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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 lyengar 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 | 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 Tyabiji,
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 | recall Non-Cooperation era of 1921, the image of a storm
confronts my eyes. From the time | became aware, | have witnessed numerous
movements, however, | 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."

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.

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. ©
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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.

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. ©

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 re?é)gnation of presidentship together with a constitution of the Swaraj
Party.

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.

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 Swara;'
Party on 1% January 1923, with the former as president and later as secretary.®

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. ©) Some
U.P. leaders attended the meeting as like Pandit Kapildev Malaviya and Pandit
Harkaran Nath Misra.

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

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 ba5|s of the incontestable right
of the people to secure such effective control. ¢

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.*® 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. ¥
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 17" February the Bengal
Legislative Council passed the resolution recommending to Government to
make provision in the Budget for the salaries of Ministers.*® 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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Uttara, Dhaka, Bangladesh

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 Hag at the Lahore session. It came to be known as
the Lahore Resolution. It was a historic moment.

Muslims attending would have seen as Hag’s roar was the demand for
Pakistan, comprising “independent states” in the northwest and east of British
India." 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.? Linlithgow’s policy was to refrain from

! Abul Kasem Fazlul; Sajahana Hug, 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.® 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 Hag 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 Haqg’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, Hag 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 Haqg’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.

¥ 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. Hagq 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, Haqg’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.”* 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. *With 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.° 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.” 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

* 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.

> Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10L

® Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10L.

" 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 Hag’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 Haqg 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.® 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.? Despite all these accusations even Hag
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?”°
Haqg’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.'* 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.”*2 This
vote of confidence had great impact on Herbert who called on Hag on 27
January and asked him to get “real Hindu support for a coalition

® Hindustan Standard, 6 January 1940, R/3/2/ 10, I0L

® Amrita Bazar Patrika, 6 January 1940

10 pid.

! Herbert to Linlithgow, 17 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10L. Herbert
once pointed out to Linlithgow that whenever money was needed Hug’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.”*® Therefore Sarkar’s resignation eventually had the effect of
making Hag, 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. '
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. His
statements, “In the best interest of the country the present deadlock must be
solved,” and “l 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.*®Herbert 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.'” Despite his Delhi
statements in January, or maybe to test Hag, 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 Haqg’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.’® In a couple of days, 24 February was
announced as the date for the meeting Hag 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 Hag 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

'3 Herbert to Linlithgow, 27 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 0L
 Herbert specifically told Hug that alliance had to be struck with the Hindus
even if they were based on “communal fundamentals.” Huq understood the
urgency of the situation.

> The Statesman, 5 February 1940.

16 Herbert to Linlithgow, 7 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 0L

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.*Shahabuddin,
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.””® 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.”* 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.?? 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.?® 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

¥ Herbert to Linlithgow, 6 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, I0L. 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, 10L.
2L Amrita Bazar Patrika, 10 February 1940.
22 Herbert to Linlithgow, 19 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 0L
2 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 Hag. 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 Hag to restore joint electorates to prove that his plea for unity was
genuine.?*In 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. » These deep seated grievances of the Hindus were
considerable obstacles in the way of Haqg’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 Hag.
Discussing Haqg’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 Haqg’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.?® Mookerjee also asked for
the modification of the Municipal Act by Haq’s government as a gesture of
goodwill towards the Hindus.?” 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

%% |bid., 16 February.

2> Edward Benthall, 20 February 1940. p14.

% |bid. p14.

%" 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.”® 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. > 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.** Haq continued to be patient with the Hindu Mahasabha
despite the fact that with no assurance of support from the Mahasabha, the
position of Hag’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.*? 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
Foothall Association (IFA) also retained his popularity.*®* 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.®* While these acts retained Haq’s popularity among
Muslim Leaguers, careful couching of his peace talks with Hindus, in a

%8 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.

2 Amrita Bazar Patrika, 21 March 1940.

%0 Ibid., 12 March Also 21 March, 1940.

%1 |bid., 17 December.

%2 Herbert to Linlithgow, 17 January 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL.

% 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.

% 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.>> Not getting a favorable response, Hag
went ahead and disclosed to Herbert his suggestion for a National
Government for Bengal.*® 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 Hag. 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.”*'Two, 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, “l have a
feeling that the CM is hatching something.” He explained that the Muslim
League was trying to increase its hold over Hag 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 Hag’s moves as
Chief Minister and third, the Muslim League’s ideology had no place for
Haqg’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 Hag was insecure about leaving
Nazimuddin behind as he might become more powerful. The same was
applicable for Suhrawardy.*® 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

% Herbert to Linlithgow, 10 July 1940, Linlithgow Papers, IOL.
% Herbert to Linlithgow, 13 July 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10L.
%" Herbert to Linlithgow, 22 June 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10OL.

%8 Herbert to Linlithgow, 19 February 1940, Linlithgow Papers, 10L.
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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 Hag would come to terms with the Hindus as he was “jealous of
the position of others.”* Jinnah’s controlling behavior from miles away also
caused resentment in Hag. To begin with Herbert had “indications” that Haq,
Nazimuddin and Suhrawardy thought Jinnah to be “obdurate

% Edward Benthall, 20 February 1940. p15
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Kanpur and Meerut conspiracy cases

and there consequences
Dr. Samar Bahadur Singh
Head, Department of History
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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 Shafig and Acharya.
Shafig 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, 1.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 18" 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. @ 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. ®

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. © 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.
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 peog)le by lawless and unscrupulous
depredators does not stand scrutiny. ® 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 Iem);th of shielding
rebels, outlaws, murders, free-boasters and other offenders.® 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, ™ put 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 .® 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. ©

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. " 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. ™V
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. )
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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. “® 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. ® 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, 19 and to execute it, the course of action as delineated by the
Governor General was to abrogate the Treaty of 1801. @©

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. " 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.”.(®

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 Nagi Khan that he
would be liberally awarded in case he succeeded in persuading the King to
accede to the wishes of the British Government. ®® 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.
@) 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 | say, | 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-

“l 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, | 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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Hkjr e ikirh; Lok;Uk& ik u dk fodkl

MKE 1oh.k dekj fllg

\ rnfk 05k ;krk
Lukrdklkj bfrgkl folkx 1Vuk dkyt
1Vuk fo*ofo Jky ;] 1Vuk

Hkjr e ikUrh; Lok;Uk&klu d fodkl d fy, 1935bE e fcfv'k 1ln
u xouelV wkQ bf.M;k ,DV ikl fd;kA bl vikfu;e d vulky ikrk e
Hekbu dk vir dj mUkjnk;h *kBu dh LFkiuk db xbA ikirk e }A%kBu dk
iko/ku 1919 bE d xouelV vkQ bf.M;k ,DV d Hjk fd;k x;k Fik] €k Hkjr
e mikjnkf;Roi.k "klu dh LFkiuk e |gyk dne FKA bI vf/kfu e d Hjk
dinh; rFk ikUrt; Bjdkjk d dk;{k=k d fotkk€u d mi"; 1 nk Iph cukb
xb&dUnh; Iph P ilUrh; TphA dinh; Bph e n* di Bj{k] onf'kd Bc/
n'k JkT;k d Bch] jy] Mkd vkj rij folkkx] vk;kr&fuskr dj] enk 1)fr]
nhokun vkj Qkenkjh dkuu] ued dj] vk; dj bR;kin fo'k; jLk x, rRk
ilrt; Iph d fo'k; F&'k{k] LFkuh; Lo*kkBu] Bkotfud LokLFk rFk fpfdREK]
[krn] ekyxtkjh) Bgdkjh Befr;k fhpkb] txy] ty] ify ] vkcdkjh bR;kfnA

1919bE d vf/fu;e gk Hkjr d BHd 1krk e FA&KkBu dk ikjEHk
fd;k x;kA mI le; Hkkjr e 10 ikir F&cxky] enkl] ctch] §;Dr ikr] cjel]
vklke] ithc] e/;&in’k fcgkj vkj mMhllk rFi mUkj&If pef |kUrA fcgkj e
Y& hu dk ikjetk 29 fnlEcj 1920bE di gvial bt Te; IR;Un ilin
flUgk fcgkj d xouj cu tk bl mPp in dk I'iftkr dju oky ier Hkjrh;
FA & kBu d 1ko/kku d vullkj ikrh; “kBu d fo'k;k dk nk oxk e ckVk
X;k&JHkr vk glrkrfjrA ji{kr fo'k; F& KfUr&);olFk dk;e jLkukl ifyl]
ty] U;k;] jkelo dk Bkr] dkj[kuk] Bekpkj 1=] Ikotfud _ .k ctV bR;kin
rF gerrer fo'k; F&fk{kk] ykd LokLF; rFk fpdeIk] m | kx] [kr]
Lok; Uk&"kk I ] leknu bR;knA ji{kr fo'k;k dk "flu xouj viuh dk;dkfj.k
ifj'kn d ijke’k B djrk Rk rFk gerrer fo'k;k dk *kBu xouj }kjk fu;Dr
fd, x, ef=;k d Mjk fd;k hrk Fika?
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IfPpnkun flUgk ef=;k dk vikd vikdkj Hh nu d i{kikrh FA mudk
dguk Fik }A&*KIu d nkkk dk nj dju d fy, i.k ilurh; Lok; W& kTu
viuok; g] € IHh BeL;kvk dk ,dek= lel/iu gA®

n'k dh c<rh gb jk'Vh; &pruk dk /;ku e jlkdj fcfv'k Bjdkj dk

We&Sklu d LFku 1 akirh;  Lok; Uk&™kkBu ykx djuk iMkA 1935b€ d
vikkfu;e Hjk mvhllk dk fegky 1 vyx dj ,d u;k 1lr cuk;k x;kA bl rjg
10 d LFku 1j vc 11 1r cu x,&cxky] enkl] ckcb] B;Dr ikr] fcgkj]
mMilK] e/; in*] itke] FIUVA] vklke vij mUkj&if'peh Bhek akrA bu BHb
irk e mUkjnk;h “kkBu dh 0;0LRk dh xb vkj cxky] enkl cEcb] 1;Dr ikr]
fcgkj wvkj vklke e igyh ckj f}rh; Inu dh 0;0LFk dh xbA 1935bE€ d
vikfu;e Fkjk dunh; Bjdkjk d chp e “kiDr;k d folktu dh riu Bip;k
cukb be 170 Ip] iUrt; Dph vkj Beorh BphA 1%; NBph d fo'k;
F&n'k dh j{K] ty&Fky PRk ok; Buk] onf*kd BECU/K] Mkd rkj foHkkx] fon*ih
0;kikj] wkskr fuskr dj] ued dkuu] enk&i)fr] tgktjkuh bR;kn rHk
ilrt; Iph d fok F&ify I fof/k&0;oLFK] f'k{i] €y] LFkuh; Lo™kklu] ykd
LokLF; rFk fpfdRlK] NfY] €xy] mRiknu] vk]kfxd fodkl bR kinA leort
Iph e nhokuh vkj Qkenkjh dkuu BEifUk dk mUkjkikdkjh] dy&dkj[iu] [kul]
Lekpkj&i= bR;kin fo'k; j[k x,A bl vi/kfu;e Hjk ;g iko/ku fd;k x;k fd
feorh Iph d fo'k;k i akirh; rFk dinh;&nkuk Bjdkj dkuu cuk Bdrh
FeA ftu fo'k;k dk Deko'k fdlh Ha Bph e ugh Fi| og fo'k; xouj&tujy d
vikdkj&fk= e n fn;k x;k € viu food d vulkj ilrh; ;k 1%; fdlh
Ho Bjdkj dk ml ij dkuu cuku dk vikdkj n Bdrk FkA b1 1dkj ikirk e
mUkjknk;h “Klu o LFkiuk d fy, B ikirh; fo'k; efl=;k d gifk e n fn,
X, tk foku eMy d ifr mUkjnk;h FkA

1935 bE d vfkfu;e d vullj tc puko djk; x;] rc dixl dk
fcgkj] enkll] e/;in% I;Dr ik rik mMhllk e icy cger ikir gviA fcgyj
fou& Itk dh dy 152 txgk e dixl 107 txgk 1j puko yMi felle 98
txg ml ikir gbA “kgjh {k=k dh ikpk txg rHk ngkrt {i=k di 73 e 68
txg dixl dk feytA bld vfrfJDr gfjtuk d 15 ij{kr LFkuk e 1 14
elyeluk d 7 LFkuk e 1 2 ij dixIh meetnokj pu x;A*

27 Qjojh 1 1 ekp 1937bE rd c/ik e dkxl dk dikfj.k dh cBd gb]
ftle fo/lu Ik d dikxIh InL;k d fy, ubfr fu/kkj.k gva bl cBd e ;g
fu.k; fy;k x;k fd dixlh InL; ;g é&;ku jkx fd dixl dk y{; 1.k
LojkT; gA bu InL;k dk uke dkxB 'k.k&i= d fufgr ilrkok dk ijk djku
dk Hh ;Ru djuk R fele yxku e def] vk;dj dh tkp] dk*rdkjk] cn[kys
jkduk] fd lkuk d dt&ekj dh def] neudkjh vi/fu;ek di Rekflr] jktubfrd
df?;k dh fjgkb] cjkexkyh dh Bel;k etnjk di n*ik e B/kkj bR;kin Ritefyr
FkA

24 ekp 1937bE dk fcgkj d jkT; iky ,eCthE gyV (M.G. Hallet) u
IOk flUgk o &k dkx D fokk;d ny d urk cuk; x, FA viuk efl=e.My
xfBr dju d fy, wkefl=r fd;kA IIN".k fRUgk u jkT;iky 1 Li"V dgk fd
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efl=e.My cuku d 1o d vk'oklu n fd mud o/kfud dk;k e gLr{ki ugh
djx] D;kfd ikirh; Lok;Uk&" kklu d virxr mlkjnk;h LokIh "kKlu gkuk
pkfg, t turk db bPNkquj pyA°

ftl ftu egten ;ul dk efl=e.My cuk mlh fnu 1Vuk e mud
fo#) in'tu g,A t;idk'k ukjk; .k clkou flg] jkeo{k cuniji] I;n “kg]
egten gchc] viny ckjf] dkerk ilkn flg] etj vglu] pUnkort noh| jkeorkj
xki] gfjxki] foln*ojh 10kn rFk €txnh'k djetd bl volj ij fxjIrkj fd;
X,A bld virfjDr jkextj e Ajuk nu d @e e flyko d y[kir flg rFk
de’oj "kek dk pkj eghu dh dkjkokl dh Btk feytA fcgkj d dix I urkvk
u o ;ul d vilrfje efl=e.My dk fojk/k fd;k €k folku BHk e cger ugh
dju d dij.k u ri ctV ikl djk Idrh b u dib dkuu cuk Idrh FibA’

21 tu 1937b€ dk ok; bjk; u viu ,d oDr0; e illrh; efl=e.My
rRk 1lurh; kT aikyk d dk; {= dk L'V djr g, cryk;k fd dkxl dh ;g
fdk fuey g fd jkT;iky efl=e.My dh ubfr rFk nfud 1°klBu e glr{k
djxA ikrh; Lo*kBu dk mi*; rk ;g g fd efl=;k d dk; {k= e jkT;iky
BkAg.k rfik efi=;k d ijke’k I gh die djx vkj mu eteyk e 1In d ifr
ugh] cfyd fo/ku BHkvk d ifr mUkjnk;h gkxA ok; Bjk; d bu Li'vhdj.k d
ckn 7 tykb 1937bE dk c/k e dixl dk;dkfj.kh dh cBd gb] ftle ;g
iLrko ikfjr fd;k x;k fd tgk efl=e.My cuku d fy, dixl dk vief=r
fd;k tk;] ogk og viuk efl=e.My cuk y] ijlr in xg.k d i"pkr bl ckr
dk 1jk /;ku sk tk; fd dixB d Hk.k&i= dk ijk&ijk dk;klo;u gkA
Qyri virfje er e.My u R;kx&i= n fnjk rAk 20 tykb 1937bE dk dix1
fok;d ny d urk JiN".k fIUg u efl=e.My dk xBu fd;{ ftle JnN".k
flg |/kkue i vuxgukjk; .k flg folk e=h rik I;n egen rrk txyky pi/Ajh

e=h cup’

bld ckn jkturfrd ;) cfin;k dhb fjgko dk 1*u Bjdkj d lkeu
VK KA gtkjh ckx ty d 12 jkeufrd cfn;k u H[k&gMrky dj niA JkT; iky
I ckr gb] ijir o IHh cfin;k dk ,d Dk eDr dju d ifrdy FA mudk
dguk Fik fd o ckjh&ckjh 1 iR;d Jktufrd cfin;k d vijkik dh tkp djk;x
vkj tp d ckn ,d&,d djd mudh fjgkb djxA bl ij JIN".k flg] ekykuk
vey dyke vktkn wvij vP;r iVo)u jkecfin;k dk Te>ku gtkjhckx ty
X;A mlg wvk'oklu fn;k xk fd mudh fjgkb ugn gkx] rk efl=e.My
R; kx&l— n nxiA rc dgh migiu H[k&gMrky Tekir diA’

egiRek xkekh u H cryk;k fd jktufrd cfin;k dh fjgko 1 “kfUr rfk
10;0LFk dk dkb [krjk ugh g] D;kfd o fcgkj d i/kkueU:h dk vk*oklu n
pd g fd fjgkb d ckn o lkell; ukxfjd dh rjg “kflri.k €hou 0;rir djx
vkj viun ekufld fopkj/gk dk ijofrr dj nxA 1937bE d gfjijk dkxl e
o dixD d v/;{k IHkpUn ckl u jktufrd cfin;k dh fjgkb dk i.kr;k
leFu fd;kA ckju u dgk fd jktufrd cfin;k dh fjgkb dk 1*u dixl d
nfud 1'klu d virxr vkrk gA jkT;iky dk dke efl=;k d fu.k; e gLr{ki
djuk ugh cfvd mlg fIQ Bykg&Htkj nuk gA 22 Qjojh 1937bE dk ok; Bjk;
u viuk ,d Li'vidj.k 1 lkfjr fd;kA feghj d i/kkuel=h rFk JkT;iky u
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vii l e fopkj&foe'k fd;k rFk jkT;iky u mu jktubfrd cfin;k dk fjgk dju
dk vin'k n fn;k feldh tkp 1/kue=h dj pd FA Qyrt fcgkj efl=e.My u
viul<0 R;kx&I= okil y fy;kA 19 ekp 1938bE rd jktclnh fjgk dj fn;
X;A

fcokj efl=e.My u Hfe&BEcU/k dkuuk e Hh B/kj fd;kA fo/kku DHK e
,d dkuu 1kl dj yxku dk %Vkdj 1911bE d Lrj rd fd;k x;k vkj yxku
dh cdk;k jde dk ekQ dj fnzk x;kA BkFk gh teflnkjk iy ;g 1frcl/k yxk;k
X;k fd yxku dh olyh e o neuiRed 1f@;k dk i;kx u djA bl ckr dk Ha
tko/ku fd;k x;k fd dN fo'kk volFk e dk*rdkjk dk yxku ugh tek dju
ij Hh cnfky ugh fd;k € IdriA tehu dh cnfkyh rih gk Bdrh Fih tc
teu [krh d fy, v;iX; Bkfcr gid ,d nlj diuu d Hjk 9 ifrtkr 1
vikd Gkt i ifrcllk yxk;k x;kA bld virflDr gfjtuk dh fk{k rrk
cfusknh %k 1j Hh fo'kk cy fn;k x;KA BHh fi{kk&ILFkvk e gfjtu
fo JkiFk;k dk nkf[ky gku d fy, ncko Mkyk x;kA 1937bE e ,d cfu;knh f*k{k
ckM dk xBu gvk vkj iVuk Viux Ldy dk cfu;knh Viux din e cny fn;k
X;kA bIh ok o;Ld Bkkjrk vknkyu Hb ikjetk fd;k x;kA bl 1dkj viy
1939bE rd fcgkj e o;Ld f'k{lk d 14259 din dk;e gk x;] ftue 319000
0;0r fk{kk 1ku yxA BkF gh b1 wvof/k rd 50 cfu;knh fk{lk Ldy Hh [ky
x;A" bl dky e VM ;fuju vilnkyu Ha rio gviA viny ckjil t;idk'k
ukjk; .k] clkou flg] ;kxUn “kDy] jkeo{k cunijh] fo*oukFk ekFkj] fd kkjh 1 Bkn]
cky*oj flg bld dkQh If@; InL; HA bld ckn LiE;oknh ny d yikxk u
fokiFk;k dk IxfBr dju dk dk; “k= fd;k rHk fofklu feyk e fo JkiFk;k d
vud viko'ku g,A” 193%bE e tc f}ri; fo'o;) gwvi] rc dixlh
efl=e.Myk I fcuk jk; fy; gh ok; Bjk; u ;9 kK dj nh fd Hkjr Hh ;)
e "lfey g] fehij dixl dk; Ifefr u [kn idV fd;kA dixd ;g pkgrh Fh
fd ;) d mi"; dk Li'V fd;k th;A vxj ;) dk mi*; ykdr= dh j{k
djuk g rk Hkjr e Hh ykdrkf=d 0;oLFk LFkfir gkuh pkfg,A 1jUr ok; Ijk;
d odr0; 1 dixl Ir'V ugh gvk vij 10 vDVcj dh viuh cBd e dixl
dk;&Mfefr u dixh InL;k dk vin'k fn;k fd 31 vDVcj rd o ef=e.My
I R;kx&1= n nA Qylozi IHh dixlh ef=e.Myk u viuk R;kx&i= n
fn;kA fcgkj d ifkue=h JIN".k flg u Hbé viu in 1 R;kx&i= ndj
efl=e .My dk Hx dj fn;kA™

fcVu vkj teuh d chp ghuokyh yMkb e fcfv'k Bjdkj u Hkjr dk
mldh turk dh bPNk dk tku fcuk gh “Kfey dj fn;k g vkj mlu , I
dk;okgh dn g rHk ,1 diu tkjh fd; g feud dkj.k 1krh; Bjdkjk d
vikdkjk e deh gkrh gA ;g fo/ku&MHk Bjdkj 1 vujkk djrh g fd og
Hkjr Bjdkj vk mid €fj; fcfvk 1jdkj dk Ifpr dj fd orefu ;) d
difkr mi*;k dk /;ku e j[kr g, Hkjrh; turk dk Bg;kx ikr dju d
iyiu 1 elyekuk vij vYil[;d oxk d fy, iHkoi.k Bj{k.kk d Bk
ykdri=okn d fH)Wrk dk Hkjr e ykx fd;k ;] Hkjr dh uhfr mBdh turk
Hk o fuldjr dn &k; vkj Hkjr dk , Bk Lok/ku jk'V' ekuk &k;] fEl viuk
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Ifo/ku Lo; cuku dk vi/kdkj gkA gk rd rikdifyu kao e Itko gkA bl
fDWr dk Hkjr d orelu "lu e Ha i;Dr fd;k €, A"

20 ekp 1940bE dk jkex< e vf[ky Hkkjrh; dkxl dk vi/ko™ku ekykuk
vcy dyke vitin d IHkifrRo e gviA viu v/;{; HK'%.k e vitkn u
cryk;k fd tkjr dk fcuk mBdh bPNk d gh yMib e /dy fn;k x;k gA ge
fcfV'k DkekT; dk fot;h cukdj viuh xyket dh vof/k dk c<tuk ugh pkgrA
1937bE e geu Hg;kx d fy, &k VLFk;h gkFk c<k;k FA jkex< dix T e i.k
LojkT; dh ikir dk y{; cryk;k x;k rFk 0;Ld erkkdkj d viikj ij puh
gb Hfo/ku BHk Fjk n*k dk Bfo/kku cuku 1j cy fn;k x;KA BkRk gh n' di
turk 1 vihy di xb fd og xkéh d urfo e Hioh 1%k d fy, r;kj dja®
egk;) dn H;djrk dk n[kr g, dixl dk;dkj.kv d 7 tykb 1940bE dk
iuk dh viur cBd e fcVu dk Ig;kx dju dk fu'p; fd;kA ijir bl
Ig;kx dh nk ie[k "kr Ff] iFke fcVu ;g Londkj dj y fd ;) d i'pir
Hkjr dk 1.k Lok/kurk inku djxk| f}rh;] din e vfoytc ,d vLFk;h 1jdij
cu] fele IHh nyk d ifrfuf/k Hkx yA dixl dh ekx dk /;ku e j[kr g, 7
vxLr 1940b€ dk Hkjr d ok; Bjk; yiM fyufyFxk ,d oDri; i lkfjr fd ;]
fele migku Hkjr dk y{; vkifuof'kd LojkT; cryk;kA migku %k.k dh fd
;) dn dekflr d ckn fefv'k Bjdkj ,d Bfefr cuk;xi] fele Hkjr d jk'vh;
thou d I Te[k rRok dk ifrfuf/kRo gkxk vkj og Rfefr Hkjr d Hikon
Ifo/kku dk fuek.k djxhA ok; ijk u ;g Hh dok fd fcfvk Bjdkj , Ih fd I
Ijdij dk B0k gLrkrfjr ugh djxi Hkkjl’ d jk'Vh; thou dk dkb
eghoi.k vx Lotdkj dju d fy, r;kj u g bl ckr 1 bdkj ugh fd;k &
Idrk g fd 1935bE d vikfu;e d }kjk €1 1lrh; Lor=rk db cgkyh g;h
og viu vii e ,d egfoi.k dne FK yfdu ;g [;ky xyr g fd ikrh;
Lok; Uk “kkBu tlurk e 1.k mUkjnk;h “kkBu dk LFkfir dju d vk'; T cuk;k
FKA
Itk ¢
1- TIEVIbE Vhou] fegkj .M mMhBk bu 1921] 1Vu] 1922] iE€&01
2 oghl 1€&3
3 IfPpnkuln fRUGK gk;kdh vkj ikiofl™k;y vkVkukeh ¢ fgUnLrku fj0;] viy 1925] 1€&237
4. , 1E,e€ olf] fegkj bu 1936&37] 1Vuk 1937] 1€&6&7
5- d(Ed(E nlk YiMe eoelV bu fcgkj] [k.M&2] 1€&2838286
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Kjgr Lri e mRdh.k dyk d vuie n*;

MO Inhi “kek
vil0 ikQIj diut]
uv] ih, p&Mo
"ix dkyhu efrdyk dh BUnj ,0 egRoi.k Bkexh oky ijgr d Lri dk
idi’k e yku dk J; dfu”e egkn; dk gA tkjgr e dfk d n* k dk vdu
dyk d mN'V ueuk d zi e ikir gkrk gA Hjgr dh ofndk ,0 rkj.k ij
fofflu 1dkj dh efr;k dk vdu WR;fkd dykRed <x I fd;k x;k g fell
ix dkyhu ykdthou dh >kdh 1j BUnj idk™ iMrk gA ifp= B[ ;k&01%
jgr e ¢) thou 1 NEcflkr vud n*; ;Fk & egkftkfu'@e.k] Bcki/]
lkepd ioru] egkifjfuck.k ,0 mud thou pfjr 1 Mecfikr vi; db n®;k
,0 thrd n";k dk vdu cM HUnj <x I ikr gkrk gA bld vfrfjDr ;gk
;{k&;{k] L=h nork] ukx] nork] ik 1f{k;k dk Hh vdu ikir gA
k& { 1tk ,o {k d dY;kkdkjh L0 fouk'kdkjh sik dk fo"kn o.ku
tkphu BkfgR; e akir gkrk gA ;{kk dk ty dk ,d ie[k nork ekuk x;k g
ty e ik.k rRo dh mRiflk dk fopkj ikpiu BkgR; e co/k ikir gkrk gA vij
delj Lokel® dk er g fd ;{ik d ek/;e 1 bl fopkj/Mjk ok i;kr zi |
ifjp; fn;k x;k gA Hkjor d Hjk rij. kk ij mkj e dcj ;{k dfljk {kk1 b rFk
nf{k.k e fo <d dh efr gA tcfd blh ;x d Hkph d pkjk Hj rkj.kk 1j ;g
efr;k T;k fd R;k cph gb gA
jgr e mkj d Lrtk 1j vedkyd ;{ ,o pUnk;{K] 1oh rkj.k ;k
LrEtk 1 En®kuk;{k] nf.k rkj.k sk Lretk 1j foz<d ;{ d Dk xfxr ;{k
,0 pdokd ukxjkt rFik 1f'peh rij.k d ,d Lrttk 1j Rfpyke ;{k ,o0
flfjeknork dh x<dj d<h gb efr;k gA ; Ith ;{k efr;k okgu ;Dr g wij
LFkud enk e g vtdkyd d vfrijr IHh ;{k d gkFk uelLdkj enk e feyr
gA dcj dk okgu ,d okeu fckuki uj gA vtdkyd dk okgu [iMr g fdir
bid vo'kk 1 quu efL;kk Bfgr uj&vikNfr dk Kku gkrk gA xfxr rfik
lic'k dk olgu xt ¢ ka for<d d okgu LFku 1j ou[kM vidr g wkj
Ifpyke dk ,d ofndk ij [kM g, fn[k;k x;k gA bu ;{k e dcj] foz<d

© dekjLokel] ;{rt fEYn&2 i'B&13] 14] 55
Kanpur Philosophers ,1ISSN 2348-8301 ,Vol. V11, Issue I, June 2020

DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.30028.23684  Page | 42



vkj lfpyke d uke ck) kagR e Hh ikir gkr gA c:vk d vulkj ijgr
di vedkyd ;{k vkj mnku* e of.kr ikok d vtdykid ;{ ,d gh g vr!
blg ;{k itk dh LFkkuh; ajEigk @ BEcfl/kr djuk vikd mi;Dr |rhr gkrk gA
vkj {kf.k;k e pUnk;{k dk ,d ofk d Bk nk; gkFk 1 mldh d k[ dk
idM g, rFkk ck; gk o 1j 1 bld ru dk 7kj g, vidr fd; kx kg vij
utp ,d edj e di viifr bld oigu d :i e gA nli {k Inluk t
edjokgu ij [kMh viuk nkfguk gkFk Aij mBk rtun ij db vij Idr
djrh gb vidr gA vk ; nkuk uke ;f{;k d vite In; 1 BEcfUkr
fo*okl dh vkj Idr djr gA

ijgr e 10 fn"k e cukb xb Arjk'vV dh efr vc fo]eku ugh gA bl
I{h 1 ;g Mpr girk g fd Hjgr Lri d rkj.kk i db ykd norkvk d
B ka fnkkvk d pkj ykdikyk dh Bfuf*pr fLFfr Fh feldk mYy[k cb)
IkfgR;™ e pregkjkitd nok d :i e feyrk gA bl idkj tjgr dh bu ;{k
efr;k di] dyk 1jEijk dh nf'V I vf}rh; egRo gA
nork ‘&Hkjgr d LrEtkk 1j mRdh.k EHh nork efr;k fl=;k dh g mnkgj.k
Loz 1 fHfjek nork pydkdk nork ,o egkdkdk norkA fRfjek 400 Jh ek
y{ef] tk ykd dh ikphu noh Fib bud vdu dh fo*kkrk budh Lrt/k [kMh gb
enk FA fEle nkuk i dN ckgj dh vij fotfMr I fn[k, tr gA ifp=
[ ;k&02h wifj;kulnux< I feyh gb ekrnot dh efr e Hh ;gh y{k.k g ,0
vij Hi vud e.efr;k e ;g igplu feyrt g fd ;gh ikpiu ekrdk noh FiA
vij Hjgr e bl not dk th Lozi fodflr gvk og bI idij g & dey d
QYyk 1j [iMh gb ;k deyou e cBh gb ,d IUnJ h efr d Aijh Hix e
nk gk bl viofer AV 1 Luku djk jg gA® ifp= I[ k&03] 04hpydkdi]
egkdkdk ; nk NkVh vkj cMh dkdk nork Fki] ; |fi dkdk dk vF g & cxyi]
xgxk/kk k fNidyf] HiM;k ;k e<dA fdir ;g me[kuh; g fd bu nk norkvk

e[kkar IUnj L= efr K db g Vkj efr e mudk xi/k 1 dkb BEcU/k uzg

gA iFke efr e pydkdk {kndkde nork dk ,d v'ikd ofk dh "K[kk idM™]
ckeglr ,0 in 1 bldh My dk voxiBr fd g, vidr fd;k x5k g uhp
b1 dk okgu xt gA efr vud oL=kk'k.k 1 ver OA ifp= I[ k&051/z nljh
efr egididk dh g & bldk ck;k gk ck;h €% i wvkfidr g wvkj mBk gvk
nkfguk gifk f1j ij gA®

10 ctekgu C;kI u egkdkdk dh efr dk ukxkn egkjkt d egy e
yxh gb << fudkyk g] fel 1dkj dk*fh e ygjkohj vkj oYykonj ; nk ;{k
nork vtk rd 1t tkr g] blgh dh rjg Nkvh cMh dkdk nfo;k FkA

“ni% fudk;] 3] 197 wkj vix egklle; Brr] nifudk;&2-258
2 vkVkukfV ; BUK
“dfue ,0] fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 231
“dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 23
“dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 20
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ukx & tkjgr d vduk e ukxk d db n*; g Vkj fofHkUu /kek d ikphu XUk
e Hh vud ukxjkekvk rFkk ukx yid d Intk ikir gkr gA®

e ukxk d ,d n"; e ou[M fLkkr ,d dVh d Ikeu fdlh €Vk;Dr
riLof ij |ka Dr ukx d okrkykl dk n*; gA”

e nlj e ukxjktk oz .k budh iRuh foeyk rFk di;k bjnrh d vdu gA
ftle ukx nEiflk dk viu jktikln d THk Hou e cBI gvk fnfkk;k
x;k gA®
o iluftr LrtHk i 1[;kr ukxjktk ,jdi= dh dFk dk n*; vidr %
th hifjokj chikofk dh itk djr g, ff[k; Xx; gA
Ifp= 1 ;k&06k
o epfyln ukxjkt dk vdu ,d w; n* £ tk fd ¢) dh 1kndk ,0
ckike .M ;k ofndk d {kk dj jg gA ;0 dFrk Hjgr d vfrfJDr
Tkph ,0 vejkorh d Lrik ij Hbo mRdh.k gA
Hjgr e ukxk dk mud LokHkfod wFkok ekuoh; =] nkuk gh idkj 1
vidr fd;k x;k gA ekuoh; =1 e vidr ukxk dk |kak vkj ukxh dk ,d
Q.k I ;Dr fuzfir dju dh ijijk loekl; FbA Hjgr d ,d viU; n*; e ,d
f=dk.kd pde* d vrxr ruQuk ukx dk vdu g ,o0 IiFk e nk flg Fril
Lr gifih ou[k.M e fn[lk, x; gA™ wkj nffk.k rkj.k }kj d LrEdk ij Hh ukx
pdokd dh efr mRdh.k gA fp— I[;k&07%
vIbjk & ; |fi viljkvk dh ekl;rk ofnd ;x e gh py iMh Fih D;kfd _ Xon
e mo*kh ka %rkph dk mYy[k g] vri kxdky e Hi Hjgr d dyk vfo; tdk
u vytcl] fedd™] Inkuk rFk BHnk uked pkj viljkvk dn efr;k ukekdu
Ifgr cukb vkj bl n*; dk nok d uk; ,o xir dk IvVvd mRlo dgk gA
vU; nork '&vIBjK ;{k nork rFk ukxk d virfjDr Hjgr d n*;k e fo|kkj]
fdluj ,o Bi.k Ha fuzfir fd; x; gA li.kk dk ,d vdu Loxk d fofHlu
norkvk d Bk fd;k x5k g ij nIJ vdu e blg |[k rik 1PN leflor -
I infr fdzk x:k gA® Hjgr d fdluje dk vdu rdddj; tird d ,d
idj.k e ir gkrk g ftle jktk d I ,d fdiuj ;xy vidr g ftud
div in'k 1 Aij di v eu';k thk g] ulp dk Hkx [kMr g fdr i.k
vicr ik x;k gA*

“ Qkxy] bf.M;u TolVykj] ykbMu I idkf*kr
“dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 47-1 n*; dh igpku ef.kn.Mtkrd
I ;k&253% 1 dh xb gA
“dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 18
“dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 14
*dkyk , IOI 0 Hjgr ofndk] fp= 26
o dfu’?ke] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 281
2 dfu”e] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 32] 6] 5
*dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 27-12
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jgr d ,d tkrd vdu e fo!k/kj dk fuzi.k g czovk fllgk u bl
n"; dk TeXxxtird dk n"; dgk gA> vkj blIh J[kyk e xUko dk Hn ,d
vdu HKjgr d bin*fkyxgk uked n*; e feyrk g bldh viNfr [kiMr g fdUr
bl ,d oh.kk Bfgr fn[lkyk;k x;k g €k xUkok dn BkfgR; wvuekinr Ixhr
fi;rk dk bfxr djrk gA ykd thou e ipfyr vud rRdkyhu ykd fo®okllk
vkj vud vU; norkvk ;k futu difV d norkvk d iHko dk ifjp; Hjgr d
vduk e feyrk g vij ;ok d IHh vdu cM gh Btho ,0 Bkj xftkr g] ftue
ml ;x d ykd thou d n"fu vuk;kl gh gk tkr gA
ekuo ox i&bld vrxr jktk ,o0 Mfed iz dk vdu fd;k x;k g &
jkek & bl n*; Hjk ;0 n[lk;k x;k g fd dk%y d jkek 1luftr ¢) d
n°kukFk vk; vkj budh onuk dj jg g] o jFk e cB Nokjh d vkx vidr gA
bIh n*; e og 1.;"kyk Hh vidr g tk 1luftr u JkoLrh e cuokb Fi] €k
neftyh bekjr gA,d vU; n*; e grkh 1j Bokj jkek vKkr'k= ytc tyl d
vkx vkr g, fn[k, X; g vk gLR;kjkgh Bekv gkrh I mrjdj vxtfy enk e
otklu dh olnuk djr g, [k, x; gA ifp= 1] ;k&08%
Mfed i:'% &bl n*; e oYdy/kjh tfVy ifjoked viuh i.kkykvk d vix
cB g, g vij viugk= djr g, fn[k, x; g] fell Li'V g fd ; ykx viku
itk ,o ;K djr HA ,d w; n"; e ni% rilh uked ifjoktd ftld
eLrd ij tVk tV g] fLRj vklu e cBk gvk viu f'k";k dk onk/;u djk jok
g feldh glr enkvk I Kkr gkrk g fd og onk dk d.BLF djku okyk Jki=;
v/;kid gA mijlor of.kr n*;k 1 ,d ckr fuf*pr Kkr giri g fd Kjgr d
kY1 ;k e efuoh; WKNfr wkj Jeoklh ifjoktdk dk vidr dju di 1jh {kerk
Fih vkj ;fn o pkgr rk Bjyrk 1 ¢) dh ekuoh; VkNfr Hh cuk Idr F ijir
blgku Tfre/k sk esknk d dkj.k diki b1 idkj dk fopkj gh ugh fd ;KA
'k i&tkjor e 1'kvk dh viNfr;k dk vdu nk idkj I g] i1Fke Loktkkfod 1%
vij f}rh; dfYir 1'% ;k bokexA f}ri; idkj d thok e Ni{kflg] 0;ky]
0'kePN tyH ;k tyePN] exjePN] eNyh dh iN d Bk exj dh VkNfr vifn
Kjgr Lri dh efrdyk e feyr gA tjgr d rij.k dh fo’k'krk budh cMfj;k
d nkuk xky fhjk 1j cuh exjePN dh wviNfr;k g ftud e[k [ky vk PN
xkykb e gA blg fk*kekjf'kjt dgk Ekrk FkA*™ ifp= I[;k&09% bId virfjdr
Lolkkfod =1 e LFy tlr] ty tlr] jxu oky] vkdk'kpkjh €lr ,o0 fxygjh
rik ddMk vifn dk vdu gA 1'kvk e flg] xt] v'o] c'ftk] cjkg] ex] Ixky
IHiM; ke €] foMky] dUk] [kjxk'k] cUnj] fcYyh] HM Rk iffk;k e k™ ktxyn
crk] gl] dddV] dkd] rFk e;j viin dk vdu mYy[kuh; gA jxu oky
tirvk e fNidyh vij Ti rfik ty LRy tlrvk e e<d] dPNi rFk mn
IAnfoyioh dk vdu gAtkjgr e bu tho tlrvk dh VKNfr;k INfril) I
irir gkrh gA Hgjgr d fkfYi;k dk cnj vkj gkAd dh Hkoi .k VKNfr;k cuku e
fo'k% B1Qyrk feyh gA tjogr d f%fYi;k u i*kvk dk mud Lokkkfod =i 1

*cutekko c-wvk ,o0 flUg Hjgr bilL@I*l] i"B&8I 1 vikx
* vxoky okIno “kj.k 'f*k*kekjf'kj* y[k €0vkbOvk0,0 1939 tuYl wkQ
bf.M;u BkBk;Vh vkQ vifj;.Vy ViV tu fnlEcj] 1934
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vdu cMh prjrkiod fd;k g D;kfd tc ge bu VENfr;k dk n[kr g rk ikr
g fd& fhgk dn vkNfr;k vkti.k g ftue bud 1"V *jhj] xtu djr g, e[
ri[k nkr] v;ky jOr fkjk, vkj 1t Lokfod -1 B n'k; Xx; oA Hjgr e
gkfFk;k dk vdu cgr iHko™kkyh g vkj blg 1R;d IHo enk e fn[kk;k x;k g
tl & ofik dk m[kMr g,] viut IM I viuh ihB 1j wkut mNkyr g,] pR;
;k ckifko{k dh 1tk djr g,] ekY;ki.k djr g, bR;knA Hjgr e mRdh.k nk
n"; ,1 g ftue dN cnj txyh gt dk idMdj ekv jLI 1 ckikdj gl
[kIh y €k jg oA lfp= B[ ;k&10MHkjgr e gh cgokfLrd U;xkFk ofk dk mYy [k
vk;k g ble Ng gkiFk;k dk ofk d utp fLFkr vklu dh itk djr g, fn[k;k
x;k gA% Hjgr e cinj] gifh vij eu”; riuk ,d nlj d I feydj db
fofp= gkLi.k n*;k dh “kHkk c<k jg gA ok 1j okFkh dh gh Hkfr exk dh Hi
fofflu enkvk dk vdu ikir gkrk gA vikdk'kri ex Begk dk pR;k d fudV
cB ;k [M g, mRdh.k fd;k x;k gA bue 1 ,d n*; e ikp exk dk nk flgk
d I ,d pR; dh fofflu fn"kkvk e cB g, mRdh.k fd;k x;k g tk pR; d
ifo= viglited okrioj.k dk Li'V djrk gA® byigicin d Ixgty; e ,d
[Mr A"k Hix g fele ofk d ulp nk exk dk fn[kyk;k x;k gA 1°kvk d
BUnkk e ckujk 1 BEcfl/kr vud Jkpd n*; Hjgr e vidr g tk mYy[kuh;
gA gk 1j riu 1]Edk \QYyk dk %jk: 1 ikir AN n*; ,1 g ftue IHor}
,d oh dFk 1= d riu BUnHk dk vdu gAiFke n*; e clujk Hjk ,d xt
dk idMu dk vdu g vkj f}ri; n*; e xkr ctkr g, ckuj gkh dk vd*
d Igkj y thr g, [k, x; g ifp= D[;k&10t rFk rilj n*; e ,d ek<
ij cB ;{k d nkr 1 c/k jTt dk gkrh [kprk gvk fn[k;k x;k gA ifp=
I[;k&11h wij ;{k d NREe[k ,d vklu 1j fojkfer okuj ;{k d u[k dkv jgk
gA chujk d N ;{k dk vdu] d'%.k&dkytu ,d ofndk LrEtk 1j eFkjk
Ixgky; I ikir gvk g] ble ,d ckuj fdlh myd dk ,d vkj p{k fujhfk.k
dj jok g nljk ckuj ,d uXu ;{k dh vkj VIN'V g wij ;{lé viuh VK[ 1]
giFk j[k gA okIno “kj.k vxoky u bl fpfdRlk n*; eluk gA®

kjgr di efrdyk e v'ok dk vdu Hh foffllu n*;k e ikir gA
iluftr Hjk ¢) 1tk d n*; e v'ok dh foftklu Nfo;k ikir gkri gA bud
virfibor dN vU; n*;k e Hi v'okjkfg;k dk vdu gA* dfude u ftlg
lefjd n*;k 1 BEcflkr fd;k gA blh d BkFk gh o'k dk vdu Hjgr e
Lor=rk d Bk 1kir gkrk g] ,d n*; e ,d Ifjrk e [kM otk d cle Hikx e
nk Ixky vidr gA rFk o'tk 1%V dk vdu Hb nk n*;k e ikir gkrk g] blle
c'tik d ijLij foe[k cBu dh Loktkfod enk dk cMk gh wkti.k vdu g
fel 1 dykdkj dh 1°k Lotko d fujifk.k dh {kerk dk Li"V Kku gkrk gA

*dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 15] 30
s'czvku bl 0;7% thrd® 1 RecfUkr fd;k gA
dkil] vitky [k B[ ;k ch0&68]
c-vi fEYn] 2 i"B 113 T VikxA
®vxoky] oklno "kj.K Hkjrh; dyk] 1"'B&149
* dfue] ,0 fn Lri vkQ Hjgr Qyd 32] 6] 5
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;0 ij ,d vi; n*; e ,d egiliefnd tir feglefl;h eu';k 1 Hjh
uko dk viu tcMk I pck jgk g vrt ;gk ij dykdkj u BFokgk d IdV dh
mRdV fohkif'kdlk ok cMk gh iHkoi.k vdu fd;k g] €k “kx dkyhu ykd thou
dk BUnj mnkgj.k iLrr djrk gA
itifplg sk irtd '&tkjgr e c) dh efr dgn Ha ikir ugh gb g fdr Lri]
kep@] ckf/ko{k] pj.kikndk pM] A" f=jfu wkin ck)fplgk dh itk d
vud n*; gA ; irld fplg riu idkj d gkr Fk &

"kjhtjd & tl c) d iy dn Akr, vFkr mudh viLF;k] HLel] d* ,
Nfrru[kA

mnnfkd & Lri vifn tk xkre c) vFok io dkyiu c)k dh Lefr e cuk;
thr FA

ikfjHkixd & c) d futh 0;ogk) e ykb xb oLrvk di itk d fy, fufer
Mfed LFkuA €l & chkifkeM tgk ¢) u cBdj ckf/k wkir dn) fH{kik=] mudh
pMk fEld fy, nok u B/kek Itk e pMkeg uked mRlo euk;kA ofk ,0 Qy
bIh J[kyk e Hjgr e vidr Iimidhf.krk o{ik dk mYy[k g €k futuor g &
oVofk '& dk*;i c) dk ckifkofk

Hjgr d db n*;k e bl ofk dk BUnj fp=.k gvk gA fo'kkri ,d n";
e tok txyh gkt bl ofk dk 1tk djr n[k, x; g fel 1j ;9 y[k g &
cgr B gkfFk;k dk U;xKkFk 5k cki/kofkA

mnkcj & dudefu dk cki/kofk

ikvly & c¢) foifLeu dk ckifkofk

Hjgr e bl ofk dk Qyk I ynk gvk fn[k;k x;k gA

"kyofk & c) fo"keHk dk ckf/kofk

fkk & ¢) ddPNUn dk cki/kofk

mijior ofik dk vdu uke Ifgr g] bul ikptu =D[keg dk ck) /ie e
LotNr Lozi idV gkrk g vij blgh ofik d BkFk ikpbu m]ku @iMkvk dk leg
fn[k;k x;k g ftue QYy dlfer ofik d utp fL=;k fofok @Mk, djrh g
ftlg Am|ku @Mk dgk tkrk gA bue 1 dN @Mk d ke bl idkj g &
"fyeftdk ,0 v'kkd "1 1pkf;dkA budk vdu tkjgr dh ofndk ij Hh g Vkj
d'k.k ;x d ofndk LrEHk i rk cgr gh vi/kd gA tkjgr e dN , 1 ofik dk
i vdu g feudh cy[krh gb Vgfusk 1 d.kd.My] gkj] dB] cigoy ;]
djfkul] uij vifn Hifr d vk yvdr g, fn[k, g vk dgh ij
eY;oku mkjh; ,0 wikol= mlh idkj yrj dh e eMd I tle yr g,
fnk, x; g vkj dob 1j efnjk 1 Kj g, TulQy rk dgh yk{kjkx I Hj g,
vieQy dh viNfr d k= gA ;ok ij dvgy dk vdu blfy, gvk D;kid
ble efnjk di x/k gkrh g vij vie yi{ikjix €1k ghrk gA ifp= 1[;k&12&274
tcfd bl idkj d dYiof{kk dk o.ku mUde dh i*kBk e vkrk g bl idij

;g Kkr gkrk g fd tulk/kj.k mkjdz d n'fu d fy; ykykf;r jgrk FkA
vydj.kRed fplg ‘&Hjgr e vydj.k d -1 e dey d QYyk dk vdu
cgrk;r g mnkgj.k Loz i defknj ;{k d e[k ;k ukitk 1 fudyrh gb dey dhb
yrk ifp= D[ ;k&28] 29] 30inoh d pkjk vkj Befir deyekyk ;k dey d
flky g, QYyk I cuh gb i]ekykA ;ok d f'kYi;k u vydj.k e 1]ekyi]
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i) i|dfydk vkj i]i=k dk fo'k'k LFku fnsk gA bl idkj d vydj.k
di Idr nork d fy, HNgl= 1"ik di ekyk lefir djuk R fel
'fdxtyfduh* Hh dgk thrk FkA gk AN vydj.k bl idy vidr g fd
ekrnoh d Jh p@ d pkjk vkj >er g, gkfFk;k dh xtifDr ifp= 1] ;k&3L%
vFok Bidk fhgk di J.kAlfp= B[;k&32 i1.k%V Hh ekxfyd fplg Fik vkj
midk Hh "K'k LFku 1§ jLkdj LBk LRKfir fd;k €krk FGA HKjgr e deyk 1
VYNr 1.k%V ij not Jh y{eh dk Loz fn[k;k x;k gA Jh y{eh fo*o dh
ekrnoh Fh wvkj 1.k%V fo'o dk irhd F bR idkj nkuk dk HO; B3k
efrdkjk Hjk dfYir fd;k x;kA Hjgr d fYisk u i.kdetk vkj ekrnoh d
irid dk cgr gh Wnj -1 e vidr fd;kALri dk fuek.k dju oky egkLFkifr
LrEt] 1.k%V] egkpd] pkj vthu; 1% Jh y{el] ckikeM wiin irtdk d
egRovkj vitkik; 1 Hythkfr ifjfpr Fo vrt blgku bu vydkj.kk dk vdy ;k
1;0r -i 1 vidr fd;k vkj blgh 1 wkjfEtkd Hkjrh; fkYidyk dh ckjg
[kMh cukb xb] feldh fyfi tjgr] Bkph) ckk x;k vejkorf] eFkjk vikin d
Lrik vkj rij.Kpjk 1 fkYikfidr gA

1 Unkk
dfue] ,0 i fn Lri vkQ Hjgr
dekj Lokeh] vkuln] dO i bUVKMD™ku V bf.M;u WkV] fnYyh]1966
Hkékpk;] cho i biM;u cHLV vikbdkukxkQn
cuth] €0,u0 i fn MoyielV vkQ fgln vkbdkukxkQh
ckdiQj] , y0 b vyh bf.M;u LdYipj) okY;e &l
vxoky] okIno "kj.k i Hkjrh; dyk] okjk.klh] 1970

LVMhE bu bf.M;u wkV] okjk.kH]1965
c:-wvi] ci0,e0 i Hjgr ,LIDV vkQ ykbQ ,.M wkv
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fp= I[;k 31t xtifdr dk vydj.k

fp= B[k 320 Nifk flgk o J.4
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cUny[k.M im010% e xk/hoknh vikinkyuk dk bfrgkl n'fu
nx'k dekj "IDyk
"Wk Ni= bfrgkl
00, 10, 10MI0 dky't dhuij

ciny [k.M Hkjr d an; in% d -1 e thuk tirk g tk fd
fcfvikdky e 1;Dr wvkj e/; ilr d e/; fotkftr gk X;kA oretu e
cny[k.M e dy 13 fty g ftue 7 mRrj in* tcfd 6 e/; in'k e vir g
iLrkfor v/;;u e clny[k.M d mRrj in' d Hkx dk fy;k x;k gA blhfy;
tc ge mirj in“ d clny[k.M dh ckr djr g rk bB1 gekjk riRi; mu
lr ftyk thyku] >kI0 yfyrij] gehjij] egkckl cknk fp=dV 1 gkrk gA
m0i0 e clny[k.M {k= dk ,d fof*k'V LFku gA viu ikpu Re; 1 gf
cUny[k.M imOi0k ohjrk ,o0 'kk d fy; fo[;kr jgk gA ciny[k.M im0i0k dk
bfrgkl “kk;] BkgH] R;kx rFk LorU—rk dh Hkouk I BEcfUkr jgk gA ,gk dh
IBkjh tyok; rFk foke ifjfiLRfr;k d dkj.k yixk e dfBu ifjde rFik
LorU=rk dn Hkouk icy joh gA blnfy; ;ok d ykx ge'tk IRrk d WU;k; d
fo:) I%% djr jg oA ;ok d ykxk u ge'lk d fy; fdlh fon"h d Rkeu
virkelei.k ugh fd;kA fcfV*k DkekT;oknh ubfr d fo:) tc 1j Hkjr e BA%
ok jg Fk rk ciny[k.M im0i0k e Hh B%'k gk jg HA vxth “kludky e
VikFkd "Kkk rRk Bkekfed wUsk; ,0 thrh; fo)'k dh i'Bikfe e bl n' e
JEVh; viklnkyu gk jg FkA 1919 1 1947 rd dk Te; xkkh ;x dgykrk gA
Hkjr d Lok/Murk vilnkyu dk urfo bl le; BEi.k n'k e egkRek Xk dj
jg FKA mudk iHko BEi.k n'k e FKA cUny[k.M Im0i0k Hh egiRek xk/ih d
ifko 1 VwNrk ugh FA xkMoknh viinkyuk e cUny[k.M im0i0% dh egRoi.k
Hfedk JgnA egiRek xk/fh u viu jktuhfrd thou dh "k-okr 1916 1 dh FiA
mudk 1Fke HK'k.k fEle "Lojktr “iin dk 1;kx fd;k Fik 1916 e cukjl fgln
forofolky; e fn;k x;k kA 1920 d ukxij d vifko'u e Hkjrh; jK'Vh;
dixl u mlg viuk urk Lotdkj djd mud urRo e vfglhk iod LojkT; dhb
ikflr dk IdYi fd;k FkA cUny[k.M im0i0% e xk/oknh vilnkyuk dk bfrgkl
WVR;Ur xkjo'kkyh gA xkih €h d iHko d dkj.k ciny[k.M im0i0k dh efgykvk
etnj] fdlkuk ,0 vie ykxk u vilnkyuk e c< p< dj Hkxinkjh dh wij
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xk/khoknh vkUnkyuk e egRoi.k ;kxnku fn;kA xkAhoknh wvinkyuk e vig;kx
viinkyuk] Bfou; wvoKk wviinkyu wkj Hkjr NkMk wvilnkyu ie[k gA bu
viinkyuk e clny[k.M im0i0% d ykxk u dne 1 dne feykdj ;kxnku fn;kA
fnlEcj 1919 e xk/M th d vIg;kx vilnkyu d viogu ij clny[k.M im0i0k
e bldh ifrf@;k vkjetk gk x;hA ble clny[k.M d IHh fty itkfor g;A
>kIh genjij] cknk feyk dh bl vilnkyu e egRoi.k Hfedk jghA >kih fty
e ViRekjke xkfoln [kj] jAukFk fouk;d /ydj] y{e.kjko] dtfcgkjh yky
f*kokuf] dkydk ilkn vxoky] d".kxkiky °“kek] pUnef[ki noh ie[k FA vud
fokiFk;k u viuk v/;;u  lekir dj fn;kA ciny [k.M im0i0t e vIlg;kx
vilnkyu e ;kxnku nu oky wi; ie[k 0;fDr nhoku “k=/u flg ,0 budh 1Ruh
jktUn dekj] doj gjilkn] ofukfk frokji] jek’kdj jkor wvikfn ie[k FA
clny[k.M im0i0t e odhyk u xkk € d wviogu 1j vnkyrk dk cfg'dij
fd;kA 1919&20 e xk/k €t d urfo e "kDrikyf] 1jr vighiked wvilnkyu
BEi.k tkgr d BkF cUny [k.M im0i0% e Hh 1kjEdk gk x;kA bl vilnkyu e
Wiri.k in*u fd; x;A BoiFke U;k;ky;k dk cfg'dkj fd;k x;kA gMrky
,0 IR;kxg pyk;k x;K Bjdkgh fk{k.k DLRkvk dk cfg'dkj fd;k x;kA “kjke
,0 fon'kh oLrvk dh fc@h okyh ndkuk ij Ajuk in“ku fd;k x;kA fon®i
oLrvk dh gkyh tyk;h x;hA fginvk ,0 elyekuk u d/k 1 d/k feykdj bl
vilnkyu e Hkx fy;kA ;g vinkyu clny[k.M im0i0t d 1R;d xko e Qy
X;kA bld ifj.ke Lozi fcfV'k Bjdkj u bl wvilnkyu dk rkdr d Bk
ncku dh dk*k% dhA clny[k.M im0i0k e BdMk ykx fxjfrkj fd; x;A
egifek xk/k u dydrrk e n*k dk 1gyk [Kknh din [kyk FkA n°k dk nljk
[knh din clny[k.M im0i0% trij icykrkyh e “k= fd;k x;k xkk € dk
Biuk Rk nk dk Be) wvkj "kDr'kyh cukuk gA mlgku n[k vxt ;ktukc)
rjidd 1 n' d xko&xko Qy dVhj m]kxk dk lekir dj jg gA migku n'k e
dvhj m]kxk dk iRlkgu nu dh ,d ;ktuk cuk;hA bIh ;ktuk d rgr migku
1920 e clny[k.M im0i0% d cykrky e [knh din dh LFkiuk dh FhA din
[kyu d fy; egifek xkM viu Bg;kxh €0ci0 diykul] 10 tokgj yky ug:
d BkFk ;ok vk; FKA bruk gh ugh din d igy fnu dh [knh dh fc@h d d'k
eek [kn xki € d glrkfkgk T fn; x; FA thudh “kj.k oek dh iLrd
dkyt;h egkekuo xk/ih e mYy[k g fd 1920 e igyh ckj >kIh vk; Xkl €
dk ykxk T tkjij BeFku vkj Lug feyk FikA mud vkogu ij ;gk gkjk ;ok
Lorl=rk d jk'Vh; vilnkyu e dn iM FA mudh ckrk 1 ifjr gkdj n°k db
vitknh d fy; ;ok mud crk; jiir ij py fn; KA bld ifj.ke Lo:i
fon'lh ol=k dh gkyh db txg tyu yxh FhA migku feuok pkjkgk wkj
ogMixt e DHk; db FWA uxj d iaju “kf{kd DILFku Bjlorh EkBKkyk
b.MiLV;y bVj dkyt e Bgjdj vilnkyu dh j.kubfr r;kj dh FoA ykxk d
0;kid DeFu d dkj.k xk/k nBjh ckj 1921 vkj rilljh ckj 1929 e >kIh vk; A
xk/khoknh wkUnkyuk d 1920 1 1930 rd nl Bky cgr egRoi.k FkA 1920 e
xk/h € 1gyh ckj clny[k.M im0i0k d >kBh uxj vk;A xkh € d viu 1
lelr ciny[k.M im0i0k e ,d u;h jktufrd pruk dk iokg gu yxkA bl
le; >kl mjb] gehjij viin txgk e dkxl dh LFkiuk g;hA 1920&21 d
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le; ciny[k.M imOi0k Ifgr 1j n'k e xk/h € d iHko 1 , Bk yxrk Fk
tl “krkftnsk T Bk;k gvk jk'V ,dk,d thx x;k g xki € BEL.k n% e
R;kx cfynku ,0 vigliked vIlg;kx dk 10kj djr %e jg FA xkih €t u
1929 e eAjkunij] gefjij vifin txgk dk Hh nkjk fd;kA Xkihoknh vkinkyuk
dh dMh e Bfou; voKk vilnkyu dk egRoi.k LFku gA 1930 e Rfou; voKk
ikjERk fd sk X KA vidnkyu d ikjEHk gkr gh xkAn &) 10 ugz Bfgr BHG ie[k
urkvk dk ty e Mky fn;k x;kA Bjdkj u vudk Dekpkj i=k dk idk*u cln
djok fn;kA bl vidnkyu dk 0;kid i 1 vIlj ciny[k.M im0i0k d Aij
gvkA 1930 x.kk *kdj fokHh €k B;Dr ikir d wvkinkyu d Bpkyd F
blgku getjij fty d IR;kxg Dpkyu dh ckxMkj Hexoku nkl dk Bki nbA
IR;kxkfg;k u vudk txg fojk/k in*ku dj fxjIrkj;k nu dk 15kl fd;kA
fcfv'k Djdkj Hk fkFyrk in[lku 1j ykxk e mRlkg n[k dj Hxoku nkl €h
u lellrj B1jdkj cuku dk fu'p; fd;kA tc 7 ekp 1930 dk xkk €th ued
dkuu dk riMr g; clnh cuk fy; x; rk ciny[k.M im0i0k e bldh ifrf@d;k
Loz1 tcjtlr gMrky g;h feldk Icl T;knk vlj dyigiM e nfku dk
feykA cny[k.M im0i0k {i= e NRfou; voKk vilnkyu e If@; Hfedk e[;
zi 1 gehjij ,0 >kIh fty u fubikbA bld BkFk gh cink ,0 thyku fty d
yixk u Hh Bjkgun; kxnku fnkA cUny[k.M im0i0k d wvud dLck e
IR;kxg ikjEHk dj fn;k x;kA tc xiM € Hjk ued dkuu riMu dk Bekpkj
cUny[k.M imOi0k 1gpk rk cUny[k.M im0i0% d ykxk u ued dkuu Hx dju
d mnn®; 1 viy d nlj lirkig e leLr clny[k.M im0i0% e jk'Vh; Hlrkg
dk vi;ktu fd;kA ued wvkinkyu dk ciny[k.M im0i0k e xgjk iHko TMKA
egiRek xk/ih d rtLoh vkj LQfre; 0;fDrRo u n'k n’k dh turk d eu e
Atk dk Ipkj fd;kA clny[k.M m0i0k e Hh bl vkinkyu dk ipkj gvk Vkj
nlkr gh n[kr vud Lor=rk ieh egRek xkk d leFu e vk [(M g;A ml
le; ;g cinyh xir & " 1 xk;ktkrk Fk& ge Bkb ued riMo d yiu
thu g] xkkn dk Bk futkku g] vxtu [k ekj Hxku g--A

cny[k.M im0i0t e MR;kxkfg;k dh cMi B[;k e fxjTrkfj;k g;hA bu
IR;kxkfg;k e clny[k.M Iim0i0k dh efgykvk u Hh c< p< dj Hkxinkjh dhA
ij n'k dh Hkfr b1 vinkyu db fo*kkrk ciny[k.M im0i0k e Hih efgykvk db
cM ieku i1j vilnkyu e Iftefyr gku dh jghA ciny[k.M ‘m0i0% dn dN
e[k ER;kxkgh efgyk; jkuh jke€Un dekjh] Jnern fd*kjh nohl Jherh -De.k
noh| Jherh BjLorh noh vkfn ie[k FbA 1920 1 ydj vktknh 1kir rd egifek
Xk Hjk € viinkyu Hkjr e pyk; x; mue Hkjr NiMk vinkyu Icl
fo'kky ,0 fodjky tu wvkinkyu FkA wviu mnn®; dk 1kr dju e ;g
viinkyu 1Qy ugh gk Bdk fQj Hh bl T fcfv'k *kklu dh €Mk dk fgyk fn;kA
ij n' dh Hkfr clny[k.M im0i0k d ykxk u bl vilnkyu e ij € ,0
mRlkg d BkFk Hkx fy;kA clny[k.M im0i0k e ykxk Hjk in*ku g;] 1jdkjh
bekjrk ij jk'Vh; /ot Qgjk;k thu yxKkA jyxkiM;k jkdh x;hA Bpkj d Bkkuk
dk u'v fd;k x;k rFk Bjdigh BEifRr dk gkfu 1gpk;h x;hA 1920 1 1947
rd ciny[k.M m0i0k e xkk € dh vxob e tk vilnkyu g; o HHn
vilnkyu vigliRed wvilnkyu FA xk/Moknh  vidnkyuk 1 itkkfor gkdj

Kanpur Philosophers ISSN 2348-8301, Volume 7(1), June 2020 Page | 63



ciny[k.M im0i0k dh turk d Hjk 0;f0rxr -1 1 fcfV'k *klu d fo:)
vilnkyu pyk; Xx;A bu vidnkyuk e e[k >kIh dk fdlku vinkyu] gehjij
dk ok.k cfg"dkj vilnkyu clny[k.M im0i0k e pyk;k x;kA 0;Drxr vilnkyu
,0 yxku vinkyu te[k FA xk/h €0 u fdlh n*ku dk @ec) ,o 0;ofLFr
i 1 ifriknu ugh fd;k R bRhfy; dgk & Idrk g fd xkM n"ku vFok
xkikhokn dk dkb wkfLrRo gh ugh g fel Lo; xkh € u Hh udkjk gA
ItHort ;g 1°u ch)thfo;k rFk Bkell; ykxk dk vilnkflyr djrk g fd xk/h
d fopkjk 1j bruk fopkj foe'k D;k\ vkt Hkjr gh ugh vfir BEi.k fo'o d
vulkj xk/ nku ,o0 fopkj oreku e gh ugh vfir Hfo"; e Jh iHkoh cuk
JOXkA xkA d io bfrgkl ,o bfrgkBdkjk dh ;g ekl;rk Fa di Gkur 1°%L=
,0 jorikr 1 gh NeHo g fo'kkdj jktuhfrd HRrk e 1jUr wkAfud fo'o e
xkkh €h ,d ek=,1 fopkjd g ftlgku bl vo/kj.kk dk cny dj jktunfrd
IRrk d ifjoru dk ,d BoFk uotu ekx u doy cr;k vfir 0;ogk) e ml
i;kx fd;kA xkih & dk ufrdrk ,o ufrd eY;k e viMx fo"okl FkkA xk/h €h
dk Li'V ekuuk Fk fd bfrgkl vighk dh ge'lk 1f'V djrk gA vighk iki d
lelr Rei.k ugh g vkj u gh rk ncyrk dk Niku dk cgkuk gA viglk onj dh
viRek dh og “kiDr g &k fdlh Hh thfor 1k.k dk A"V ugh nrh gA xk/k €h
f= dk feVku e ugh viir mld an; ifjoru e fo'okl djr FA iFke
egk;) d ckn Hkjrh; jktutfr e ,d u; ;x dk VKjEKk gvkA b Xk ;x
dgr gA 1917 1 1947 rd Hkjrh; jkeutfr dk urfo egiRek xkAn u fd ;KA
JEV; vidnkyu dk xkA € u ouzh LOQfr nh rFk mI nk’kfud vi/kj inku
fd;kA JK'Vh; vilnkyu doy e/;e ox rd gh Iifer FA xklh € d jK'Vh;
vinkyu e 10°k djr gh Hkjrh; jk'Vh; viinkyu wvkj Lor=rk Ixke dk Loz
gh cny Xx;kA bRdk nk;jk c<k wkj jk'Vh; vinkyu ,d €tu vknkyu cu
X;kA egiRek xkk d urfo e dikxl turk dk IxXBu cu x;hA IR; wkj
viglk u turk e LQfr dk Dpkj fd;kA xkM € u "Wk.k vkj Deekitd
fokerk d foz) I%'k fd;kA Hkjr e vxth “klu d i*pkr ykxk dk thou
th ijkt; dh tkouk dk eghl dj jok FKA yikxk u vxth "kklu dk b*oj dk
HkX; Be>dj Londkj dj fy;k FkA xk/kh € e Bekt 1 gj 1dkj dh fujkkk
,0 Cjkb;k dk fudkyu dh vntkr “kDRk FhA xk/A €h u I/Kj dk jktufrd]
lekftd ,o0 viffkd Tufuek.k dk Biku cukdj mI jk'Vokinrk dh vkj y thu
dk i;kI fd;kA Hkjr e T;k&T;k jktufrd mRrjnkf;Ro dh ekx c<h] R;k&R;k
vxth “klu u Dkekfed cjkb;k dk fnfkkuk wkjedk fd;kA bRkb fe'kufj;k u
gfjtuk dk blkber viuku dh ij.kk nhA mAj gfjtuk u Hb Jkeufrd ekxk dk
iefkrk 1 mBk;kA T;k&T;k jktufrd pruk €k idMrh x;h ekt /)
viinkyu Hh tkj 1dMrk x;k vkj jktufrd rRk Tekt B/Aj viinkyu ,d e
fey x;A vLi®;rk dk xk/k € fgin /ke dk cgr cMk dyd ekur FA xk/
th dgr Fk fd ;fn vLi®;rk fgin /e dk ,d vx g rk e viu dk fgin dgu
I viohdkj djrk gA xk/kh €0 viu viinkyuk d chp ftu jpulRed dk;k ij
cy nr Fk mul yikxk dk vidnkyuk d fy; r;kj dju e enn feyrh FA
Hkjrh; ukjh dh nn'fk 1 xkkh € cgr n[i FA xkkh €0 u fl=;k d Lrj dk
Apk mBlu d fy; jpuited lielitd dk;@e ilrr fd;A migku iz'% d
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leku fl=;k dk foftkiu Rkekftd wkfFkd rFk jktufrd {i=k e vix c<u d
fy; ifjr fd;k ifj.kke Loz fl=;k Xxkkoknh wviinkyuk e 0;kid -i 1
"fey g;0A fL=;k u Kjuk fn;k fon*kh oLrvk ,0 ol=k dk cfg'dkj fd;k rFik
tyk e x;hA xk th efgykvk dk %5 dh pgkj nhokjh e cln dju d ifk e
ugh FA xki th Tkekftd thou d foftlu {k=k e efgykvk dk i:z"k d Neku
Hkxinkj cuku d i1{k e FA xk/kh € efgykvk e VPN IR;kxkgh d x.k n[kr
FA mlgku Lor=rk d fy; gk jg jk'Vh; viinkyu e efgykvk dk Hkx yu d
fy; wvkogu fd;kA xkk € d viogu ij nk d BkFk gh clny[k.M im0i0k e
gtkjk efgykvk u %j 1 fudydj xkoknh vinkyuk e Bf@; Hkfedk fubkk;hA
egiek xkkh u u; ekt d tufuek.k d fy; nk idkj d rjhd viuk; FA
igyk vighiRed ifrjkk nljk jpuiked dk;] ;g nkuk dk;@e ,d nlj d
ijd FA xk/ih €0 IR;kxg dh ryuk e jpulRed dk;k dk vikd egRo nr FA
vigliRed ifrjik rk fo'k'k =i 1 wvknkyuk d Be; viuk;k tkrk Rk fdur
jpulRed dk; rk ifr{k.k fd; thr FA xk/M € u jpuked dk;k d Hjk g
Hkjrh; tuekul e viRefo'okl ink fd;kA feld ifj.kke Loz i Xk/kioknh
vilnkyuk dk pfj= tu wvkinkyuk dk gk x;kA xkh th dk vixg Fk fd
jkeurfr dk vk ke ghuk pikfg;A xkkh € d vulkj eu'; d ckg; ,o
virfjd thou e ,drk gkuh pkig; A xk/kh € d bl vixg d dkj.k ciny[k.M
imOi0k d ykx vikd 1 vikd xk/Moknh vilnkyuk dh vkj vkdfkr g; D;kfd
cUny[k.M im010% dk LoHko ikptu dky 1 gh /ikfed] egurh ,0 Lor=rk ief
Jok gA xko € IK; ,o Dkku dh ifo=rk ij cy nr FA xk/kh dgr Fk fd
vxj gekj Ikku feru ifo= ,0 VPN gkx] olk gh gekjk BK/; gkxkA tulr
I/ 5k dh ikflr autr Bkhuk d gk gh BEHo gA xikn €h Bkkuk d egRo ij
thj nr g] bldk eryc ;g ugh dh og IK/; dh eghrk dk Hyk nr gA xk/
th dk fo'okl g fd IK/; ,0 IWku e vitklurk dk BEcUk g bRhfy; xk/kh €h
ckj ckj dgr g fd gekjk Bk/ku mruk gh utfr Ixr vij "%) gkuk pkg;
feruk dh gekjk 1%/; vkj ge Ino bl ckr ij vy jouk pkig;A BK/; k)
Iku d fDr dk IR;kxg d i e vid;Dr dju dk xkhh € dk i;kl
vi/kfud BThkj dk 10J'B nu gA xk/ih € d vulkj ,d vin'k IR;kxkgh UR;
,0 “lfUr dk 1eh gkrk gA BR;kxkgh vxj fdlh ckr dk xyr le>rk g rk
n<rkiod ml Londkj dju I bdkj dj nrk gA og xyr dke dju okyk d
foz) 1%k djr g; ilurkiod d'V Igu djrk gA ;g 1%k mld IR; ie
dk gh vx gkrk gA yfdu IR;kxkgh cjkb dk fojk/k djr g; Hh cj 1 ie
djrk gA xk/k € d nf'Vdk.k dk ,d egRoi.k ik ;g Hh Fkk fd o fopkj vkj
de e dkb wvirj ugh jlkr FA xk/ih €0 dk IR; ,0 vighk n'ku €k “Kfr
Kkl vij y[ik d fy; u gkdj jktejk d thou d fy; FkA xkM € dk
Bk .k yixk dn B4k db {kerk i vV HgkBk FA bIh B%k {kerk d ckj e
1942 e xkM t€h 1 ,d ckj iNk x;k fd o BkekT; db *kDr dk Rkeuk dlil
djx rk xk/k th dk mRrj Fk fd yk[kk yk[k ed turk di "KDr d JkjkA
xkkh € d vullkj IR;kxkgh dk dfri; Bkkuk dk i;kx djuk iMrk gA ;
e[; Mhu g& gMrky] vg;kx] Hou; wvoKK /Ajuk cfg'dkj vkinA xi/d
u fuf'@d; ifrjkk 1 T;knk egRo ER;kxg dk fnj;kA mud vulkj fuf'd;
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ifrjik dk vrk g fojk/kh dk gVku dk i;Ru tcfd IR;kxkgh dk riRi; g 'an;
ifjoru* fuf'@; ifrjkk e IR;kxg dh vifked *kfDr ugh gA blh rjg fuf'd;
ifrjk/k gekjh detkjh dk Qy Hh gk Idrk g tcfd IR;kxg gekjh futk; rk dk
lkrd gA xkk th viu 21 o' d nf{kk viydk iokl d nkjku fui'k=
ifrjik rAk BR;kxg 1)fr dk vfo'dkj wvij i;kx fd;A nffk.k vyidk e
IR;kxg dh IQyrk d ckn 1914 e xkkh € u Hkr e ykvdj viuh
lotfud ,o jktufrd xfrfof/k;k ikjetk diA 1917 e xkhkh €h u Hkjr e
loifke ER;kxg dk 1Qy i;kx fcgkj d pEikju e d'kdk d i{k e fd;kA
Jkyj LDV dk “kiUri.k ifrjk/k dju d fy; 30 ekp 1913 1 6 ekp 1919 rd
gMrky dk vkogu fd;kA egifek xkk d urfo e n' di Icl cMh jk'Vh;
ILFk dix T u Lojkt ikfir d fy; “Wilri.k ,o vigliked vIg;kx vinkyu
k= fd;kA bl vilnkyu d eYk e ;g Hkouk Fin dh Hkjr e vxek dk “klu
Hkjrh; Bg;kx 1 py jgk g vk ;fn Bkjrn; ykx BHG idkj 1 fefv' jke d
ifr vIg;kx vijetk dj n rk fcfV'k BRrk ix gk €k xA dixB Hkjr dk
Lojk€ nu d fy; ck/; gk tk;xA ;g vilnkyu py o jok Rk fd 1922 e
pkjh pkjk e fgliked %Vuk gku B xkMh € u vIg;kx vilnkyu dk LFkfxr
dj fn;kA rdh d [kyhQk dh j{k d fy; pyu oky flkykQr wvilnkyu dk
leFu nu d dikj.k xik € dk elyekuk dk Ho Hkjh Bg;kx feykA ued dj
rrk 1.k Lojkt dh ekx dk ydj 1930 e xk/ih €t u Bfou; voKk vkinkyu
ikjetk fd ;K feldh Dekfir 1931 e xk/M bfou Be>kr d i e g;fA 1939 e
f}ri; fo'o;) fNMu ij 1942 e xk/ih €0 u Hkjr NkMk vinkyu dk urfo
fd;kA bIh vilnkyu e xi/ t u djk sk ejk dk ukjk fn;kA b1 vkinkyu e
ykxk u Lori urfo inku fd;k D;kid wilnkyu ikjEk gkr gh dixl d iFke
ifDr d b urkvk dk txjTrkj dj fy;k x;k FkA cUny[k.M im0i0k e Hh bl
vilnkyu u fodjky -1 Mkj.k dj fy;kA dick&dLck rd d ykxk u gMrky
in"ku dj vilnkyu dk vkx c<k;kA xk/h th Lon*kh d 1Dd fgek;rh FkKA Xk/k
th d Lonkh 1e d N cMh gh x< @ifir d cit fufgr FA xkith d
vulkj Lon'th e wikffkd] jk'vh;] Bkekitd] jktufrd wkj ufrd jglL; dk
m)kj ble gA xk/k t dh ell;rk Fh fd Lon™h dk ikyu djr g; lekt d
fgr dk /;ku j[k thuk pkig;A Lonth dh Hkouk 1 10N gV thu d dkj.k
Hkjr dk feu ij*ikfusk dk Bkeuk djuk iM mBdk mYy[k xkh € u fd;k
gA Lon'th or dk IQy cuku d fy; xkk &t u fl=;k dh IgHkixrk dk
Loidkj fd;k g Lon®fh d mnn*;k dk i.k dju d fy; xkh €h u fon'
oLrvk d cfg'dkj dh ckr dghA xkk € xkek]kx dh nn*k I n[k FA
binfy; xk € u rjir bl Lon™h or 1 €M fn;kA [Knh vkj pj[kk dk
Xk € u xkek]kx dh vk frkyk ekuk gA [kknh vkj pj[k yALrgh; m]kxk
d -1 e nkuk gh xih € dk ,d nlj d ijd yxu yxA xkkh €t u y%
mlkxk €1 frygu dk ry m]kx] xlu dk xM o *Ddj cukuk pVkb m]kx]
Mku 1 pkoy fudkyuk] peMk mkx viin dk ifjr ,o ifjof/kr fd;kA

xk/ih € dh iLlrd ej liuk dk Hkjr d v/;;u I ;g irk pyrk g fd
Lok/kturk dk vrk doy fcfVk jkt I efDr wkuk ugh Rk cfYyd xkih € xjhct]
fuj{kjrc vkj vLi*;rk €lh cjkb;k I efdr dk Biuk n[kr FA og pkgr F
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fd n* d Bk ukxfjd Deku -1 1 vitknh vkj Bef) dk B[k ik BdA xk/
th u blh ilrd e Lojkt dk vk crk;k g fd 'Lojkt B ejk wviHkik;
ykd&IEifr d vulkj gku okyk Hkjr o'k dk “kKkHuA MO jke € flg dh
"Xk n'ku ehekBk fcgky fgUnh xUFk vdikneh 1Vuk d v/;;u I Xk th d
Mo fopkjk dk Bkj ikir gkrk gA bl ilrd 1 xk/M € d vight d fI)Ir
,0 13kx d ckj e 1rk pyrk gA xk/k t dgr Fk fd vighk ohjk dk wkHK'k.k
g] dk;jrk I mRre rk fglk g D;kfd dk;j 0;fDr viuh detkjh Niku d fy;
viglk dk Bgkjk yrk gA bl ilrd e xkM €t d tur=] vighi] IR;kxg
dif;d Je] xkM th d fk{kk BEcU/k fopkjk 1 foLrr idk™ iMrk gA xk/k €
d Hjk lekt j ,0 jpulRed dk;k dh vko®;drk dh thudkjh feyrh gA
vikfud Hkjr d ifl) bfrgkidkj Ifer Bjdkj u viuh ilrd 'Vi/Afud
Hkjr* jkedey 1dkku ikboV fyQ] ub fnYyh 2007 e xk/d oknh vikUnkyuk dk
ekDhoknh nf'vdk.k I foLrr o.ku fd;k gA ifl) Hkjrh; bfrgkldkj fofiu
pin u Mkjr dk Lor=rk BI%% fginh ek/;e dk;ko; fun’ky;] fnYyi
fo*ofo Jky;] 1990 e Hkjrh; Lor=rk Ixke e xk/kh th dh Hfedk rFk mud
Hjk fd; x; wviknkyuk dk o.ku fd;k x;k gA bfrgkldkj ci0,y0 Xkoj]
;kiky u idfud Higr dk bfrgk* 1 pln ,.M dEiuh fy0 jkeuxj] ub
fnYyh e xkMoknh wviinkyuk dk o.ku] xkk € d Fkk ikjEtk fd; x;
jpulRed dk;k dk fo'kn -1 1 o.ku fd;k x;k gA Jh jkeukFk Beu u “mRrj
in'k e xkM et Bpuk folkkx m0i0 y[kuA e xkih th d m0i0 e vixeu d
ckj e] mud Hjk pyk; x; vilnkyuk d ckj e] xkk € d FHjk fd; x;
jpulRed dk;k fo'kkdj [Knh oL=k d ckj e mRrj in%k e fd; x; folLrr
;k0k d ckj e 0zkid zi 1 thudkjh feyrh gA fpUrkef.k “kDy] "xk/kh ;xhu
Lor=rk Ixke* e m0i10 dk ;kxnku eRjk jk'vh; 11 1988 e xk/Mh ;x e mRrj
in'k e g; vilnkyuk dk foLrr o.ku feyrk gA ble xk/i oknh vknkyuk e
Hkx yu okyh efgykvk d BkFk Nk=k| cf)thfo;k] fd Bkuk] vie ykxk d i;kBk
dk foLrr o.ku fd;k x;k gA bl iLrd e jkyV ,DV 1 ydj Hkjr NkMk
vilnkyu d le; leLr mirj in'k d Hjk €k ;kxnku fnsk x;k mBdh Li'V
thudkjh feyrh

Hkjrh; jK'Vh; vidnkyu e egiRek xki d Fkjk pyk; x; vkinkyuk dk
egRoi.k LFku gA egkRek xkih u gh BoiFke Jk'Vh; vkinkyu e vie turk dk
tMKA Ilrkfor Wk e bl ckr dk v/;;u dju dk ikl fd;k tk;xk fd
xkfkhoknh wvkinkyu e o rho du I F ftud ek/;e 1 wvie turk bl
vilnkyu 1 €M BdhA Kk d ek/;e | bl ckr dk o Be>u dk 1;k0 fd;k
th;xk fd xkAtoknh viinkyuk d le; clny[k.M im0i0t e mI le; , 1h dku
Ih ifjfLFkfr;k FO\ dLrkfor "Wk d el/;e 1 ;g thuu dk i3k fd;k €k;xk
fd jk'Vh; wviinkyu d le; xkhoknh viinkyuk e cMh B[k e efgyk;]
fdlku] Nk=] €M bI1 bu vilnkyuk dk €tu vilnkyu e ifjofrr fd;kA
ciny[k.M im0i0% e xkAoknh vinkyuk d dk;@ek ,0 Nkekitd jpuked
dk; @ek dk itko FKA xk/M € d Fkjk kjetk fd; x; [knh dk;@e T xkeh.k
dvhj mlkxk 1j BdkjkRed iHko IMKA xkkh € d lekt 1/ dk;@ek d
Hjk efgykvk ,0 nfyrk di fLRfr e DdkjiRed itko TMKA xk/hoknh wkUnky uk
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u ykxk dk fefvk "kllu d fo:) IxBr dj 1%k d fy; ifjr dju e
1Qyrk ikir dhA xikh th d Lon®k dk;@ek dk Hkjrh; xket.k ,o0 dij
mlkxk ij DdkjiRed iHko IMKA bu dk;@ek dk viuku B yixk dk vkfFd
i 1 I{ke cuu e Dgk;rk feytA bl vifFkd yitk 1 ykxk e viRefo*okl ink
gvKkA yixk dk vxtk dh ubfr;k d n"ifj.lke di thudkjh feyhA ;g thudkjh
xko& xko rd QyrA xk/ih th u IR; vighk IR;kxg d ek/;e 1 ykxk dk
fo'kkdj efgykvk dk viuh rjQ vidfkr fd;k blh d ifj.kke Loz1 ykx
Xk d vilnkyuk T €Mr py X;A

xkoj] ch0,y0 ;*kiky] "vk/fud Hkjr dk bfrgkl* ,B0pUn ,.M dEiub
fy0 jkeuxj] ub fnYyh] 2001

1jdkj] Ifer] ‘vidkiud Hkjr* jkedey i1dkku ikboV fy0 ub fnYyi]
2007

pln] fofiu] Mkjr dk Lor=rk I%% fglnh ek/;e dk;klo; fun*iky;]
fnYyh fo*ofo Jky ;] 1990

rkjkpun] Hkjrh; Jk'vh; viinkyu dk bfrgkl¥] [k.M&3 vkj 4 Zikrj.k
eleFk ukFk xirk Bpuk 10kj.k el=ky; Hkjr B1jdkj] 1982

flg] v;k/ ;K Wkjr dk efdr&lxke?] idkku BLRku ub fnYyh 1979
{Dy] jkey[ku] "Vikfud Hkjr dk bfrgkl* ek/;e dk;ko; fun®ky;
fnYyh fo*ofo Jky;

dekj] iHkr] "Lor=rk Ixke vkj xkM dk IR;kxgf] fnYyh fo*ofo|ky;
fglnh ek/ ;e dk;Ko; fun®ky; 2000

"OyA] fpurkef.k] "k ;xhu Lor=rk Ixke e m0i0 dk ;kxnku®| eFkjk
J'vh; 1l 1988

flg] “kdj n;ky] Hkjr NiMk viinkyu* ub fnYyh idk*u folkkx Hkjr
1jdkj 1987

leu] jkeukrk * mrj in’k e xk/M t* Bpuk forkkx y[kuA 1969
HVVkpk;] , B0IMQ['Lor=rk Uxke* Hkx&1 >kIh e.My] HBpuk fohkx
mirj in'k y[uA

ikBd] , 10100 ">kIh M;fjx n fcfVk -y* Dekuln fo]kkou ub fnYyi
1987

dy#] HcokunkB] "ikjrh; Lok/khurk vinkyut] bykgkckn il

flg] jketh "xk/ih n*ku ehekBk* fcgky fgunh xUFk vdkneh 1Vuk 1973
f=onf] d".k dekj] "xk/kh €h dk xkok 1j WHko*] ik.M fyfi idkku d".k
uxj fnYynA

Ihrkjee ;K TVVKH] ‘dix@ dk bfrgkl* igyk vkj nljk Hkx] BLrk
IkfgR; e.My ub fnYyh 1998

Ogkjk] vk*Kgkuh] ‘Lor=rk Bukuh efgyk;* jke/kkun XUk Bkxj fnYyh
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Ogkjk] vk*Kgkun] ‘efgyk; vkj Lojkt* jke/kuh xUFk Bkxj fnYyh

fey ,.M foYRu] " fgLVh wkQ fcfV'k bf.M; Kk Hkx&1

rinydj] MiO€h0] egkRel* Hkx&3 cEch 1955

frokjh] xkj yky] "ciny[k.M dk Bf{kir bfrgkl*] dk*hukxjh 1pkfj.k
IHk dk"kh 1933

[Ku] eIn vgen] ‘Lor=rk vkinkyu dk bfrgkl* ub fnYyh 1988

. okpLifr] bin fo ]k Mkjrh; Lor=rk dk bfrgkl* ILrk IkfgR;e.My ub
fnYyh 1960

o pun] fofiu] "vikfud Hkjr jk; *;kecfcgkjh] ,u0Bh0bOVKjOVI0 vfoln
ekx ub fnYyi
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vkifuof'kd tkjr e jk'vh; pruk dk tknHko
lelV "Dy
00, 10, 10MI0 dky't] diuij

jK'Vokn dh ifjikk ,d ,1 tuleg d -1 e dh & Idrh g & fd
,d Hixkfyd Ihekvk e ,d fuf*pr n* e jgrk ok Beku 1jEijk] Deku fgrk
rik Beku Hkoukvk I c/ik gk vkj fele ,drk d 1= e c/u dh mREdrk gkA
JEVhsrk of og e[; dkjd g & jk'Vokn d fylr mRrjnk;h gAjk'vokn ,d
, I fopkj Mgk vkj tuknkyu dk ikjikdrk g tk fdlh jK'V d ykxk e ink
gkgg g feldk e[; /;; JK'V viuh ekrtkfe Bitkrk Wo'kBut dk Hko ykuk
gA
dyl d vulkj vrji'vh; Ick e ;g virk g fd jk'Voin d e[; dijd gA*
fookn d fdlh dkj.k d -1 e ekenk jkT; 1.kkyh d fojk/k d L=kr d Lo:i
e vrjk'vh; sk vrji'vh; ILFkvk d fojkk d -1 evrjk'Vh; eley e ,d
JKT; dh *%Dr d fulkjd d Lo:i eA fke wkj Jk'Vh;rk cgr gy 1 ,d
nlj d fojk/iHkl d -i e 1;Dr gir jg gA tc ge /ke ;k jk'Vokn d ckj e
ckr djr gA rk bl ckj e ge dib vk*p; ugh gkuk pkfg, fd bu nkuk d
chp DRk MkeTkL; g wvkj D;k fojk/k mnkgj.k d fy,&"oklro e jk'Vokn gh
Kefuji{®® dk Hko g, ;g oiLro e /ke dk Hh Hio gA pfd *jk'Vokn* vkj "ke*
nkuk gh fHUk&fHku piek d 1Rk dk fulkdjr dj Idr g] bIfy, jk'Vokn d

60

PP.9
61

Smith, Anthony, Nationalism: Theory, ldeology, History Polity, 2010

James G. Kellas, the holitics of Nationalism and Ethnicity, 2" 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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ifr ;k ke d ifr ;k bu nkuk d cip d Bck d ckj e dN c;kuk e
;IOrixr] sk ;ok rd fd DkFkd Hh gk 1dr gA
ke vij jk'Vokn d Ic/k dk thuu d fy; ;g thuu I T;knk €2jh g
fd ge bu nkuk d fj'rk dk dl 1Qy cuk; tk;A bl fo'k; e /e Vij
jkVokn d cip Ic/h d v/;;u d fy; pkj pj.k dk fodkl vkj Bed{kk djr
gA 1gyk rk ;9 g fd fke vkj Jk'Vh;rk d Bk tkreh;rk vk tkfr doBER
lekukrdk 0;0gkj djuk gA nljk rjidk og g] ftle /ke dh enn B Jk'Vh; rk
mildk v)e] mhdh “Dr ;k fof'k'V ekeyk e mldk fof*('V Lozi Li"V gk
thrk gA rilljk 0;0r fke dk jk'Vokn d vx d -1 e ekuuk gApkrk;g g fd
ji'vokn d 0;kid Mfed zi e viukuk pifg,A”
Hkjr e jk'Vokn dk mn; wkj fodkl mu dkjdk dk ifj.kke ekuk tkrk g] &k
Hkjr e mifuo'kh “klu d dkj.k mRilk g, €& u;h&u;h BLFkvk dh
LRkiuk] jkexkgk d u; voljk dk Btu] DIkkuk dk vikdifkd nigu bR;knA
fdr foftku IfjfLFkfr;k d v/;;ukijkr ;g T;knk rdIxr gkrk g fd Hkjr e
jkVokn dk mnl fdlh ,d dkj.k ;g ifjfLtFdir 1 mRilu u gkdj foftklu
dkjdk dk ifrQy™A
1 QkIhdh @kfr d Qylo:i fo'o Lrj ij jk'Voknh pruk viRe&fo"okll
dh Hkouk dk 1HkjA
2 Hkjrh; Tuthxj.kA
3 vxtk Jjk Hkjr e vidkfudrk dk c<kok
4- fcfV'k ubfr;k d ifr mRilu Hkjrh; wvk@k'k bR;kinA
jl'vokn HielT;okn foji/ Hkoukvk d vioj.k e db ertink dk fNik yrk gA®
vri Jk'Vokn e iuih Hkouk u Hkjr dk ,d dju d dke fd;kA bl jk'Vh;
thxzdrk dk illg Hkjr d Rkekitd] jkeurfrd rRk vird  vk;kek e
ifjyf{kr gkrk jokA™ -19 oh “krilnh d ikjtk e Hkjrh; jK'Vokn dk iFke pj.k
VKjEHk gkrk g vkj mle mudk oplo Fik &k 1gyh ckj dydRrk vij ekcb e
fefv'k il d NEid e vk; FA”
bl pj.k e tkjrh; jk'Vokn dk vik/kj vFkok K dk fd 1Hko cgr Bhfer
FkA 19 oh “kricnh d ifke n'kd e vxtk Hjk LRKir viddud fk{ BLFGu®
e f'kf{kr chthfosk u ik nh Fh vk felgku 1f'peh ILdfr dk v/;;u
fd;k Fk wvij viu ykdrif=d rFk jk'Voknh fopkjk I tudY;k.k e jK'Vh;

63 Hayes, Carton J.H. 1926. Essays on Nationalism, New York : the

Macmellan Company

64 jktho vanj] vilkfud Hkjr dk bfrgkl] LiDVe cDI 1k0fy0 2019 230

65 Nehru, J.L. Speeches, (Publication, Division Ministry of Information
and Broadcasting, Delhi:1958-68 ). Vol. 5, PP. 541

A.R. dasai, social background of Indian Nationalism, Pohulan
Prakashyan, Bombay, 1996, P-4008

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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pruk dk 10k fd;kA jkek jke ekgu jk; rHk mud 1c) DRk €k fd
Hkjrh; F mighu Hkjr e Hirh; ji'vokn db uto jIMA® migku Hijr e
lelftd 1/kj ,0 Mldird LK) d dk;@e yix fd; rfk yidr= d u;
eY;k dk Hijr e LFkfir dju e egRoi.k Hfedk fubk;hA ;gk o NLFkid
Hkjrh; Jk'Vokn d iFke Rukuh Fk feUgku Hkjrh; jk'Vokn dh uho ykdrif=d
eY;k ij jkb rik i1 dh vktknh dk BeFu fd;k rRk 1'kkBu e Hixinkjh 1
rAk viun vitk);fOr dh vktknh dk viu n'k d ykxk e bld egRo dk
crk;kA ;9 pj. 1885 rd viLrRo e jgk Fk ble db jktutfrd BLFkvk dk
XBu gviA

mnkgj.k ‘& 1836&cxHktk idk*kd WHK 1838&tehnkjh , KKK, *ku] 1843] cxky
fcvh'k  bfM;k  BkD; Vi) 1851&fcvh'k bfM;k , kD, "ku] 1866 bLV bfM;k
, I, "hu] 1867&1uk Bkotfud BHK 1875&bf.M;u yhx 1876 bfM;u u'kuy
, 1K1, "ku) 1884&enkl egku IHK| 1885&cikEc i IIMIN , IKFN, "luA™

nlj pj.k & jk'Vokn dk iFke pj.k tk 1885 rd pyk vkj mlh o'k e Hkjrh;
JEVh; dkx D dh LHkiuk d BkFk og Beklr gk x;kA Hkjrh; jk'Vokn dh f}rh;
pj.k 1885&1905 rd dk dky ekuk tkrk gA dkxl d mnkjoknh [ke d urk
th vinkyu d urfodrk Hh jg bl pj.k d vinkyu d egRoi.k urk jgA bu
urkvk dh fopkj/jk vkj vinkyu d rjhd u vinkyu d ml dk;@e dk
fuf*pr fd;k €k Hjr e ukj ctvk lekt d fodkl d fgrk dk idV djrk
FA b1 vinkyu dk Bkekfed vidky f'ki{kr e/;e ox rd c<k;k x;k €tk 19 of
fricnt d vr rd wk/kfud ik d foLrkj wkj 0;kikjh ox dk =0 Hkx cu
X;k & bl wvofk d nkjku Hkjrh; wkj vri dkytu 0;kikj d fodkl d
ifj.keLozi fodflr gvk FkA bl vof/k e vilkfud m]kxk dk Hh Anj&/ij
fodkl gvk] feld ifj.kke Lozi m]kxifr ox mejk vkj “kDr ikir dju
yxiA migku dixl d ifr viuk mn%vu “k- fd;k felle 1905 e n% d
vk kixdj.k dk fu;e fun*k viukuk vkj 1905 e Lon®fh vinkyu dk 1f@; i
I vi;kitr fd;k x;kA mnkjokokin;k d urfo e Hkjrh; - B vk;kftr fd;k
X;kA mnkjokin;k d urfo e Hkjrh; jk'vh; dixB u f'k{kr oxk dh HkxK
0;kikfjd ctvk ox] Dokvk d Hkjrh; dj.k Hgrisk db 1% jkT; d i'klfud
r=d I lid] vifkd fuoffr d on djuk ;g Ic dkxl d ilLrko e
"fey FA blu ykdrif=d ekxk dh Hh ckr dgh x;h €1 ifrfuf/k ILdkj k]
ukxfjd Lor=rkvk dkA yfdu ; mnkjoknh yiM dtu d ok; Bjk; d nkjku
vyifi; Hjk [kldj tc dtu d dk;dky e Hkjrh; fo*ofo]ky; vikiu;e
rrk cxky fotkktu d 1*pkrA b1 vykdfi;rk u tullk/j.k dk mnkokin;k 1
vyx dj fn;k rfk BkekT;oknh fojk/kh el/;e ox mxoknh dixfl;k d giFk e
pyk x;k feudk urfo fryd] vjfoln %'k rRk fofiu pln iky d gif e
FGA™ 1905 rd mnkjokfn;k dk Hh fevak Bjdkjl fo*okl gVu yxk yfdu

69 Graham G.F.l, the lite and work or sir sayed ahmed, 1909

o jktho vanj] vi/kfud Hkjr dk bfrgkll] LiEVe cDI 1k0fy0] 2019] 1t u0&239
" 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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migku viuh jkturfrd n* vkl 1%% e i)fr dk ugh NKMKA jK'Voknh ;okvk
d ,d ox u @kfrdkjh jkLRk vi[rk;kj dju dh Bkuh rFk Lo; dk IxfBr dju
yx vkj migku dHh&dhkh Buk e fonkg dk HMdku €1 mik;k 1j HjkBk fd ;KA

VFHkr bl pj.k e gkykfd “kzwvkrh nkj e jk'Voknh Jktuhfr wij
jkeurfrd rjhd e fcfVk *klu d ifr fu'Bk Hh Inf%r djr Fk fQj Hb mud
vinkyu dk ;g uriek vk;k fd mBu fevi'k DkekT; dh jkeutfrd €M dkj nh
vkj Hkjrr; tuekul e mld ifr vio'okl wvkj cxkuxh cfvd fonkg rd d
cht ck fn,A ;of dkj.k Rk fd 1875 1 1905 rd dk le; Hkjr e ck)d
vikfr dk Be; jgk vkj bl vof/k e jk'Vh;rk dh pruk dk Qyko gviA bl
rjg bl le; Hkjrh; jk'vh; dk pruk dk Qyko gviA bl rjg bl le;
Hkjrt; jlevh; vinkyu d chp ckj x;A™
riljk pj.k '& mxoknh jk'Vokfn;k u Hkjr d vrir T ij.kk yh Hkjrh; turk
e mlgku jk'Vh; xkjo vkj Lokftkeku txku dk i1;k; fd;k vkj tuknkyu dk
vigoku fd;kA mligku 1k"piR; rFk fo™k% -1 1 fcvi'k BLdfr d mnkjokin ;7k
Hjk fefv'k "idk d ifr Iidfrd lei.k d -i d =i e viykpuk diA®
mxoknh jk'Vokn u fgnvk d ofnd vrir e ;knk dk tulleg e Qyku dk dk;
fd;k migku v'kkd rFk pinxir d egku jktkvk d Lof.ke ;X rFk jk.k 1rki
vkj fkokth d ohj dke rFk 1857 d jk'vh; fonkg d urkA

riljk pj.k € fd 1905&1918 rd pyk d nkjku Hkjrh; jKVh;
vinkyu @krdkjh xfriofk;k e ‘kfey gk x;k vij fupy e/; ox oxk dk
ey djd lielfed vikj gifly fd;k™ ;) d nijiu Lojke vinkyu]
giezy wvinkyu u ykxk d jktutfrd pruk dk etcr fd;kA blh le;
Hkjrh; tuekul e eflye pruk dk Hh mn; gvk rRk mudh jktuhfrd pruk
dk fodkl gvk vkj migku 1906 e wvf[ky Hkjrh; eflye yix IxBu dhb
LFkiuk diA db dkj.kk 1] Aijh eflye ox vkj f'k{ir e/;e ox e c<ri
jkeutfrd pruk u n' d elyekuk I Icfhr ennk dk Ickikr fd;kA bl
vinkyu dh dN xfrfof/k;k e doy efLye urfo dh otg I tk Bel;k [kMh
gb Fh fd blu /eufjifk jk'Vh; urfo e gR;k dj nff ml urofo e tk ;fn
ckn d o'l e fenk jgrk rk itkc dh jktutfr e usk e nriA Rep jiT;
dk ,d /e fujigk pfj= nrk vkj Bkinkf;drk dk dih Tuiu ugh nrk] t ckn
d o'% e mhkjA’
PkFkk pj.k ‘& Hkkjrh; jk'Voknh dk pkrkk pj.k 1918 1 “kz gkrk g €k egiRek
xkkh d Bfou; voKk vinkyu dk ydj gkrk g Fj rFk 1930&34 rd thrk
gA bl jk'Voknh vinkyu dk 0;kid 1eku ij , Bk tuk/kj ikir fd;k € igy
ugh gk Idk Fk ble ,1 db dkjd mRilu g, felu Hkjrh; turk e jk'Vokn

e vy[k tykbA

2 fcfiu pUn] Hkjr dk Lor=rk I%% fgnh el/;e dk;lo; fun®iky; fnYyh
fo"ofo Jky; 2015] it u0 73&74

& B.D. Pal Quted by Buch (2) P. 103, A.R. Desai P. 2008

“ A.R. Desai, PP-411,412

& fcfiu pUn] Hkgr dk Lor=rk 1% fgnh el/;e dk;ko; fun®iky;] fnYyh
fo*ofoJky;] 2015] it 135
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;) d ckn th viffkd 1V n*k e c<k bl T yikxk e fcfvV'k Bjdkj |
ekg Hxgk x;k rFk Bjdij d vinkyu dk neu dju d rjid 1 tulli/kj.k
vikifuof'kd “kllu d ifr yixk e jkk c, Xx;kA vrjk'vh; fo'o dh eghu
AVukvk €1 ;jkih; n'k @kfrsk vkj =1 e ckY'kfird @kfUr 1 Hkjrh; ykxk e
jkVokn dh pruk dk xgj rkj 1j itkfor fd;kAbl pruk dk ilkj dju e
gke -y vinkyu Ha Hkjrh; ykxk d cip xgjk iHko IMKA rd BkekxT; wij
fed jk'Vk d chp gb Bol dh Bf/k 110 vxLr1920% u elyekuk dk Hh vxth
JKT; d fojkk e -1 e r;kj fd;k fEl N Nepk jK'V vinkyu d fy, mB [kvk
gvk rik vkifuof'kd BRrk d ij*lkuh dk dkj.k cukA Hkjrh; TeENfr tk
vk]kixd foLrkj e ifj.keLozi ;) d nkjku wiiFkd zi I etcr gk x;k Fik
rRk Hegrn; gk'vh; dkxd vkj ,u0Bh0vk0 e vinkyu dk urfo fd;k rFk vkj
H T;knk 1fQ; gk ;A

1919 e ek.VX; pXBQM B/kj Hjk €tc n'k “klu ykx fd;k mih d
Hjk 1921 e f'k{k foHkx e Hkjrh; ef=;k u fu;=.k e LRkukirfjr dj fn;k
X;kA ve ikrh; Bjdkgk dk “Kkf.kd 10kj d dk;@ek dk viuku vij mlg
ykx dju dh vf/kd Lor rk Fih bld ifj.kelozi 1920&21 d ckn 'Kl e
i1kj e dkQh of) gbA” yfdu tYn gh mlu bl fodkl dk Itfer dj fn;kA
Hkjr Bjdkj gk 1920&21 e Londr f{kk d wvunku cn dj fn; x; Pk
fo'o wifFkd enh tufr Bel;kvk d QyLozi fk{k e cMh ;ktukvk dk ijk
djuk dfBu gk x;kA bld ckn vIg;kx vinkyu d ckn dh vof/k u Hkjrh;
JK'Vh; viknkyu e egkRek Xi/k u Hfedk c<h rFk Bekeoknh wkj BKE;oknh XVk
dk Hkh fodkl gvk rfik nk e @kilr ox d Lor= wviffFkd wij jktuhfrd
vinykuk dk mn gku yxiA" Tu 1930&32 dk Ifou; voK vinkyu feldk
I=ikr xi/ih € u 1fl) ued ekp u fd;k Fk vud ykxk e jk'vi; 1e d
iokg d ox dk c<k;kA blh Ne; vLi;rk dh NeL;k dk Ho Bi"V fd;k
1932 e xkith u vi[ky Hkjrh; vLi®;rk fojk/kh yix fgfjtu Bod 1% dk
fuek.k fd;k rFk 1933 e gfjtu dk Fiknu Hh "k fd;k € fd Bkirkfgd
if=dk FkhA rik 8 eb rHk 16 vxLr 1933 dk nk ckj vu'ku 1j Hh cB uoEcj
1933 1 wvxLr 1939 rd og ofjtu ;k=k 1j Hd fud dy ftldh mnn*; ;g
In’k igpkuk Fkk fd Hkrjh;k e BHa tkfr k Telu gA™ bl vinkyu dk e[;

y{; Fk fd j'Voknh vinkyu dh €Mk dk etcr djuk FkA vinkyu ij ftu
ckrk dk itko de gk x;k o e[;rt xiM € Hjk jkturfr d BkF ke dk
I;ktu Rk fedld ifj.lke Loz jk'vh; pruk dh FhA dixl e c<r g;
ithokin;k dh idM wkj jk'Vh; ixfr d foLrkj e Hh of) g;h yfdu bld
IiF gh DiEankf; d Hkkoukvk dk H fodkl gk jok FikA
vxyk pj.k Tu 1934&39 d cip fo*o;) ": gku d ckn d o'% e dixl d
,d ox u xkk th dh fopkj /kjk 1ofRRk;k wvkj 1)fr;k e viuk fo"okl [k

° Report of the Hartog committee P. 31

7 Quoted Soon Beauchamp, p. 185 and A.R. Desai P. 339
8 Txt book of class 8 social science Prachi (India) Pvt. Ltd. 2019, Pg.
1009.
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fn;k vij dixl lektoint ny di LRkiuk diA bl nkjku xkokn 1
vyx&vyx rcdk dh jpuk gk job Fih Rk BHKYK ckl u xkokn d jiLr 1
gV dj QkjoM Cykd dh jpuk diA nfyr vinkyu Hh viuh xfr 1 pyr jg
yfdu Icl rt vinkyu jok ekgten vyh ftluk d urfo e eflye yix dk
HEinkf;d vinkyuA yix u eb 1937 e gh I;r ikr foku IHk d mipuko
e "bLyke [krj e g* dk ukjk yxkuk *kz dj fn;kA [kn feluk u vYykg vij
djlu d uke 1j ckV nu di vihy di FA% bl dky di iHko kkyh %Vuk Fib
fdlku vinkyuk dk rt fodklA Hfegu fdlkuk d cM&cM oxk e jK'Vh;
vkj oxpruk fodflr gb bld vykok] migku viu Lo; d ox ExBu] *gjh
urfo] dk;@e] ukj vkj >.M fodflr djuk "z fd;kA Hkjrh; fdlkuk d
Ipru ox IxBu] vi[ky Hkrjh; fdlku BHk u viu mnn*; d fy; r;kj
fd;k Hkjr Bektoknh jkT; u fdlkuk d Lor= 1%k IxfBr fd; vk ,d
Lor= bdkb d i e jk'V d fuek.k e Hkx fy;kA etnjk| fdlkuk vkj e/;e
ox d jkeutfrd leg vikd 1 vikd i1;Ru dj jg R D;kd mue vfid
jkeutfrd pruk vkj Lor= IxBu dh rkdr bdVBh gk x;h Ff] € vc rd
ithoknh ox }kjk fu;f=r R thxr jk'V Hh viu Lor= ,0 BEi.k fodkl dk
ckikr dju okyh ck/kkvk d iufuek.k dh viuh ekxk dk vikdkikd )& ]
I nck jg FA

I A.R. Desai, p. 414
80 fofiu pUnk| Hkjr dk Lor=rk 1% fginh el/;e dk;klo; funiky;] fnYyh
fo*ofoJky;] 2015] 1€ u0 425
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