ky; Hkkjr ljdkj] 1982 
 flag] v;ks/;k] ^Hkkjr dk eqfDr&laxzke*] izdk'ku laLFkku ubZ fnYyh 1979  
 'kqDy] jkey[ku] ^vk/kqfud Hkkjr dk bfrgkl* ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky; 

fnYyh fo'ofo|ky;  
 dqekj] izHkkr] ^Lora=rk laxzke vkSj xk¡/kh dk lR;kxzg*] fnYyh fo'ofo|ky; 

fgUnh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky; 2000 
 'kqDyk] fpUrkef.k] ^xk¡/kh ;qxhu Lora=rk laxzke esa m0iz0 dk ;ksxnku*] eFkqjk 

jk"Vªh; izsl 1988 
 flag] 'kadj n;ky] ^Hkkjr NksM+ks vkUnksyu* ubZ fnYyh izdk'ku foHkkx Hkkjr 

ljdkj 1987 
 lqeu] jkeukFk ^ mRrj izns'k esa xk¡/kh th* lwpuk foHkkx y[kuÅ 1969 
 HkV~Vkpk;Z] ,l0ih0]^Lora=rk laxzke* Hkkx&1 >k¡lh e.My] lwpuk foHkkx 

mRrj izns'k y[kuÅ 
 ikBd] ,l0ih0] ^>k¡lh M;wfjax n fczfV'k :y* lekuUn fo|kHkou ubZ fnYyh 

1987 
 dsyk] Hkxokunkl] ^Hkkjrh; Lok/khurk vkUnksyu*] bykgkckn izsl  
 flag] jketh] ^xk¡/kh n'kZu ehekalk* fcgkj fgUnh xzUFk vdkneh iVuk 1973  
 f=osnh] d̀".k dqekj] ^xk¡/kh th dk xk¡oksa ij izHkko*] ik.Mq fyfi izdk'ku d"̀.k 

uxj fnYyhA  
 lhrkjEeS;k] iV~VkfHk] ^dkaxzsl dk bfrgkl* igyk vkSj nwljk Hkkx] lLrk 

lkfgR; e.My ubZ fnYyh 1998 
 Ogksjk] vk'kkjkuh] ^Lora=rk lsukuh efgyk;sa* jkt/kkuh xzUFk lkxj fnYyh  
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 Ogksjk] vk'kkjkuh] ^efgyk;sa vkSj Lojkt* jkt/kkuh xzUFk lkxj fnYyh 
 fey ,.M foYlu] ^ fgLVªh vkWQ fczfV'k bf.M;k* Hkkx&1 
 rsUnqydj] Mh0th0] egkRek* Hkkx&3 cEcbZ 1955 
 frokjh] xksjs yky] ^cqUnsy[k.M dk laf{kIr bfrgkl*]  dk'khukxjh izpkfj.kh 

lHkk dk'kh 1933 
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vkSifuosf'kd Hkkjr esa jk"Vªh; psruk dk izknqHkkZo 
lezkV 'kqDyk 

oh0,l0,l0Mh0 dkyst] dkuiqj 
 
 jk"Vªokn dh ifjHkk"kk ,d ,sls tulewg ds :i es dh tk ldrh gS tks fd 
,d HkkSxksfyd lhekvksa esa ,d fuf'pr ns'k esa jgrk gks] leku ijEijk] leku fgrksa 
rFkk leku Hkkoukvksa ls c¡/kk gks vkSj ftleas ,drk ds lw= esa c/kus dh mRlqdrk gksA 
jk"Vªh;rk gh og eq[; dkjd gS tks jk"Vªokn ds fyIr mRrjnk;h gSAjk"Vªokn ,d 
,slh fopkj /kkjk vkSj tukanksyu dk izkjaHkdrkZ gS tks fdlh jk"Vª ds yksxksa esa iSnk 
gksrk gS ftldk eq[; /;s; jk"Vª viuh ekrH̀kwfe laizHkqrk ¼Lo'kklu½ dk Hkko ykuk 
gSA60  
dsyl ds vuqlkj varjk"Vªh; lca/k esa ;g vkrk gS fd jk"Vªokn ds eq[; dkjd gSA61 
fookn ds fdlh dkj.k ds :i esa ekStwnk jkT; iz.kkyh ds fojks/k ds L=ksr ds Lo:i 
esa varjkZ"Vªh; ;k varjkZ"Vªh; laLFkkvksa ds fojks/k ds :i esavarjk"VªhZ; ekeysa esa ,d 
jkT; dh 'kfDr ds fu/kkZjd ds Lo:i esaA /keZ vkSj jk"Vªh;rk cgqr igys lsa ,d 
nwljs ds fojks/kkHkkl ds :i esa iz;qDr gksrs jgs gSA tc ge /keZ ;k jk"Vªokn ds ckj esa 
ckr djrs gSaA rks bl ckjs esa gesa dksbZ vk'p;Z ugh gksuk pkfg, fd bu nksuksa ds 
chp Dlka lkaeTkL; gS vkSj D;k fojks/k mnkgj.k ds fy,&^^okLro esa jk"Vªokn gh 
/keZfujis{k62 dk Hkko gS, ;gh okLro esa /keZ dk Hkh Hkko gSA pwafd ^jk"Vªokn* vksj ^/keZ* 
nksuks gh fHkUUk&fHkUu phtksa ds lalkj dks fu/kkZfjr dj ldrs gS] blfy, jk"Vªokn ds 

                                                        
60  Smith, Anthony, Nationalism: Theory, Ideology, History Polity, 2010 
PP. 9 
61  James G. Kellas, the holitics of Nationalism and Ethnicity, 2nd ed, 
1998, p-43 
62  Hutchison Willian R and Hoarmut Lehmannledy] 1994] Many are 

chosen: divine election 2 westren nationalism Main eaholis : Forestress 
Press 
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izfr ;k /keZ ds izfr ;k bu nksuksa ds chp ds laca/k ds ckjs esa dqN c;kuksa esa 
;qfDrlaxr] ;k ;gk rd fd lkFkZd Hkh gks ldrs gSA 
 /keZ vkSj jk"Vªokn ds laca/k dks tkuus ds fy;s ;g tkuus ls T;knk t:jh gS 
fd ge bu nksuksa ds  fj'rksa dks dSls lQy cuk;s tk;sA bl fo"k; esa /keZ vkSj 
jk"Vªokn ds chp laaca/kh ds v/;;u ds fy;s pkj pj.kksa dk fodkl vkSj leh{kk djrs 
gSA igyk rks ;g gS fd /keZ vkSj jk"Vªh;rk ds lkFk tkrh;rk vkSj tkfr ds lkFk 
lekukrdk O;ogkj djuk gSA nwljk rjhdk og gS] ftlesa /keZ dh enn ls jk"Vªh;rk 
mldk v)e] mldh 'kfDr ;k fof'k"V ekeyksa esa mldk fof'k"V Lo:i Li"V gks 
tkrk gSA rhljk O;fDr /keZ dks jk"Vªokn ds vax ds :i esa ekuuk gSApkSFkk;g gS fd 
jk"Vªokn ds O;kid /kkfeZd :i esa viukuk pkfg,A63  
Hkkjr esa jk"Vªokn dk mn; vkSj fodkl mu dkjdksa dk ifj.kke ekuk tkrk gS] tks 
Hkkjr esa mifuos'kh 'kklu ds dkj.k mRiUUk gq, tSls& u;h&u;h laLFkkvksa dh 
LFkkiuk] jkstxkjksa ds u;s voljksa dk lt̀u] lalk/kuksa dk vf/kdkf/kd nksgu bR;kfnA 
fdarq fofHkUu ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds v/;;uksijkar ;g T;knk rdZlaxr gksrk gS fd Hkkjr esa 
jk"Vªokn dk mnl fdlh ,d dkj.k ;g ifjfLFkfr ls mRiUu u gksdj fofHkUu 
dkjdksa dk izfrQy64A 

1- Qzkalhlh ØkfUr ds QyLo:i fo'o Lrj ij jk"Vªoknh psruk vkRe&fo'okl 
dh Hkkouk dk izlkjA 

2- Hkkjrh; iqutkZxj.kA 
3- vaxzstksa }kjk Hkkjr esa vk/kqfudrk dks c<+kok 
4- fczfV'k uhfr;ksa ds izfr mRiUu Hkkjrh; vkØks'k bR;kfnA 

jk"Vªokn lkezkT;okn fojks/kh Hkkoukvksa ds vkoj.k esa dbZ erHksnksa dks fNik ysrk gSA65 
vr% jk"Vªokn esa iuih Hkkouk us Hkkjr dks ,d djus ds dke fd;kA bl jk"Vªh; 
tkx:drk dk izlkj Hkkjr ds lkekftd] jktuhfrd rFkk vfFkZd vk;keksa esa 
ifjyf{kr gksrk jgkA66 -19 oha 'krkCnh ds izkjHk esa Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn dk izFke pj.k 
vkjEHk gksrk gS vkSj mlesa mudk opZLo Fkk tks igyh ckj dydRrk vkSj eqEcbZ es 
fczfVª'k f'k{kk ds lEidZ es vk;s FksA67  
 bl pj.k esa Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn dk vk/kkj vFkok Hkw¡ dks fd izHkko cgqr lhfer 
FkkA 19 oha 'krkCnh ds izFke n'kd esa vxzzsatks }kjk LFkkfir vk/kqfud f'k{kk laLFkku68 
esa f'kf{kr cqf)thfo;ksa us f'k{kk nh Fkh vkSj ftUgkasus if'peh laLdf̀r dk v/;;u 
fd;k Fkk vkSj vius yksdrkaf=d rFkk jk"Voknh fopkjksa ls tudY;k.k esa jk"Vªh; 

                                                        
63  Hayes, Carton J.H. 1926. Essays on Nationalism, New York : the 
Macmellan Company 
64  jktho vghj] vk/kqfud Hkkjr dk bfrgkl] LizsDVªe cqDl izk0fy0 2019] 230 
65  Nehru, J.L. Speeches, (Publication, Division Ministry of Information 

and Broadcasting, Delhi:1958-68 ). Vol. 5, PP. 541 
66  A.R. dasai, social background of Indian Nationalism, Pohulan 

Prakashyan, Bombay, 1996, P-4008 
67  Dietmeark rothermund, the Phases of Indian Nationalism, Nachikata 

Publication Limited, Bombay 1970, P-14 
68  A.R. Desai. P.P-409 
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psruk dk izlkj fd;kA jktk jke eksgu jkW; rFkk muds izcq) lkfFk;ksa tks fd 
Hkkjrh; Fks mUgksusa Hkkjr eas Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn dh uhao j[khA 69  mUgksaus Hkkjr esa 
lkekftd lq/kkj ,oa lkaLd̀frd lq/kkj ds dk;ZØe ykxw fd;s rFkk yksdra= ds u;s 
ewY;ksa dks Hkkjr esa LFkkfir djus es egRoiw.kZ Hkwfedk fuHkk;hA ;g¡k os laLFkkid 
Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn ds izFke lsukuh Fks ftUgksaus Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn dh uhao yksdrakf=d 
ewY;ksa ij j[kh rFkk izsl dh vktknh dk leFkZu fd;k rFkk iz'kklu esa Hkkxhnkjh ls 
rFkk viuh vfHkO;fDr dh vktknh dks vius ns'k ds yksxksa es blds egRo dks 
crk;kA ;g pj. 1885 rd vfLrRo es jgk Fkk blesa dbZ jktuhfrd laLFkkvksa dk 
xBu gqvkA 
mnkgj.k %& 1836&caxHkk"kk izdk'kd lHkk] 1838&tehankjh ,lksfl,'ku] 1843] caxky 
fczVh'k bafM;k lksl;Vh] 1851&fczVh'k bafM;k ,slksfl,'ku] 1866 bZLV bafM;k 
,lksfl,'ku] 1867&iwuk lkoZtfud lHkk] 1875&bf.M;u yhx 1876 bafM;u us'kuy 
,lksfl,'ku] 1884&enzkl egku lHkk] 1885&ckEcs izslhMsalh ,lksfl,'kuA70  
nwlj pj.k %& jk"Vªokn dk izFke pj.k tks 1885 rd pyk vkSj mlh o"kZ esa Hkkjrh; 
jk"Vªh; dkaxzsl dh LFkkiuk ds lkFk og lekIr gks x;kA Hkkjrh; jk"Vªokn dh f}rh; 
pj.k 1885&1905 rd dk dky ekuk tkrk gSA dkaxzsl ds mnkjoknh [kses ds usrk 
tks vkanksyu ds usrR̀odrkZ Hkh jgs bl pj.k ds vkanksyu ds egRoiw.kZ usrk jgsA bu 
usrkvkas dh fopkj/kkjk vkSj vkanksyu ds rjhds us vkanksyu ds ml dk;ZØe dks 
fuf'pr fd;k tks Hkkjr esa ukj cqtqZvk lekt ds fodkl ds fgrksa dks izdV djrk 
FkkA bl vkanksyu dk lkekftd vk/kkj f'kf{kr e/;e oxZ rd c<+k;k x;k tksa 19 oha 
'krkCnh ds var rd vk/kqfud f'k{kk ds foLrkj vkSj O;kikjh oxZ dk :0 Hkkx cu 
x;k tks bl vof/k ds nkSjku Hkkjrh; vkSj vr% dkyhu O;kikj ds fodkl ds 
ifj.kkeLo:i fodflr gqvk FkkA bl vof/k esa vk/kqfud m|ksaxks dk Hkh /khjs&/khjs 
fodkl gqvk] ftlds ifj.kke Lo:i m|ksxifr oxZ mejk vkSj 'kfDr izkIr djus 
yxkA mUgksaus dkaxzsl ds izfr viuk mn~?kkVu 'kq: fd;k ftlesa 1905 esa ns'k ds 
vkS|ksfxdj.k dk fu;e funsZ'k viukuk vkSj 1905 esa Lons'kh vkanksyu dks lfØ; :i 
ls vk;ksftr fd;k x;kA mnkjokokfn;ksa ds usrR̀o esa Hkkjrh; :i ls vk;ksftr fd;k 
x;kA mnkjokfn;ksa ds usrR̀o esa Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; dkaxzsl us f'kf{kr oxksZ dh Hkkaxksa] 
O;kikfjd cqtqZvk oxZ] lsokvksa ds Hkkjrh;dj.k] Hkkjrh;ksa dh la?k jkT; ds iz'kklfud 
ra= ds lkFk laidZ] vkfFkZd fuof̀Rr ds oan djuk ;g lc dkaxzsl ds izLrko esa 
'kkfey FksaA blus yksdrkaf=d ekaxks dh Hkh ckr dgh x;h] tSls izfrfuf/k laLdkj vkSj 
ukxfjd Lor=rkvksa dksA ysfdu ;s mnkjoknh ykMZ dtuZ ds ok;ljk; ds nkSjku 
vyksfiz; }kjk [kkldj tc dtZu ds dk;Zdky esa Hkkjrh; fo'ofo|ky; vf/kfu;e 
rFkk caxky foHkktu ds i'pkr~A bl vyksdfiz;rk us tulk/kkj.k dks mnkokfn;ksa ls 
vyx dj fn;k rFkk lkezkT;oknh fojks/kh ek/;e oxZ mxzoknh dkaxzzsfl;ksa ds gkFk esa 
pyk x;k ftudk usrR̀o fryd] vjfoUn ?kks"k rFkk fofiu pUnz iky ds gkFk esa 
FkkA 71 1905 rd mnkjokfn;ksa dk Hkh fczVh'k ljdkjls fo'okl gVus yxk ysfdu 

                                                        
69  Graham G.F.I, the lite and work or sir sayed ahmed, 1909 
70  jktho vghj] vk/kqfud Hkkjr dk bfrgkl] LizsEVe cqDl izk0fy0] 2019] ist u0&239 
71  Tilak aquted by buch (7) P-28, B.C. Pal Qurted by buch (2) Pg.-103, 
A.R. Desai, P-308 
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mUgksaus viuh jktuhfrd n'kZ vkSj la?k"kZ es i)fr dks ugh NksM+kA jk"Vªoknh ;qokvksa 
ds ,d oxZ us Økafrdkjh jkLRk vf[rk;kj djus dh Bkuh rFkk Lo;a dks laxfBr djus 
yxs vkSj mUgksaus dHkh&dHkh lsuk esa fonzksg dks HkM+dkus tSls mik;ksa ij Hkjkslk fd;kA 
 vFkkZr bl pj.k esa gkykafd 'kq:vkrh nkSj es jk"Vªoknh jktuhfr vkSj 
jktuhfrd rjhds es fczfV'k 'kklu ds izfr fu"Bk Hkh iznf'kZr djrs Fks fQj Hkh muds 
vkanksyu dk ;g urhtk vk;k fd mlus fczVh'k lkezkT; dh jktuhfrd tM+s dkj nh 
vkSj Hkkjrh; tuekul esa mlds izfr vfo'okl vkSj csxkuxh] cfYd fonzksg rd ds 
cht cks fn,A ;gh dkj.k Fkk fd 1875 ls 1905 rd dk le; Hkkjr esa ckf)d 
v'kkafr dk le; jgk vkSj bl vof/k esa jk"Vªh;rk dh psruk dk QSyko gqvkA bl 
rjg bl le; Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; dks psruk dk QSyko gqvkA bl rjg bl le; 
Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; vkanksyu ds chp cksj x;sA72  
rhljk pj.k %& mxzoknh jk"Vªokfn;ksa us Hkkjr ds vrhr ls izsj.kk yh] Hkkjrh; turk 
esa mUgkasus jk"Vªh; xkSjo vkSj LokfHkeku txkus dk iz;k; fd;k vkSj tukanksyu dk 
vkgoku fd;kA mUgksaus ik'pkR; rFkk fo'ks"k :i ls fczVh'k laLdf̀r ds mnkjokfn;ksa 
}kjk fczfV'k 'kkldksa ds izfr lkaLdf̀rd leiZ.k ds :i ds :i esa vkykspuk dhA73  
mxzoknh jk"Vªokn us fganqvksa ds oSfnd vrhr esa ;knksa dks tulewg esa QSykus dk dk;Z 
fd;k mUgksus v'kksd rFkk pUnzxqIr ds egku jktkvksa ds Lof.kZe ;qx rFkk jk.kk izrki 
vkSj f'kokth ds ohj dkeZ rFkk 1857 ds jk"Vªh; fonzksg ds usrkA 
 rhljk pj.k tks fd 1905&1918 rd pyk ds nkSjku Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; 
vkanksyu Økafrdkjh xfrfof/k;ksa esa 'kkfey gks x;k vkSj fupys e/; oxZ oxksZ dks 
'kkfey djds lkekftd vk/kkj gkfly fd;k 74  ;q) ds nkSjku Lojkt vknksyu] 
gkse:y vkanksyu us yksxks ds jktuhfrd psruk dks etcwr fd;kA blh le; 
Hkkjrh; tuekul es eqfLye psruk dk Hkh mn; gqvk rFkk mudh jktuhfrd psruk 
dk fodkl gqvk vkSj mUgksus 1906 es vf[ky Hkkjrh; eqfLye yhx laxBu dh 
LFkkiuk dhA dbZ dkj.kksa ls] Åijh eqfLye oxZ vkSj f'kf{kr e/;e ox es c<+rh 
jktuhfrd psruk us ns'k ds eqlyekuksa ls lacf/kr eqn~nksa dks lacksf/kr fd;kA  bl 
vkanksyu dh dqN xfrfof/k;ksa es dsoy eqfLye usrR̀o dh otg ls tks leL;k [kM+h 
gqbZ Fkh fd blus /keZufjis{k jk"Vªh; usrR̀o es gR;k dj nh] ml usròRo es tks ;fn 
ckn ds o"kksZ esa ftank jgrk] rks iatkc dh jktuhfr esa u;k eksM+ nsrkA lewps jkT; 
dks ,d /keZ fujis{k pfj= nsrk vkSj lkaiznkf;drk dks dHkh iuius ugh nsrk] tks ckn 
ds o"kksZ esa mHkjhA75  
pkSFkk pj.k %& Hkkjrh; jk"Vªoknh dk pkSFkk pj.k 1918 ls 'kq: gksrk gS tks egkRek 
xka/kh ds lfou; voKk vkanksyu dks ysdj gksrk gS }kj rFkk 1930&34 rd tkrk 
gSA bl jk"Vªoknh vknksyu dks O;kid iSekus ij ,slk tuk/kkj izkIr fd;k tks igys 
ugh gks ldk Fkka blesa ,sls dbZ dkjd mRiUu gq, ftlus Hkkjrh; turk esa jk"Vªokn 
esa vy[k tykbZA  
                                                        
72  fcfiu pUnz] Hkkjr dk Lora=rk la?k"kZ] fganh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky; fnYyh 

fo'ofo|ky; 2015] ist u0 73&74 
73  B.D. Pal Quted by Buch (2) P. 103, A.R. Desai P. 2008 
74  A.R. Desai, PP-411,412 
75  fcfiu pUnz] Hkkjr dk Lora=rk la?k"kZ] fganh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky;] fnYyh 

fo'ofo|ky;] 2015] ist 135 
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 ;q) ds ckn tks vkfFkZd ladV ns'k esa c<+k blls yksxksa esa fczfV'k ljdkj ls 
eksg Hkaxgks x;k rFkk ljdkj ds vknaksyu dk neu djus ds rjhds ls tulk/kkj.k 
vkSifuosf'kd 'kklu ds izfr yksxksa esa jks'k c,+ x;kA varjkZ"Vªh; fo'o dh egku 
?kVukvksa tSls ;wjksih; ns'k Økafr;ksa vkSj :l esa cksY'ksfrd ØkfUr ls Hkkjrh; yksxksa esas 
jk"Vªokn dh psruk dks xgjs rkSj ij izHkfor fd;kAbl psruk dk izlkj djus esa 
gkse:y vkanksyu Hkh Hkkjrh; yksxksa ds chp xgjk izHkko iM+kA rqdZ lkekzxzT; vkSj 
feJ jk"Vªks ds chp gqbZ losZl dh laf/k ¼10 vxLr1920½ us eqlyekuksa dks Hkh vaxzsth 
jkT; ds fojks/k esa :i esa rs;kj fd;k ftlls lewpk jk"Vª vkanksyu ds fy, mB [kM+k 
gqvk rFkk vkSifuosf'kd lRrk ds ijs'kkuh dk dkj.k cukA Hkkjrh; iwathifr tks 
vkS|ksfxd foLrkj esa ifj.kkeLo:i ;q) ds nkSjku vkfFkZd :i ls etcwr gks x;k Fkk 
rFkk Hkkjrh; jk"Vªh; dkaxzsl vkSj ,u0lh0vks0 esa vksanksyu dks usrR̀o fd;k rFkk vkSj 
Hkh T;knk lfØ; gks x;sA  
 1919 esa ek.VsX;w psXlQksMZ lq/kkj }kjk tc ns'k 'kklu ykxw fd;k mlh ds 
}kjk 1921 esa f'k{kk foHkkx esa Hkkjrh; eaf=;ksa us fu;a=.k esa LFkkukUrfjr dj fn;k 
x;kA vc izkUrh; ljdkjksa dks 'kS{kf.kd izlkj ds dk;ZØeksa dks viukus vkSj mUgsa 
ykxw djus dh vf/kd Lora=rk Fkkh blds ifj.kkeLo:i 1920&21 ds ckn f'k{kk esa 
izlkj esa dkQh of̀) gqbZA76 ysfdu tYn gh mlus bl fodkl dks lhfer dj fn;kA 
Hkkjr ljdkj }kjk 1920&21 esa Lohdr̀ f'k{kk ds vuqnku can dj fn;s x;s rFkk 
fo'o vkfFkZd eanh tufr leL;kvksa ds QyLo:i f'k{kk esa cM+h ;kstukvksa dks iwjk 
djuk dfBu gks x;kA blds ckn vlg;ksx vkanksyu ds ckn dh vof/k us Hkkjrh; 
jk"Vªh; vkanksyu esa egkRek xka/kh us Hkwfedk c<+h rFkk lektoknh vkSj lkE;oknh xqVksa 
dk Hkh fodkl gqvk rfkk ns'k esa ØkfUr oxZ ds Lora= vkfFkZd vkSj jktuhfrd 
vknayksuksa dk mn; gksus yxkA77 lu~ 1930&32 dk lfou; voK vkanksyu ftldk 
lw=ikr xka/kh th us izfl) ued ekpZ us fd;k Fkk vusd yksxksa esa jk"Vªh; izse ds 
izokg ds osx dks c<+k;kA  blh le; vLi'̀;rk dh leL;k dks Hkh li"V fd;k 
1932 esa xka/khth us vf[ky Hkkjrh; vLi'̀;rk fojks/kh yhx ¼gfjtu lsod la?k½ dk 
fuekZ.k fd;k rFkk 1933 esa gfjtu dk laiknu Hkh 'kq: fd;k tks fd lkIrkfgd 
if=dk FkhA rFkk 8 ebZ rFkk 16 vxLr 1933 dks nks ckj vu'ku ij Hkh cSBs uoEcj 
1933 ls vxLr 1939 rd og gfjtu ;k=k ij Hkh fudys ftldh mn~ns'; ;g 
lans'k igq¡pkuk Fkk fd Hkkrjh;ksa esa lHkh tkfr;k¡ leku gSA78 bl vkanksyu dk eq[; 
y{; Fkk fd jk"Vªoknh vkanksyu dh tM+ks dks etcwr djuk FkkA vkanksyu ij ftu 
ckrksa dk izHkko de gks x;k] os eq[;r% xka/kh th }kjk jktuhfr ds lkFk /keZ dk 
la;kstu Fkk ftlds ifj.kke Lo:i jk"Vªh; psruk dh FkhA dkaxzsl esa c<+rs gq;s 
iwathokfn;ksa dh idM+ vkSj jk"Vªh; izxfr ds foLrkj esa Hkh of̀) gq;h ysfdu blds 
lkFk gh lkEiznkf;d Hkkoukvksa dk Hkh fodkl gks jgk FkkA  
vxyk pj.k lu~ 1934&39 ds chp fo'o;q) 'kq: gksus ds ckn ds o"kksZ esa dkaxzsl ds 
,d oxZ us xka/kh th dh fopkj /kkjk] izof̀RRk;ksa vkSj i)fr;ksa esa viuk fo'okl [kks 

                                                        
76  Report of the Hartog committee P. 31 
77  Quoted Soon Beauchamp, p. 185 and A.R. Desai P. 339 
78  Txt book of class 8 social science Prachi (India) Pvt. Ltd. 2019, Pg. 
109. 
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fn;k vkSj dkaxszl lektoknh ny dh LFkkiuk dhA 79 bl nkSjku xka/khokn ls 
vyx&vyx rcdksa dh jpuk gks jgh Fkh rFkk lqHkk"k cksl us xka/khokn ds jkLrs ls 
gV dj QkjoMZ Cykd dh jpuk dhA nfyr vkanksyu Hkh viuh xfr ls pyrs jgs 
ysfdu lcls rst vkanksyu jgk eksgEen vyh ftUuk ds usrR̀o esa eqfLye yhx dk 
lkEiznkf;d vkanksyuA yhx us eb 1937 esa gh la;qr izkIr fo/kku lHkk ds mipquko 
esa ^^bLyke [krjs esa gS** dk ukjk yxkuk 'kq: dj fn;kA [kqn ftUuk us vYykg vkSj 
dqjku ds uke ij cksV nsus dh vihy dh FkhA80 bl dky dh izHkko'kkyh ?kVuk Fkh 
fdlkku vkankyuksa dk rst fodklA  Hkwfeghu fdlkuksa ds cM+s&cM+s oxksZ esa jk"Vªh; 
vkSj oxZpsruk fodflr gqbZ blds vykok] mUgksus vius Lo;a ds oxZ laxBu] 'kgjh 
usrR̀o] dk;ZØe] ukjs vkSj >.Ms fodflr djuk 'kq: fd;kA Hkkjrh; fdlkuksa ds 
lpsru oxZ laxBu] vf[ky Hkkrjh; fdlku lHkk us vius mn~ns'; ds fy;s rS;kj 
fd;k Hkkjr lektoknh jkT; us fdlkuksa ds Lora= la?kZ"k laxfBr fd;s vkSj ,d 
Lora= bdkbZ ds :i esa jk"Vª ds fuekZ.k esa Hkkx fy;kA etnwjksa] fdlkuksa vkSj e/;e 
oxZ ds jktuhfrd lewg vf/kd ls vf/kd iz;Ru dj jgs Fks] D;ksafd muesa vf/kd 
jktuhfrd psruk vkSj Lora= laxBu dh rkdr bdV~Bh gks x;h Fkh] tks vc rd 
iwathoknh oxZ }kjk fu;af=r Fkh] tkx̀r jk"Vª Hkh vius Lora= ,oa lEiw.kZ fodkl dks 
ckf/kr  djus okyh ck/kkvksa ds iquZfuekZ.k dh viuh ekaxksa dks vf/kdkf/kd tksj&'kksj 
ls nck jgs FksA    
 
 

                                                        
79  A.R. Desai, p. 414  
80  fofiu pUnzk] Hkkjr dk Lora=rk la?k"kZ] fgUnh ek/;e dk;kZUo; funs'kky;] fnYyh 
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