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i i of Vandey Mataram
The pendal was packed 10 its fullest capasity. The holy song of TSRCHY ~C o
o o cheans jade the people 1o phiak seriously sbout their fufore. In the pin-drop
slence, His Holiness Shree Shapkar Acharya gaye his blessings to the conference in th
following words.

mmw&nmﬁshwmﬁahmciﬁmﬁm
AT T

AR
sag wg dm e s
g wag T EEAE A
sag s rR e
sag g wR fegriaan
& @ s Gwer geEdeaa  feed gatigpERAEARTRAARE
mmeW.ﬁWM‘W

A Frrgha W AATAATRAIAR SR AARIESE
it W ¥APE AT : |

i SuA AEREHA R WRAISE WRAAGAT -
w‘ﬂaym TUIEIEEAN - | SEEeTRAN T TEAEAREEEed |

e Wi fred sha B v e g0 O sfrEE s
st s St QTSR TR 3 T |

After the blessings Mr. Jamnadas Mehta rose to deliver the inaugural addrees.

In a forceful and vigorous speech, characteristic of a Parliamentarian, and socolnp‘nhd
by thunderous denunciation of the Pakistan Scheme, he declared :—

te this historic Confe and Iam

T consider it a privilege to be invited to inaug

deeply grateful for this honour. My task is considerably lightened 'by two facts. In
your Chairman of the Reception Committee 'you bave got my esteemed friend Lala




6

Nacayan Datt, the geand old man of Dslhi whose mature wisdom and sterling patriotism

—all have learned to admire who have come into contast with him. In your president:
you have secured a profound scholar and an ardent champion of India’s unity who wilk

speak to us with an authority all his own. Professor Radha Kumud Mukherji can be
depended upon to give us a correct lead in this supreme crisis.

1 shall therefore be very brief. We are meeting here to-day to proclaim to ail whom
it may concern that India is one and indivisible and will remain so for ever and for ever.
We are meeting not a day too soon. We are faced with a crisis of unparellel gravity.
The cumulative effect of the divide and rule policy of our rulers initiated in 1905 and
since systematically fostered nas shattered the country’s political life, created vested
interests against our unity and freedom by throwing out a class of parasites who are
feathering their own nests at the expense of national well-being and the fight for freedom
has degenerated into a scramble for crumbs of patronage at the hands of the foreigner.

To secure the freedom of India by consolidating ourselves into a strong and virile

i pite ef differe of caste and creed was the objective of the fathers and the
founders of the Indian National Congress. Dadabhai Naoroji, Badruddin Tyabji, Tilak,
Bannerjee and Lajpat Rii to mention only a few gave their very best in the pursuit of
that ideal and they achieved a substantial measure of success, but during the last quarter
of a century we are having one set-back after another. We have fallen on strange times—
indeed evil times. Pseudo-religious theories, metaphysical doctrines, fanatical communa-
lism, idol-worship in its most abject form and the 2 of an ing degree of
slave mentality have combined to undermine Indian Nationalism ; the labours of the
patriots and Statesmen of a whole generation are on the point of being destroyed

The Indian National Congress itself has now evolved some . dogmas and doctrines
which at best are irrelevent and at worst are suicidal. Its leader announced long ago
the theory of the “blank cheque.” He gave the fatal advice “neither to accept nor to
reject” the so-called Communal award and he has now become a convert to the principle
of vivisection, which only yesterday he had denounced as sin. “United we stand divided
we fall” was the old battle cry of our political life. We are now told, in the name of
India’s freedom‘ that we should agree to divide in order to unite.” If oaly we could show
some superficial unity to oust “The third party”, 1t is fondly hoped, we can liberate India.
A more tragic confession of failure a greater bankruptcy of political acumen it is difficult
to conceive. We must commit national suicide first so that we cen live as free men ever
afterwards, is the new slogan. Indian Nationalism is to be crucified on the cross of
expediency and the temple of India’s freedom is to be built on the grave of India’s unitye
Can self-deception and defeatism go further ?

Such is the crisis which we have to face : there new lies before us the formidable
‘task of resisting the threat of destruction both of India’s freedom and India’s unity. I
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would not have worried much if the threat had come only from our Imperialistic masters.

That has been a calculable risk all along ever since 1884. ‘We could lenoluibly: mﬁeip-_%
it. We had no right to expect them to behave better. But the threat is more mUH Ve
vious and insidious since we have succumbed to the tactics of “The third _p_.ny . 'Those
who shonld have stood like a rock for the onences of India have fallen st “at'the fest
of the enemy. Instead of fighting the Britisher as one solid block, we aré trying
to conciliate communalism ; where frmness was, needed appeasement is adopted ; -
courage was called for, wobbliug has been chiefly in evidence. ‘ :
It will not be out of place at this stage briefly to refer to the background of tﬁ;
present crisis. It began with the Partition of Bengal. The “]:-vonnte.mfe theory
then came to light for the first time and has since then been increasingly relied upon to
discredit the + nationslim which the Indian National Congress had helped to
create, How Lord Minto the then Viceroy engineered out of a conteri of Nawabs and
Khan Bahadurs the so-called Muslim deputation to wait upon him m 1905 ; how he
started what Lord Morley called “the Muslim hare” ; how t:his o(zter:w was !nu-ie to
present a faked address to him prepared by the bureaucracy-all thm is recent hn;m;y
with that “Command performance” as the late ‘Maulana Mohamed Al apﬁ? descnbebed;
the disruption of Indian Nationalism was started on its Way. It has since t.'l;e:n et
vigorously followed up. The Nawabs and the Khan Bahadurs were unable to resist
lure of and publicity which Lord Minto gave them and they were quite willlng
4o beliofe that what was to their personal advantage was slso for the beoeft of the Must
community. More and more Muslims fell easy victims to the blandishments ofmd
Bureaucracy, although the educated Muslims as a class then stood l}ooﬁ Mr. }lohm
Ali Jinnah being one of them, but has since capitulated to this rotchonery crpvn? nnd is
out heroding Hero now. What is true of the Musiim oommumc-y is true of. other
minorities. They-one and all-accepted the new policy as their protection .‘::d became the
props of alien rule. Only the Sikhs on the whole ined loyal to

The Government of India Act 1035 stabilised communlism as the ruling factor
in Indian polity. Looking back in the light of the events of the past decade T am m-
ning to feel that however faulty that act was, it bad one great merit. It secured the fun-
damental unity of India. Lord Lothian had again and again emphasised this aspect of
the Federal Constitution and time has shown that he was right. But with the best of mo-
tives, Nationalist. India rejected it? the Princely Order played with it out of fear and nar-
rowness of outlook, the Hindu Mahasabha rejected it beear it was bad and the Muslim
League rejected it because it was not bad enough. The result was drift, cleavage, frustra-
tion until the emergence of Pakistan bas finally stultified all of us. P _

Communalism ‘made giant strides as time went on. Communal representation,
communal franchise, reservations of public offices not on merits but on communal basis,
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out of ﬁgn"o‘! N moﬁr&ﬂxu?;dr&m ';m: ?:,' ’ni: lm,::ﬂ"::;;:\ ’ wight two suspicious looking characters are prowling about a house with a view to breaking
The nakion come to he Borastiidm 1S oavataic. By wn “m,.! ll\'lu“ﬂd o d: 1t open and looting it while the inmates were asleep. And I am glad, they have failed and
o comgrote b skl dlod b Aact RN S it i Arplpoies Pty W“‘ i deservedly failed; if India remains one and united, the historian will record that it was not

Hooi h £ Freed = “ 7 Swatai withis 2 P! ih due to the fault of Messrs. Gandhi and Jinnah who evidently balieved that thay could
ago. Horsised rosy hopes of fresdom, proiised Siardj withia & yeur, préached strange bamboozle the British into “quiting India” by such pretended unity and suicidal action.
doctrine, encouraged blind worship and instead of standing up for nationalism pure aad
unadulterated sought the support of communalists in the fight for freedom. India had to .
pay and still continues to pay a heavy price for the Mahatma’s well meant departure from is room for some relief, there is no cause for complacency. We must not forget that

the straight and the narrow path of true nationalism. The more he preached this new (Gandhiji, though failed, has not admitted defeat. He has retired sine die to fight another
fangled idea, the worse the situation b lists b more and more aggres- day. Mr. Jinnah also had stated that the failure of talks was not the finsl end of

sive in their separatism each bidding the other. Nationalism had b almost dis- the discassions. I may say at once that I am not much afraid of M. Jinnah. His
reputable. Communal champions are holding up the y’s freedom and Pakistan is the two-nation theory and his insistence on the Lahore Resolution as the last word on Lndia’s
latest form in which the misch ief has appeared. political destiny are such patent absurdities that they carry their own failure within
4. The Pakistan idsa-the two nations tHéory in partioular:is con “‘"d 0 Sgficcaddh themn.lve-. We shall not follow him. We shall not agres to divid? and be doomed.
selfishness and conosit; it is fod by fanaticfuin, fesr ‘and Suspicion. ' It is 3d by " Such insanities convince no one either in India or m.ztaido and t!xe coteries of the }hwabl
slavish reliance on the part of its advocatés on the support of the ,Third Party” who by Hawshaadng, Kpan Rebahp, who to Mr. Jinnah's brain trust are least likely to
no stretoh of imsgih.i‘ion can Be oredited with & desire to'give n; powe P carry conviction to any man of average intelligence that India should be partitioned ?n
profit which aserue to it through the continois subjection of India. If it -;)pmls ': hold theoratic basis. I am not therefore much afraid of l{r Jinnah. I am somewhat sfn.l.t‘!
the feld te-day in Tndisa politios that is dde to the weakiidss and hesitanicy of thie C ?f the great Rajaji b of his subtleties and unprincipled axpsdmm?. Bat Gsndhl_jl
dictator and his evil genius I mean the Great Rajaji to the blind hero-worship of the :a.uk s anofher PRI Ym_‘ neve.r g sure' N wln.t. il “_"d ey 'lh“
and file of the Congress organisation and to the mental and moral paralysis-bordering on uphold u:-fnorro\v; there u.x.mthmg to prevent him from saying to us in a fe.w months
coma—which overtakes the Congress Press as soon as Gandhiji makes one of his lical l.l.mt 1945 is not 1944. He is the anlh'or of t,!xe blank chaque t.h.eor.y; he is law T.:m

recantations of all that he had said and preachsd before. It liss been srtfully engineered, himeelf; he has reduced the great Indian National Congross org woer
i ad A:A.- irishad By 'odt hdstsrs utitil it tids sHoroghly bafogged all-Endians snfl of his manofm?te a:nd .IG is difficult to judge w}:a‘ way the C?tfgress cat 'muy )n‘mp under
forei alike-and oreated confusion where clarity should have prevailed. the Mahatmic inspiration. Yesterday he considersd ths partition of India as a sin ; today
he advocates a variety of Pakistan as the royal road to India’a liberation. If eternal

Thebreak down of the Gandhi-Jinnah negotiations has been received by every nation- vigilance is the price of liberty, it is also the prioe of unity without which freedoom cannot
alist and patriotic Indian with unfeigned relief. If there are any among the entourage of be achieved or maintained. We must , therefore, start some maohinery for carrying out
the two leaders who profess to be Sorry over the result of this conspiracy to vivisect India, the struggle for national unity before we return home. The time is favourable. Public
they are fre to stew in their own juice. For wéeks these talks were made to appear as if opinion both in India and in England is on our side. Two Viceroys, Lord Linlithgow
they were some might endeavour in India’s intérest; a stage managed psychological atmos- and Viscount Wavell have realised the danger of vivisecting India in the interests
phere was created in the press. The talks were said to be paving the way for India"s not merely of India alone but of the world as a whole. The British Press have
freedom The critios of these talks were denounced as enemies of India’s indepe denc ted the danger. * India is indivisible and cannot be divided with a pair of scissors ”
and the stooges of an alien domination. We were admonished to hold our peace while the says Mr. Befnard Shaw.
talks were going on so that the two leaders might be enabled to shaps Tiidis's destuy; Nor is it to be supposed that Mr. Jinnah has the backing of the Muslim intelligensis.
truth to tell, these two gentlemen were engaged in nothing better than a game of gigantic Although their vi 7 o ;

= s > . gh their views are likely to be drowned amidst the sound and fury of fanatics,

bluff. If they had -uoooeaed_ they would haye bsen guilty of the greatest act of vandal- wducated Muslims are on the whole showing admirable courage. Mr. Jinnah himself will

ism against this country. Iam glad that we refused to remain silent and raised a storm not claim to be a better Muslim than Maulans Abdul Kalam Azad, the president of the
of protest and indigaant dissent; we could hardly have doue less. The appeal to observe a . e 3 » .

iy g 3 > gress, This is what the great Muslim savant says about Pakistan. ‘‘Hundreds of years

Jisciplined silence while the great drama of disemberment was being planned by the two of our joint life have At asiitos uakionali This s d i

gentlemen was like an appeal to the Police to with-draw from their beat when on a dark - . p.

Although the sinster shadow of vivisection has for the time being been lifted and there
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cially. Nature fashicns through hidden processes in the course of centuries. Destiny has.
ect her seal upon our nationality and whether we like it or not, we have now become the-
Indian nation united and indivisible. No fanaticism or artificial scheme to separate will
b eak that unity. Those who make the proposal, are flying in the face of history. I
detest this communal approach to the naticnal problem.”  Sir Sul Ahmad is as good
a Lawyer as Mr. Jinnah is, but he has openly discarded the two nations theory years ago..
Sir Mirza ismail is as good a statesman as Mr. Jinnah may be. He has repudiated Pakistan
in an unmistakable manner. Mr. Faiz Tyabji, ex-High Court Judge, whose distinguished
father was the president of Indian Nationa! Congress has denounced Pakistan. Khan Bah-
adur Allah Bux, Prime Minister of Sind sealed his faith in the Indian Nation by laying
down his life at the hands of the assassin. Many good Muslims and true in other parts of
India have joined in repudiating the so-called two nations theory. The Hindus are to a
man opposed to Pakistan, the solitary exception being perhaps the great Rajaji. Sir

~ private property to do what he liked with.
~ s when he opens

11
talks as if India and her people were his
He wants you to feel that he is 8ir Oracle

his lips to speak no dog shall bark.

After the Gandhi-Jianah talks the full implication of the Pakistan Resolution of
1940 must have been brought home to every Indian. There should be no doubt her.eaﬁn?r
about its significance. Its details may be vague and undisclosed, but its prif:o.!?leu
Wloar and explicit. It is a bid for India being cut into two independent.. divisions,
mutually exclusive of each other. The people of Hindustan to be, t “y, as
much strangers to the people of Pakistan as the Zuloo is to the Hottentot. Mr. Jm'nsh
glves no argument why such an experiment is necessary, why people who have lived
together for hundreds of years under one Government should, for no reason that can be
vonceived, be segregated from each other. It will to my mind be an act of pure vn.n-
dalism to divide Muslims and Hindus who are so closely kuit by political, economic,

Mr. Jinnah however such light is denied. He

Sivaswami Iyer, Sir Chaman Lal Setalvad, Mr. Sriniwas Sastri, Sir C. P. R
Aiyer, Sir Maharaj Singh and other distinguished liberals are loyal to United India. The
Sapru liberals alone are still sulking in their tents. Sir Chotu Ram, Sir Manohar Lal, Sir
Fazul Hugq are not less hostile. The Sikhs have threatened to tear the Rajaji formula to.
pieces and to lag down the lives to fight Pakistan if necessary. Almost all congressmen
and Hindus are opposed to it tooth and nail and it is good in a sense that the Rajaji
formula has provided the for the exp of such united determination.

amy

There is no foundation for the two nations theory. It must be plain to the most.
ca¢1 al thinker that the ch of religion does not change the race of the convert. If
that were not so, every country in the. world where there is a muslim population could
claim to be a separate nation and asked for a Pakistan. But such a claim would be
laughed out of court. On the other hand there are numerous instances of people of’
different races and different naticnalities becoming citizens of one sovereign state as in the
United States of America. Every European nation has settled there during the last 390
years but all have now become galvanised into one American nation. In Canada, the
French and the British are living togetherin peace and happiness under one common State.
In Switzerland, the Germans, the Frenchand the Italiansare common ocitizens of one Repub-
lican State. The Welsh, the Scotch and the English have found freedom, wealth and
security under British citizenship and inoumerable nati have
economic and political freedom in Soviet Russia. Mr. Jinnah cannot be ignorant of these
patent facte. On the other hand the Balkan states have become the cock-pits of racial
animosities for nearly two centuries if not more. They had nothing to gain by separatism
except degradation and instability. United they might have been a force to reckon with.
Divided and disrupted they have been & danger to themselves and to each other. Burma.
was lost because of its separation from India and both Pakistan and Hindustan will
easy prey to an aggressive and ambitious neighbour if isolated from each other. T do n

think T should labour more what is so obvious toany man of average intelligence.

1its Yininat:

.

ts. The bogey about the Hindu Raj is & monstrous
to facts. In the future democratic Indian
his fandamental right; no community need
In fact, so far as any claim is

oultural and territorial interes
porversion of realities and wholly opposed
states no individual need have any fear about
foel anxious about its cultural and linguistic privileges.
legitimate, men and of all communities and races can have them in their pockets

fovr the mere asking, indeed, even without asking; our common citizenship Will' secure t0
us economic self-sufficiency, political freedom and personal opportunities to rise to the
Muslims of India to have

fullest height of their talents. It Mr. Jinnah really wants the

of all these rights, Pakistan is not necessary. On the contrary, Pakistan will. not secure
these things and will inevitably injure the interests of both Hindus and Muslims, create
faction and cleavage insute the agg of ambiti and reduce India to the
position of a third class state in world affairs.

foreig:

That being so, one wonders why the Mahatma accepted the principle of Pakistan
and in return asked Mr. Jinnah's cooperation in securing the India’s independence. The
failure of the quit India movement, the thorough paralysis of the Congress organisation
and the stern refusal of the Viceroy to have any truok with the Mahatma irritated
(andhiji and drove him into Mr. Jinnah arms for support. In doing so, he simply‘soﬁ
out to cut his nose to spite his face. But for this we have to thank his evil genius,
staji and not the Mahatma. Ido not wish to go into the dreary arid three w.efaku of
these negotiations as they stand condemned alike for their opportunism and fuhhf.y. I
may add that although the Mahatma went on & useless errand, he became a formidable
embarrasment to Mr. Jinnah when they confronted each other. He pulled down the
whole of the Pakistan house of cards and showed it to be a stunt as ridiculous as it was
Adisastrous even to the Muslims ; but as we know the Mahatma’s ways are mysterious and
it won't take him a single minute to recant. We must not therefore leave this Conference
without setting up some machinery as I have already mentioned in the earlier part of my
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speech. A daily English newspaper in Delhi, a Deputation to England and the establish-

ment of a permanent organisation to combat the threat which overhauls our beloved:

Bheratvarch and to bury Pakistan five fathoms deep is neeessary.

I reject Pakistan as a [suicidal phantasy, a reckl thoughtless monomania, an.
anachronism, a crude form of isolationism in an age of internationalism. As a Hindu I
reject it, as an Indian I repudiate it, as an internationlist I repel it. It is against the.
spirit of the times. It denies the of humanity, the brotherhood of man. It is.
historically falge, culturally reactionary a less figment of imagination. It. will not
work; it is fatal to cur defence, it will for ever divide the Hindus and Mohammadans into.
hostile camps; and in each of the so-called two sovereign states there will be innumerable
little Hindustans and Pakistans. Confusion will be worse conformed.

If ever there was a time when Indian Nationalists of whatever community should:
with one voice acclaim the territorial integrity of India as the basie condition of India’s
freedom, it is now. If ever there was a time when we should resist at the risk of our-
lives, if necessary, any attempt to disrupt this holy land of India, itis now. If ever
there was a time to proclaim our faith in the greatness of India’s future based on one.
country. one people and one state, it is now. If there was a time when _compromise,
hesitation, expediency, appeasement and faint-heartedness were virtues, it is not now.

National unity and national freedom have been the cherished dreams of my student.
life, the fond longings of my youth and the ardent hopes of my political activities and T
shall lay down my life for maintaining the one and securing the other. I have done. I
feel strongly on the question and. I have spoken strongly.

Then Rai Bahadur Harish Chandra, (General Secretary, Reception Committes,
Akhand Bharat Conference rose up and delivered a speech. After surveying the collapse
of the Muslims; rise of the Mahrattas and the sufferings of the Indians due to British.
Imperialism he said:-

The question of Minority and its cures is not only confined to India. Minorities-
exist in various countries in the world. It is only in India that in the struggle of political
independence minorities have been given the foremost place in the shape of Religious Min
orities. After the last war this question was r d internationally and has been the-
subject of various discussions in the League of Nations, But whilst it is customary to.
speak of racial and linguistic minorities it has never even been suggested that the minori-
ties will claim to be separate nations and separate States, thus pletely di bering
the country where they exist as minoriti The question of minorities has been dealt
with at length in the League of Nations and the principles applicable to the settlement
of these questions in the International worlds are very wellknown.

The Muslims, finding it dificult either to keep pace or cope with their far advanced.
Hindu brethren, asserted a claim for privileged treatment. Lord Minto, the then Vieeroy,

13

i reply to the Mahomedan deputation said “I can only say to y(?u thq't the Mahomeden
ity may rest ed that their political rights as a oom::mmty will be m»rd:
by any administrative organisation with which I un.eoneemed' Tbmquprmdth prin
plo of separate electorate and separate representation in all ad . m.tho ;; i .::
While on one side some concessions were granted the Poise was established by "ot
ting vested interests. Statesmen both in England and in this e?u:ltry .have thr:ilugb:li.
been unanimous in decrying this principle of separate rep either on the
of communities or classes as being destructive -of democracy. It has slwayts been recog-
pised as an evil. The Congress policy of appeasement stimulated the .lepuat.nt tendencies.
In the Montague-Chelmsford Reports the authors stated that the Muslims reg:.rd sep&:;h
representation and communal electorates as “their only adequate mfeguefd e Bu;t b ey
hold the opinion that “‘communal electorates are opposed to the tea'chmg ot;l isf rz
prepetuate class divisions, stereotype existing relations, and a very serious "hm rnneeth’
the development of the self governing priuciple;” yet they concluded tho.t: So far as s
Muslims are concerned the present system must be maintained until ot.mdmon‘s :lter; a:en
he price of slower ess ds the realisatlon of a tizenship”’. :
:;i: ;:’:cco‘:ne into l:;oif:ence the Lucknow Pact of 1916 whereby the |'m'nc|ple of
communal rep tion to the Muslims was ded by the Congi in order to
win their support.

Lord Oliver had made a tasteful admission “that the it
system is antagonistic to the possibility of any proper working of democratic institution
il; India.” Tn the debate in the house of Lords he reiterated this confession and stated
“it militated against the progrsss of democratic institutions.”

ik of 1

Even a person like Lionel Curtis who figured so prominently at the time o_f M?ntford
Reforms had to say ‘Moslems will thus learn to depend on an artificial prot?otlon mst_eud
of facing the real source of their weakness, their relative backwardness m education.
It is like keeping in irons & weak but healthy limb which only needs exercise to roeo‘vh?r
its strength. I believe that if this principle is perpetuated we shall ha.ve u.ddle(} In ]'_:
with a new system of caste which will eat every year more deeply into her life.

ding the establish t of 1 rep! we have, I hold, been h]l.et.o
that tru;. The system bas eaten into the life of this people so deeply that a.lreu:‘l’y itis
not possible to abolish at one stroke what might have been, refused a few years ago.

After tracing the history of the communal Award the Rai Bahadur declared :—
The 1935 Constitution was defective. The C: non-co-operated and refused

10 give it a trial. The Princes had their own objections to it. The xem.nlt was t.lm:, only
the Provincial portion of it came into effect and the scheme of Federation was buried to
the satisfaction of the disruptionists.

To see a series of independent Muslim States from the shores of the Mediterranean
wp to the Bank of Ravi or even the Sutlej wasa Pan-Islamic dream, the realisation of
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which could not but be the greatest lure to the Muslim politician. He realised that s
a bait to the masses would immediately catch their imagination and obtain their sup
In any case the Muslim popul ation of the provinces concerned will be enamoured of i
and it mattered not whether the Muslims in other parts of India were most adversel,
affected thereby. To him even it did not matter whether these provinces could be sel
contained. Sir Mohd. Igbal, the very wellknown poet of the Punjab who had once writ
at Wl & w=g fegeam gHTT bad put forward a similar scheme in his Presidential
address of the Muslim League Session held at Lucknow in December 1930/1931. Mr.
Rehmat Ali formulated the Pakistan Scheme in 1933. Then the idea was to have a
Muslim State in the North, he never thought of Bengal.

It was only in March 1940 that the Muslim League in its Lahore Session of 1940
passed the so called —Pakistan Resolution,

For sorae time the resslution was not taken seriously by many people in the country.
It was considered to be a slogan and it was hoped that it was so fantastic that the saner
element in the body politic of the country would never accept it as a basic principle for
the future political emancipation of India and it will die a natural death. The whole
resolution is vague and indefinite. Muslims of repute and culture and of education
scorned at this idea of the partition of the country. The Muslims living in other provinces
failed to realise as to what was there in common between their culture and the culture of
of a tribal outlaw. )

The Congress that had followed a policy of non-co-operation and boycott of the
Gover t and its i had finally decided to accept offices. It ruled in eight
provinces. The constitution of 1935 stimulates the virus of extreme provincialisati

Mindustan. TIndian National Congress that had never offi

Oon: | Award, opp
was the only person amongst the Congress ranks that
wd of theory of Pakistan. But Raji Ji lives far in the South in Madras,

Impossible for him to realise what is happenin|
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Sumilistion. Tt was all Hindu Bengal that had figured so prominently in the annals o

oially approved even the
t. Mr. Rajgopalchariar
how or other b

d it and its opposition was

where it is

g in the Punjab, in the N. W. F. P., Sind

snd Bengal. Even he had to quit the Congrees on account of his change of creed.

Sir Stafford Cripps having won his laurels in Russia ( and perhaps a dangerous
political rival for Premiership) was sent out to this country on a peace mission. But the
way in which it was done, it could not produce any froitful results. He came with a sealed

offer of which not a single word could be changed. This was irely against all
of di jion and comp The White Paper that he brought in his pocket had only

gue important matter in it. It showed that the British Parliament were prepared to accept
the theory of Pakistan for future constitution of the country and so yield to the wishes
of one section of the Muslims. The Mahasabha was the first to reject the Cripps Scheme as
|t was destructive of the integrity of India which was its cardinal creed.

The Congress went into wilderness and the Muslim League retired into dignified

weolusion. The Congress finding that further inaction was icidal decided on the fateful
August Resolution, the wiedom whereof, its author alone could understand. With the
Mahatma’s fast the situation further deteriorated and the Government found the lap of
Muslim League a place of comfort repose.

Rajdji got the ear of Gandhiji who had just come out of Jail and l}nd no o.ppor!.nnit
of « 'l',fhis——collengues. And in his over-enthusiam to see India free in his M{

Shirp points of cleavage were created in the U. P. between the Landlords and the
Peasants, the labour and the industrialists and instead of democracy a new type of
beaurcracy was visible. Then came the war and the Congress refused to take any part
in the war effort. Mr. Jinnah declared a day of deliverance when the Congress Ministry
The Muslim politicians considered that to be the most opportune moment of putting
forward their demand for the partition of India. To give it a racial tinge they s
basing it not only on the cultural difference but on a two nation theory. They felt that
the British Statesman who have throughout pted their d d of a differential trea
ment would now agree to any thing to win their co-operation and support for the war,
‘They thought that the time had arrived when the dream of having an independent Musli
State in the North could be realised. They added Bengal also to it. More so as
found that it was possible for them with the help of British vested interests, not only
establish but to continue a Muslim rule in that province, in spite of Hindu capital, en
prise and education there. Bengal which unsettled the partition of 1905 was confron
with a more mischievous partiti Bengal naturally could not brook the idea of t

time, even if 8 he be mutilated and dismembered, he openly announced what is now known
4 Gandhi-Rajaji formula.

While the Rest of India was feeling bewildered he sought an interview with Mr.
Jinnah and the so-called Bombay talks commenced. We have his own authority for the
vlow that the talks failed on account of a third party.

Intelligent, experienced and non 1 politicians all over the country differed
from Mahatma but his inner voice told him that he was in the right. Those who realised
’l‘. Jinnah’s political creed could have anticipated only one result of these talks, but
‘whether Mahatma has completely disill d or not, he alone knows. There has been

least one silver lining that he bas completely refuted the two nation theory.

¥ All of us do realise that merely saying that we want Akhand Hindustan is not the
solution of the problem confronting us. Even Lord Wavell in his recent speech reiterated

integrity of India.
But let us in our delib
Paki with full realisation of the p

tions give a rational and responsible answer to dul theory
blem confronting us. After all we have got to
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adt aae il ¥ aw W wA R g ¢l fedt & omw w@ F R
fiite = & Tt % frsit 1 S wA ¥ fow, Realt A wfrR w1 ogE i
sitc w% st & gug w B | B 1 7w g v | e st S oa
A | s TR, IR e T % et g @ weew W T AR
A I TE WA G SN T T g ( National Government. )
1T, AT F HAR 9 AAFA FAARER

convince not only our people, but the world opinion that we are not unreasonably refusi
the right of seif-determination to the Mussalmans, we are only trying legitimately to
preserve a country, a State and a Nation from unnatural vivisection,

With these few words I once again welcome you all here, the President and friends.”

After it Lala Narain Dutt, President of the Reception Committee Akhand Bharat
Conference delivered his following speech :

AR % e F AR W A A e wY ¥ % 9w £ 5 wwmaw w ) Sy 3 i, < \
e e e e e e
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< . : Mivision of the -y acutely ted by millions in the land as ruinious ¢ How oan be
- wwE ¥ fh g v wwa g e @ T R w3 A o i g Jersist in allowing it and still claim to keep his words ? ; o

FaEAT ; s It is true Mr. Jinnah and he have many disagreements to smooth over before a
!ﬁ ﬁ!(«imﬂwﬁmm m it “(Qﬁ“m“ " bargain can be struuk. Some of these seem formidable. This fact, however, ought not to
TR R) g % fau Gramn = wwediEt @ FW & | zfamw # gga « frare Induce a feeling of security in the opponents of Pakisthan, They cannot afford to go to-
ﬁi{f ﬁﬁamﬁai‘«'iﬁﬂ FWEAT ¥ AHEA; ﬁhﬁmﬁiﬁw sleep or even slightly relax their efforts. T would venture to say an earnest word to
T 9 B GEA § | Gt SR epEdE W Gt F aRenRE §a (Congressmen in the name of patriotism. The Motherland is biggar than Congress or the
% a1z uE FAE | FART § WIT R wEar 3 TF FEEE FEAT FC Mahatma. When her welfare is at stake, loyalty to party or reverence to a saintly letd:r
e # w zatfert : is no consideration at all. The call of conscience is supreme. Itis no treason to the
?‘:‘ﬁim famET m‘%ﬁw” Wt ; an Fﬁ g ﬁk Mahatma, he will applaud it asa service, if he is told that he goes further than they
e o | iﬂi!ﬁﬁ‘:fﬁﬁﬂ t-ﬁlﬁf;ﬂ:a mm;‘ ﬁ‘;:gm desire. Not India’s greatness or glory, not her positi 1g the peoples of the world
H CL st fr@#t o% EEIc
& formn giwn faoge o ¥ | = 1 @z gfem T ow Prege & w2 R

g
.
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or among those of the east—not these only, bnt her very peace and safety will be
{mperilled.”

tl?a’ aﬁiw@hm%ﬂmﬁmﬁﬁma m%mgﬁ(ﬂﬁm The following also sent their messages. (.7
FN & % o% waem ¥ fow S fram sogm & | R ame 9w et Bar. R. M. Deshmukh, M.LC,
graiftrar @i @ R st awar” sl e e ¥ ) - (2) Ex-Minister (Congress) C.P.,
r. N. U, Kelkar, )
ARG H W Wgadn Mo H 3 atew B uwa a3 d de w1 Gwalior State.
F1 S oft Bife Avfi—g 77 afiE s 0 S e RE—s (3) Gy
-t .

AU F BOIR T, £ & B H TR 0T F291 S I 0 S e G | _ Raja Maheshwar Dayal, Hon’ble Sardar, Ajit Singh,
= At F aw # R s o, o w e w aE w E Ex-Minister, U, P., M.L.C. Minister (P. W. D.),

Then Mr. V. G. Deshpande, Secretary, read out the following message of i— oy Kl.ot:;;)ow Pt

1. “Rt. Hon’ble Shrinivas Shastri :— e . (9)

The talks on Malabar Hill have ended in nothing. But the danger to the integrity gayss Sir Dhaaji'Shab,
of Tudia is not over. At a moment thought propitions the talks may be resumed. That Q. A. Gavai W'Ex SR
will be on the basis of the formula or of the Mahatma’s version of it. When I first AL M .L.'A. ; 8;
expressed the fear that, once yielded, the principle of division may be difficult to recall, Gone;'ll S s,
some p d me of ive pessimism. Now even the summary rejection of it AI,D.CA, (10)
by Mr. Jinnah bas not opened the eyes of the Mahatma. His faith in appeasement is Nagpur. Sir R. P. Paranjpya,
apparently invincible. He contends that Congress has already pledged itself to the Poona,
doctrine of self-determination. Has not the All.India Cong C i passed a (5) (11)

lution against the vivisection of India, at the instance of Mr. Jagat Narain? By the 4

ordinary rules of interpretation a categorical negative mnst prevail against a vague Ram Ratan Gupta, Hurble Dr. Mesgpius
affirmation unrelated to any context or set of facts. There is abundant reason to believe Congrees M.Li 4, (Central), anlhmnlgw
that a large section of Congressmen are opposed to the division of the country. Their Ehymgass. Minione K » hi
numbers it is not easy to determine with accuracy. But when we add them to those of : ; 2
non-Congressmen similarly opposed, the aggregate will be such as a responsible statesman (6) (12)
must respect and hesitate to overrule. We have moreover the express undertaking of Bawa Gurumukh Singh, Maharajadhrij of

Gandhiji that he will not surrender the interest of even a small section. Is not the Amritsar, Darbhanga.










* Satya Virmani,

(87)
K. B. Limye,
Sangli.

(88)

Amritsar.
(89)
Gaya Prasad Smgh,
Ex M. L. A. ( Central )

Lucknow.

(90 j
Raja Sahib of Patan,
(91)
Ch. Suryanarayuna, B. A., B. L.
Bazwada.
(92)
K. Prabhakaram Thampan,
Ex- M. L. A,
Karimba.
(93)
K. Shivanandy Thevar,
Editor “ Moovender,”
Madura.
(94)
Surya Dutta Tripatni,
Dharm Sangh,
Kashi.
(95)
Stya Kumar Roy, RSN
Calcutta,
(96)
Prithvi Singh Azad,
( Depressed classes )
KuaY Lahore.
(97)

Jagjivan Ram,
President, Vel
A. L Depressed Classes League.
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(98)
Baburao Seth Khudye,
Bombay,
(99)
Dr. Laxman Rao Kardika,
Poona.
(100)
Jailal,
Patiala.
(101)
Bhalerao Advocate,
Indore.
(102)
Vasant Kale,
President, Bombay Students Federation,
Bombay.
(103)
Baburao Kale,
Sholapur.

(104)
C. V. Reddy,
President, Andhra, M. S.
Bezwada.
(105 )
Hindu Rashtra Dal,
Sangali.
(106)
Manoranjan Choudhuri,
Caleutta.
(107)
Shamdas Gidwani,
Karachi. 3 i
(108)
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Dr. MOOKERJI'S HISTORIC ADDRESS

The following is the full text of the speech delivered by Doctor Radha Kumud |
Mookerji, as President of the Akhand Hindustan Conferencs held at New Delhi on the
7th and 8th of October.

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN,

We are assembled here today ata most oritical point in the whole history of our
country. A crisis of the first magnitude has been created in our national history by some
of our great leader who have convinced themselves that it is impoasibls for our Mother
‘Country to achieve her independ and the status which is her birth rizht except on the
basis of a Hindu-Moslem unity, with the result that the other party to that unity has kept
itself thronghout busy in framing more and more impossible terms culminating in the
absurd position that Hindu-Moslem unity is to be based on a complete Hindu-Moslem
disunity, an out-and -out separation of the two communities into what have been con-
sidered as their respective homelands to be designated as Hindustan and Pakistan.
Against this complete misreading of our entire national history aad politics, I must assert
once for all on behalf of Hindus, and with all the emphasis that I can commani as
President of this All India Conference of Hindu leaders, that the homeland of the Hindus
through milenniums of their history has been nothing short of the whole of India stretche
ing in its continental expanse from Kashmir to the Cape, from Nanga Parvat and Amar-
nath to Madura and Rameshwaram and from Dwarka to Puri. The Hindus through the
ages have built up the whole of this continent as their sacred, inviolable; and indivisible
Mother Country and infused into it their very blood. Since the days of the Rigveda, the
earliest work of India and of the world, since the dawn of history, the Aryan Hindus have
conquered and civilised this continent and breathed into it their very soul.

In anticipation of these present day misohievous: developments denying this funda-
mental unity of India, I wrote out & special treatise which was published in London as
far back a3 1914 and considered even by a diehard historian like the late Dr. Vincent A
Smith as a scholarly and erudite work, ““inspite of its avowed political purpose.” It was
further honoured by the foreword of a British Prime Minister, J. Ramsay MacDonald, who
has admirably expressed its substance in words that should go home %o every Hindu :

““The Hindu, from his traditions and his religion, regards India not only as a political
unit, naturally the subject of one sovereignty, but as the outward embodiment, as the
temple, nay, even as the gooddess mother of his spiritual culture,

“India and Hinduism are organically related as body and soul.”

Tt is to the eternal credit of Hindu thought that it imparts a touch of the spiritual to
the secular, the mundane, and the material. In its intense devotion to the mother-
Country, it has deified the country, into a Deity to be worshipped with a Mantram like
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Vande Mataram. 1t has transformed patriotism into a orced, Mother India, the mighty
Mother oullmm-,hto.bo'mhimed, b bypmmeumlb;dinmm hich
mowmmwlmquwhp,ummmmm
define precisely the colossal dimens; of her Viratdeh One prayer views heras the
of seven sacred rivers from the Sindhu or Indus to the Cauvy

na to the Godavery and the Narmada, the commingling of wh I
b collective purity at the indispensable bath before worship,

) Indiminatonoeunited'lo'mutheburieroftheVindhynwithhhb

holy places which are distributed evenly th gk

the length and breadth of this con

possible. For him JANANT JANMABHUMISCHA SVARGADAPI GARIYASI “the-
| mother and the Mother sountry are greater thin Heaven itsalf’*, The SRIMADBHAG-
VATAM represents the very Gods to be yearning for birth in the BHARATABHUMI,

thought through the ages. It transcends the artificial,
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{' Inhe.Hindutobomueouon' Mtoa»uuibp,totbpmpomdviﬁmﬁm
and deseration of Mother India for any earthly reason ? The mutilation of, Mother India.
is an atmknponhh(mljgion.udllbertyof worship. e i ek

Asa lwmmq.,lm-mﬁathimdmu to be considered

i in this background

| Hindustan by itself does not, W&evbﬂpu‘hﬂhoﬂh&m.vmofvithtb

¥ in worshipping what constitutes their common country.  Sacred also are the waters of the
J Kabul (Kubha). of Gomal (Gomati), of Kuram (Krumu) and of Swat (Suvastu) on ‘whose.
i banks were sung the hymns of the Rigveda. The Hindu mode of worshipping the

‘ oo pacy. the Desu-Matriks, has covered the whole of Tadia with network of holy places,
‘ 8o that every inch of the country is sacred soil to him. Innumerable indeed are these

tinent. _The Hindu has no, holy place outside the sacreq limits of his mother country in
far-off Mecca or Palestine, He is not even tolose touch with its sacred soil as far as

of the country into Provinces and States. These. divisions are of the material plane,

of history and tradition, It is wholly unhistorical to suppose that ]

exclusive home and of any community. Let me remind our Moslem brethren that the

Not merely did the foreign nations call India ss HINDUSTAN, the hnd-of-ﬂw.-
Hindus. They were busy naminy their own countries on that basis tﬁuMmpooﬁn
majority communities. [ may count & host of these: Afghanistan, Baluchistan, Turkistan,

Turmanistan, Arbistan, Luristan, Khuzistan, Kohistan, Kurdestan, Kafiristan, Seistan

i i Usbegistan, Tadjikistan, Baluchistan,
(old Sakasthana), Shahfistan, Faristan, Ardistan, ' e
Waziristan, Dm'ieshn, or even Daghestan and Kazkhstan some of which are Statés
U.S.8.R.

The use of the suffix STAN derived from Sanskrit STHANA by lo~,-s-nyfordam
peoples in. naming their own countries is a compliment they pqlw India’s ndimn
b e A B P e

lled by their Kith and Kin as . :

::’8 ?bez:?hev ar: fond of plebiscites, let an All-India Plebi scite be taken on the ;;s:: :
decide whezh'er India as a country, and s:: inwglr;ln ::ol::,v ae:z\’lf‘:t c:znt::;e :1 ::ne, od
split up into-any number of separate States. i : AR B rirghor

in i history or congent to her dis ch
stand for the integrity of India as established in o , i
an all India’ plebiscite, if plebiscites are insisted upon, shwlq first .decic'i: 'ﬂl: 1;:::: :l:;d
India as a whole should have in the coming world-order and at {ke Ccmity of Nat )
should precede provincial and local plebiscites. A

One must take a long view of India’s history in dealing with pulitiea'l"p‘fob:;n_s. wl_ﬂ::
Ay o gy et e i
hich is out of proportion to their inherent an : ) A st
:'ml: place in history. The problems of the hour ahouldﬂl: muth::d p:i:p:r pers::i
4 y .h )
tive and not be allowed to deflect into new chann mmbums.
course of India’s long history through the ages. The basis of mh::dm -~
single and undivided country of which the parts have 'been rela 8 - anoth ;
limbs of aliving organism. India has been fashioned' by Nature as bmhﬁmbhh‘ ooy
P s s m Mosh of thowars in:
3 iers about which there can be no doubt or un: s el ; $
fhx:dhm'&m:’mmp' have arisen out of doubtful and. changeablo frontiers. India has had.
‘such troubles from disputed frontiers. As an geographical oy
::udod-inmh:ﬂkuﬂmgm in the south, India has been naturally the subject of one -
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sovereiguty in several periods of her history under Maurya, Kushan, or Mughal Emperors
and, laterly, continuously, for more than a century under British rule. 'anovmmt'
Todia has bsen functioning all these years as a vast and single Federation holding, under
its paramount sovereignty, in different degrees of subordination, the several Provinces
and the many States, under its paramount sovereignty, and subjecting them to
irresistible process of unification. Is India now to go back upon that history and prec
heritage of the many unities it has so long endeavoured to build up? For, besides
political, India has achieved, along with it, several other quential unities ic,
social, and cultural. The Indian National Congress is itself an outstanding ot of
India’s integral unity. The Congress has been serving equally the cause of ::l‘,;:ru
!nd.i?,of-lllm peoples and social classes, in a spirit of nationalism which knows of
barriers of caste or creed, so that it may represent India as a whole in which are com-
prehended all its religions and other divisions, Hindu, Moslem, Christian, Sikh Jain, Parsi,
Buddhist, or the aboriginal races. 8

The communal problem is & passing problem of Indian politics, a problem of artificial
origin, and recent growth and kept alive by the agitation of a particular group. Such a
passing proble m should not be allowed to make India's history on new lines on the basis
:iuvivinoﬁon and partition, splitting it up into any number of warring States and

 The communal Problem, in fact, is only as old as 1907 when it was first officially
recognised by Lord Minto in his reply to the demand for separate electorate presented
to him by a Deputation which was led by the Right Hon. His Highnees the Aga Khan.
That Deputation was described and cond d as a “‘command performance” by the late
Maulana Mohammad Ali, President of the Indian National Congress. This allegation has
been admitted in a Government Document, the Report of the Indian Central Committee
of the Statutory S8imon Commission in which it is stated ‘“that there was no SPON-
TANEOQUS demand by the Mus lims at that time for separate electorates, but it was only
put forward by them at the instigation of an official whose name is well known”. This
m:nb reveals ‘the ultimate policy of the British Government to divide and rule

The value of separate electorate as an obstacle to the growth of Indian nationalism
and as a corresponding aid to the autocracy of British rule has been very frankly u:
freely explained in a letter written by a high dignitary of Lord Minto’s Government to
mm&&mwh. It states: ‘1 must send Your Excellency a pine to say
Mamﬁgﬂh‘hlhppmdhhy.mkofmhip that will affect India
Mlﬂnwfcmny.hngm It is nothing less than the pulling back of 62
millions ef people from joining the ranks of the seditious opposition”. This remark
m&-mhﬁommm-'m'mw allisnee was being
planned by Government to combat the Congress, the Hindu Mahasabhaa and other
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grganisations in their fight for India’s freedom. At the same time, it costs an-unmerited
slur on a sub tial ber of nationalist Mosl who have Me common cause with
the Congress in winning for the Mother country the freedom which is her birthright.

But the Communal Problem thus originated and engineered, the fruit of "an unhbly
alliance between the Government and a loyal group of Moslems soon found a- lodgmen? ‘as
u canker in ths Indian body-politic which could not absorb its poison: Like a disease, it

has been growing ever since on what it feeds on. It began with a limited demand for

separate electorate for Moslems where they were in a Minority. Bat this concession did
not solve or eod the problem, as was expected. It could not satisfy the communal demand
which it tended only to increase. It must be said to the credit of Lord Morley, as &
Liberal Leader, that he himself washed his bands off this mischievous game of deliberately
thwarting India’s enndeavour after freedom and democracy by introducing to her Consti-
tution something that was the very negation of democracy and a potent antidote to free-
dom, the provision for separate Communal electorates, which has no paraltel or iuecadent-
in any of the Democracies of the world. In his RECOLLECTIONS, Lord Morley quotes
what he wrote te Lord Minto : I won’t follow you again into our Mahomedan dispute.
Only I respectfully remind you once more that it was your early speech about their extra
claim, that first started the Muslim Hare.” . ’

British rale has made India the happy home of such political devices which under
a show of democracy deny it the substance of frcedom, -

The Minto-Morley Reforms did not grant separate electorate as a general right, but
onty as a Minority right, and so it was not granted to the Moslems in the Panjab; ‘as’ they
were there in.a Majority. It was, however, recognised as a general right in the Montagu-
Chelmsford Constitution, which grants it freely to both Minorities and M i "'. to foster

the spirit of separatism. Separate electorate was accomp ied in its train by all its
monstrous breed. Separation of C: ities at el led to their: separate represen-

tation in the Legislature and to these weighted representation until the monster of - separa-
tism declares that its appetite cannot be satisfied except by a thorough going separation
of communities by tecritories. The progress of the evolution of theMuslim Communal
demand may be traced in scveral stages. It began with separate electorates, separate
repr tation in legislature, weightage of representation without any reference to quan-
rety or quality equality of representatives with the Hindu majority in both legislature
and administration and lastly this demand for Pakistan, or appropriation of territories
under total Muslim soverignty. The demand for Pakistan is a natural consequence of
the British Government’s mischievous plan to divide and rule India on the basis: of the
Commiunal Award. The Moslem mind is now possessed by a philosophy of separatism
and has worked itself up into the position that the communal Problem. cannot be solved
except by splitting up the country into separate Communal States and Sovereignties
with Jiberty to form themselves into their own Unions and even to inolude in, them other
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countries by separate schemes of confederation. The plan is to subject the M

~ country, the good old India of history, to & process of vivisection to which she has

euccumb and then to emerge in a new birth as a restricted and contracted India, a

and much emaller country which would have to acquire afresh its status at the comty
Nations.

The deliberate dismemberment of India as planned by the Moslem League
a sinister Anglo-Mcslem alliance is a problem of World-Politics and of concern to
Allied Nations. The modern trend in politics is towards larger and larger Unions and
Federations and is entirely against the- disintegration of existing Unions. The titu-
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which are the nerve and backbone of any possible Union, constitute a single system. It
goes without saying that the means of communication cannot be left in a divided state
in the hands of, and subordinated to, the interests of the individual Republics; for that
would convert the maia nerve of ooonomio-lifa-mmpm—inw’ a conglomeration of
separate parts utilized without regard to plan. This ciroumst also ind the
Republics to favour amalgamation into a single State. Finally, there is the msagreness
of our financial resources.

““The second group of cir t rendering the amalg of the Republics

tion of U. 8. A, and Canada are pointers in this direction while the USSR, which form
itself by giving to it primary & original Units the right to secede, is now moving towa s
a greater & greater consolidation and centralisation. In the Stalin Constitution ]
USSR has been described as a multi-national State, as a State  made up of as many “
180 different nationalities, which has made short work of its plex and pli
communal problems by its comprehensive scheme of Communal Caltural Autonomy
giving to each Community free and full scope to preserve and promote and that is
necessary to maintain intact its integrity, Individuality, and independence, subject to
the common Soviet Citizenship as the large loyalty transcending the narrower Provincial,
or sectional loyalties.

Let Joseph Stalin explain the in;plioation- of his country’s Constitution. “I believe

that pow, after the overthrow of Tsari nine-tenths of our peoples will not desire
-Secessions.

“There are three groups of circumstances which render the amalgamation of the
Soviet Republics into a single confederate State inevitable.

“The first group consists of facts relating to the internal economic situstion. Firstly, :

there is the gr of the ic resources remaining at the disposal of the
Republics after years of war; which obliges us to combine these meagre resources so as

to employ them more rationally and to develop the main branches of production, those

which form the backbone of Soviet power in each Republic. Secondly, there is the
historically determined natural division of labour between the various Regicns, and
Republics of our Federation. For instance, the North supplies the South and East with
textiles, the South and East supply the North with cotton, fuel and so forth. The
division of ] thus established bet the Regions cannot be eliminated by a mere

stroke of the pen; it has been created historically by the whole course of economic
development of the Federation. And this division of labour, which renders the full
developmt of individual Regions impossible so long as the Republics lead separate
-éxistence, is obliging our Republics to knit themselves into a single economic unit.
Thirdly, there is the fact that the principal means of communication in the Federation,

ial ists of facts relating to our international position.

“The danger of attack from without demands that our military front should bs
absolutely united, that our army should be an absolutely united army.......ce.cceceiciiineniain
There is again a danger of the economic isolation of our Federation, This danger is to be
met by the creation of a united economic front of our Soviet Republics in face of the
Capitalist encirclement. There is also the danger of an organised diplomatic boycott or

golation of our Federation. Hence the necessity for a united front along diplomatic
lines aleo.”

As regards the other senior partner in the Allied Nations’ concern, the USA
Federation, it went to war on the issue of the right of a part of the State to secede from
it. On the eve of the American Civil War, Abraham Lincoln made his historic declara-
tion. “Ihold that the Union of these States is perpetual. No State upon its own
mere action can lawfully get ont of the Union.”

Should not India follow the example of these her senior partners in werld on poli~
tics, by keeping intact the integrity of India as a whole and solve her Communal problems
within the framework of the parent State? She should not think of divoree bafore
marriage.

A redeeming feature of Pakistan politics is that it is not followed by all the
Muslims of India. The Muslim League is not to be taken as representing the total
opinion of Moslem India. The most important body of Moslems who are opposed to
Pakistan is the Jamait-Ul-Ulema Hind. Then there ar: the Khaksars, the Ahrars of ths
Punjab, the Khudai Khidmadgars of the N.W.F.P. and the Momins who number 45
millions. At the last session of the Momins Conference held at Delhi, in April, 1943,
Master Tajuddin, speaking on the subject of Pakistan, claimad that the mn;ogty of
Muslims—the Azad Muslims, the Ahrars, the Jamiat-Ul-Ulema Hind, the Khaksars, the
Khudai Khitmadgars and other Muslim organisati ting eighty | millions of
Muslims, were against Pnkmu\ and "would fight tooth and na;l if such a schems ever
came into force.”
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The Congress casé is that Hindu-Muslim compromise isa y means for achi
the end of the independence of India, if 8o, the terms of that compromise must guaran
the existence of India as a whole, and must not mean its extinction. The Lah
Resolution of the Muslim League is frankly out to accomplish the extinction of India
a single sovereign State and construct out of its carcass and its ashes anumber of
separate States and Federations, so that India as a whole will not be heard of. The
end of India’s independence will be lost and buried in the means and process of achieving
it. T respectfully remind Gandhiji that at the Round Table Conference he was the first
td declare even against the C 1 Award that it implied a process of viviseetion of
India out of which she would emerge as a carcass. Pakistan is that vivisection with
vengeance. He himself has now nertinently put to Mr. Jinnah the following queries. “

1, Please satisfy me that these independent sovereign states (in the Pakistan
scheme) will not become a collection of poor States, a menace to themselves, and to the
rest of India.

2. Prayshow me by facts and figutes or otherwise how the independence and
welfare of India as a whole can be brought about by the acceptance of the (Lahore)
Resolution.

And his conclusion is: “Ag I imagine the working of this Resolution in practice,
I see nothing but ruin for the whole of Indis.”

The Hindus hold him to this conclusion. They hold Mr. C. R. to the first term of
his stipulations for a Hindu-Muslim settlement, viz., that it should lead to the indepen-
dence of India as a whole and not to the creation of a number of smaller Indias, as
distinet groups, in which the whole will be lost. It is like curing the patient of his very
existence.

Much has been made of the Congress Resolution for self determination as supporting
in certain respects the scheme of Pakistan. The Resolution itself is based on a fallacy,
a misreading of History and Politics. The principle of self-determination has never been
a‘j)_plied in History as a principle of destruction to parts of a State which is already an
organised and integral whole for the simple purpose of destroying its established unity.
Self-determination is a constructive principle of Politice, applying only to States and
countries which come together for the first time to form themselves into a Union, as it
was in the case of the constitution of U.8.8.R. The U.8.8.R. was originally formed by its
Constituent Sovereign Republics known as the Union or National Republics which
merged themselves in a common Federation, while each retained its full sovereign rights
including the right of secession. But after the U. 8. 8. R. had made its start, it went in
for a programme of consolidation and expansion in which there was no place for secession.’
Thus the right of secession was not granted by the U.S. S. R, to the 22 autonomous
Republics which came in course of time to the incorporated into it. The right of secession
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is not granted as a general right to these coustituent units of the Federation. The
prefent trend in the U.S. S. R. is now more and more towards consolidation and’
It stands for several united federalized fronts, military, ‘economic and
even diplomatic, as was explained by Stalin on the occasion of the inauguration of the 1935
Constitution. Sba i

centralization

ibed in one .of

The schedule of federal subjects which that C: tion has pr i
ita Articles shows to what extent federation has been given a scope in the Constitution.
Thewe subjects even include approval by the Central Government of taxes and other
sourees of revemue, figuricg in the local and provincial budgets. When ?h.e i S'-.R_:
has been carrying on with more than 180 different nati lities and ities
to a common citizenship and pationals of the same multinational State, why cannot
India follow the same path in solving her mftch less complicated communal problems
arising out of supposed differences between only two communities, one of which hu
recently been magnified into a Nation ?

As regards the very recent Muslim claim to be counted asa separate Nation by
itself, the Hindu opiriion has been correctly expressed by Mahatms Gendhi in his own.
inimitable language and manner. “I find no parallel in history for a body of converts and:
their descendants claiming to be a nation apart from the pareat stock. If India ik one
nation before the advent of Islam, it must remain one inspite of the change of ff}ﬂl ofa
very large body of ‘her children. You seem to bave introduced a new test of nationhood.

If I accept it, I would have to subscribe to many more claims and face an insoluble
problem.’

that the Muslims of India are a nation
distinot from the rest of the inhabitants of India. Mere‘usction isno pr:)of. Tc:’
consequences of accepting such a proposition is dangerous m the extrenfe. nce Z
principle is admitted, there would be no limit to claims for cutting up India into numerou

divisions which will spell India’s ruin.” 4

“I am unable to acespt the proposition

of self- determin&tfsd

i Y k with his principle
It is regretable that Mr. C. R. has run amok wi P! ¢ weapon disodversd

so oompletely misconceived by him. He is ficurishing it as a eecre i
by laimpund iss’ otit with the zeal of a mediaeval Knight-Errant to r?drees .'/he l:h:::
wrengs of India by applying self determination for the fun of seeing India ::11 Rk
disintegrated and dissolved into the atoms out of which it has béen compound 1."ion
whole by painful political evolution through the ages. Heis out on tl.xe strange mlln. =
of destroying the unity of a Constituted State which has such & gl?noul purt‘:;o p lery
the coming world order, the Federation of Man as his higbest des!:my. Let : m TN
his mission to the United Kingdom and try to stir up Wales and Scotland by his principle
of self-determination to Activities which will result in the creation of Ulsters and Pl::"“'
in the United Kingdom and belp in its reconstruction on a new basis. ‘Nowhere in history:
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mere action can lawfully get out of the

M & sonstructed State for the mere fun ofd'uintegncing'
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% Baws the reception that he will have for his scheme in the U. §. A., the. prese
WSior partuer in the concern of the Allied Nations. He should know how it was drastical
Aesatod by one of the maker of the U. §. A. Constitution. I shall only remind him of-
above quoted historic declaration of Abraham Lincoln made on the eve of America
Givil War; ““ I'hold that the Union of these States js perpetual. No State upon its ow

- The position of Mr. C. R. that the Congress is committed to self-determination i

India is open to grave doubts. These doubts have been, as expected, emphasised by
Mr. Jinnsh. These arise from the Resolution adopted by the A. I, C.'C. in May, 1942 af
Allahabad in the following terms. “The A.T.C.C. is of opinion that any proposal to
disintegrate India by giving liberty to any component State or territorial unit to secede
from the Indian Union or federation, will be highly detrimental to the best interests ;
the people of the different States and provinces and the country as a whole and the Cong-.

o

K
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Union.” *

ress, therefore, cannot agree to any such proposal.”

. Asrightly pointed out by Mr. Jinnah, this Resolation is a “complete bar t> any
settlement on the basis of the division of India as Pakistan and Hindustan.”

It cannot be also explained away by the previous Resolution of the Congress for
eelf-determination, as was sought to be done by Maulana Abdul Kalam Azad and now

by Mr. C.R. who regard the later Resolution as a mere expression of opinion on the

subject on the part of the Congress. But certainly the Congress ideal is always to make
faot d to its opinion. In our view the later Resolution supersedes and overrides

the previous one and its the Congr

to the preservation of India’s integrity and

indivisibility. It states definitely that the Congress cannot agree to any proposal to the

contrary such as Pakistan.

It is thus clear that Pakistan is a totally bl h

as a solution of

communal problems as it secks to solve them at the cost of destroying the unity of the
Mother Country and the integrity of the parent State. A territorial separation of
1 orobl

communities is no solution of

such separation iato all the new States to be created by sepnntion‘. No Sta

The 1 bl will follow
te can ever

beah ous social composition made up of only one community. It is bound to

.

ﬁcheomddmeo is getting miore and more impossible in these days of easy, mn::
speedy intercourse and communication between different Nlﬁoni and Peoples,
expanding facilities for emigration, colonization and settlement.

Seeing that the proposed Pakistan State will not be able to exclude from it the

p 8 proclaiming holding out its
Hindu minority, the mo-lem League has M.lon.dly letel. om.::ud by its own
blandishments that it will make the Hindu mmmty. comp! {o s nmdummwity
scheme of minority protection. It has : e . in my opinion, supplies a
to trust the Moslem majority for its protection. This s

Y0 “he problem, without taking
y step of dividing up country into Separate

very good basis for p
to the drastic and re

i : and in
states. The Hindu majority of India is completely ready to accept in tofo:

ti i inorities. Surely, it stands
ce, the Paki Sch for the p : <.>f :.u minorities. sy
.:vr::son that the scheme by which the Hindu Mmorl'.y 'u to be reo::;i!e; t:e th:ﬁ"ed o
majority in the Pakistan State and is um'.ed :1?}_\ ,;:x : lll go:d u::) N e
e Hindu majority to the Moslem minority. f g .
::lon for Pakininn :yf within the framework of e‘he Parent st:::d ':ld:i,:“g;:;:n ;:joﬂ::
existing and functioning the Moslem minority is gnan.n ceds yﬂ” i x el
the safiie protection as is being offered by the Moslem majority, in akistan
come, to lure into it the Hindu majority.

I alternatives to Pakistan, which the Moslem League msy
b ey idering that Pakistan has already been in action in
very well exp ;
all the four Moslem majority provinces.
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These alternatives are based on the assumption that all Indians owe it to their

ich the largest
country to maintain its integrity. There are ways and mu:l: :;,:h:i:d -
measure of Provincial Autonomy cen be made _oou:poti})le wi eyt .,M-
trol. Subject to that control, the units of the F l:nnz‘i i &M'wnlg.
States within their prescribed spheres, This may be effected by ci:u:i:g e
of Federal and Provincial Subject 2s to make the most of Provin tonom

render each Province a sovereign State for all practical purposes.

again, ial ignty, every i-
in, within the domain of each such provine gn y /4
1] ist:'t:'gim lete cultural ,onbholinuoft?oscbemo'w:ch '::u]
dabricately wedked adh Ry Si6- Ealiges of Nisions snd embodied later in internationa
". ¥L 1 as Minorities G tee Treaties, and is now in actual operaf

the U.S.S.R.

" The distribution of Federal and provincial subjects for the Ind;; Fe&el::‘b;dl:‘.ll
follow the lines laid down in the U.S.8.R. Constitution. Indeed the d\lk"m =
subjects as framed by the U.8.8.R. ehould have its own lessons for those stand
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for the integrity of India and against its partition into several federations, when a mult

national States like U.S.S.R. has been able to think plan and function in terms of a mz
Federation on the basis of a scientific synthesis and h i bination of tk
principle of centralisation and that of local autonomy. It is always easy to plan am
Indian Union which as Lord Wavll pointed out in his speech before the Central Legisla-

ture, should be d with the admini ion of subjects of to its
Constituent State such as “defence, military, foreign policy and many internal economic
‘problems”” which may be taken to be Communicati Cu Cu 'y, Monetary
policy or Trade Agreements. '

1t has been already stated that Centrali and Federalism have developed so fti:
jin the U.S.8.R. that the Centre has reserved to itself even the power to approve of the
taxes and revenue which go to form the local budgets of all the C: States of the

Union.

" There is however, & case for the reconstructions of Provinces which have been artifi-
‘cial i with ill-defined boundaries. These should be reconstituted on a more
"natural basis as linguistic and cultural units such as Orissa, or the Andhra Province to
‘come, provided they aré finaneially self-supporting or more or less zelf contained econemie
regions. The case of Bengal urgently calls for a revision. At the time of the - annulment
of its partition in 1912, the King-Emperor assured Bengal that her boundaries which were
then fixed in a hapbazard manner would be properly fixed by a Boundaries Commission
promised by His Majesty. -That Boundaries Commission is-still. to' come, and in the
‘'meanwhile, during all these years, Bengal has remained subjected t&-a-partial partition
whereby large Bengali-speaking areas have bean annexed to the neighbouring Provinees
of Bihar and Assam with the consequence that Bengal thus unjustly mutilated is now
looming large in the Scheme of Pakistan. A sinister policy has been at work for crippling
the power of the Bengal Hindus in Indian politics by “distributing them among their
neighbouring Provinces so that they may be rendered as a permanent, statutory, and
impotent minority in their own homeland.. Even Bengal thus artificially contracted is
a minority Hindu province on the basis of a Census of adults, though there is a 'suspicion
that the last Census was somewhat infl d by the 1 ateitude of its Ministry.

Let all communities have their problems solved by a comprehensive scheme of
Autonomy and combine to build up India whole and entire as a Demiocracy whose might
and majesty will have to be reckoned with by the Comity of Nations. ! :

This solution is quit > feasible, as amply explained above, within the frame-work of
the parent State without disintegrating it, as has been done 8o successfully in US.A. and
USSR. . :

" . E

.

All Indians must agree that in the present fateful conditions of world politics India
‘must emerge out of this local war with her intrinsic strength not decreased: but increased
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in every sphere of her national life. She must emerge as a strong Political Union to
make her power felt at the Comity of Nations as a single Sovereign State. She must also
be strong as a Military Union under Central Control. She must emerge as a well planned
Emoﬂoﬂmnﬁthmobﬂﬂwﬂmmmmmhwﬁq\ other
oountries. She must also bs organised as a Monetary Union in respsct of her earrency
m,mmwmmmwmmﬁuu

There can never be any justification on sny grounds whatsoever to divide India
into a number of smaller and weaker States with their separate armed foroes, and with-
out she federal administration of those vital interests which are common to the whole
country. Such a division will imperil the very independ of India which it is proposed
to secure while the partition, instead of solving the communal problem will further accen-
tuate it, embitter the 1 relations of communities and loosen entirely the internal
cohesion of the country. A7

When India should fanction with all the power and prestige that she will command
as a single Sovereign State like China and other Allied Nations at the present crisis in
human history and in the new world order that is in the making, any programme of cons-
titutional reform which may waaken any of these vital national unities must be ruled out
as being totally-i istent and and i patible with the unique mission which she is
appointed to discharge and the singular place which she is destined to fill in the progrese
in the world.

APPENDIX A
Articles 14 of U. S. S. R. Constitution
Schedule of Federal Subjects:— : :
The jurisdiotion of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as represented by its
highest organs of power and organs of State Administration covers:—
(8) Representation of the Union in international relati lusion and ratification
(b) Questions of War and Peace; R N
(¢) Admission of new Republics into the USSR;
(d) Supesvision over the observance of the Constitution of the Union Republics and
ensuring that the Constitution of the Union Republics conform with the
Constitution of the USSR ; gl :
() Ratification of alterations of Boundaries between Union Republics;
(f) Ratifioation.of the formation of new Autonowous Republios within the Union
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(g) Organisation of the Defence of the USSR and tl:a. direction
forces of the USSR; : otpciii
(h) Foreign Trade on the basis of State Monopoly ;
(i) Safeguarding the Security of the State;
(j) Determining the plans of National Economy of the USSR ;
(k) Approval of the unified State Budget of the USSR,
revenues which go to form the Union, Republican, and Local Budgets ;
M Adebn of the Banks, Industrial and Agricultural Esta
Enterprises and Trading Enterprises of all Union importance;
(m) Administration of Transport and Communications;
(n) Direction of the M 'y and Credit system ;
(0) Organisation of State Insurance;
(p) Contracting and granting Loans;
(q) Establishment of the basio principles of Land Tenure as well
b as of the use of
Mineral Deposite, Forests, and Waters;
(r) Establishment of the basic principles in the spheres of Ed
Health; 1
(s) Organisation of a uniform system of national economic Accounting ;
(t) Establishment of the principles of Labour Legislation ;
(u) Legislation governing the Judicial system and Judicial Procedure, Criminal and
Civil Codes;
(v) Laws governing Citizenship of the Union; Ias i
2 ; ; laws governing the Rights of
(w) Issuance of all-Union Acts of Amnesty,

and Public

APPENDIX B
Gandhi-Jinnah Correspondence
Extracts from Mahatma Gandhi’s letters:—

1. The first condition of the right of self—determination is achievi
6 ving independence
of India by the joint action of all the Parties and Groups composing India. The indepen.
dence contemplated is of the whole of India as it stands.

2. You have passionately pleaded that India contains two nations i.e. Hindus and
Moslems and that the latter have their homelands in India, as the former have theirs,
The more our argument progresses, the more alarming your picture appears to me,

, a8 well as of the tnenmtl

blishments l.nd

I find no parallel in history for a body of converts and their descendants claiming
to be a nation apart from the parent stock. If India was one nation before the advent
of Islam, it must remain one inspite of change of faith of a very large body of her children.

Youdo not claim to be a separate nation by right of conquest but by reason of
acceptance of Islam.

You seem to have introduced a new test of nationhood. If I accept it, I would
have to subscribe to many more claims and face an insoluble problem.

What is it that distinguishes an Indian Muslim from every other Indian, if not his
religion ¢

Iam ble to pt the proposition that the Muslims of India are a nation,
distinot from the rest of the inhabitants of India. Mere assertion is no proof. The
consequences of accepting such a proposition are dangerousin the extreme. Once the
principle is admitted, there would be no limit to claims for cutting up India into numerous
divisions which would spell India’s ruin.

3. In order to achieve the freed and independ of the people of India, it
is essential, in the first instance, that there should be a Hindu-Muslim settlement.

4. As I write this letter and imagine the working of the (Lahore) Resolution in
practice, I see nothing but ruin for the whole of India.

5. I aspire to represent all the inhabitants of India.

Why can you not accept my statement that I aspire to rep all the secti
that compose the people of India? Do you not aspire? Should not every Indian?

6. Rajaji tells me that absolute majority is used in his formula in the same sense
as it is used in ordinary legal parlance, I cling to my own answer.

7. Have you ined the position and satisfied y If that these “‘independent”
States will be materially and otherwise benefitted by being split up into fragments ?

Please satisfy me that these “independent’’ sovereign States will not become a
collection of poor States, a menace to themselves and to the rest of India.

Please satisfy me by facts and figures or otherwise how the Independence and
welfare of India as a whole can be brought about by t of the “Resolution”.

P

8. We reach by joint effort Independence of India as it stands, India, becoming free,
will proceed to demarcation plebiscite and partition, if the people concerned vote for
partition,

9. Can we not agree to differ on the question of two nations and yet solve the
problem on the basis of self—determination ?
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