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DEDICATED to the memory of Khasa Subba Raun
who throughout life was “always in a storm of
revolt and indignation against wrong, craft,
tyranny,” who by his warm approval and loving
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most if not all that is reprinted here and
who had desired to see this collection made.






PREFACE

Tuis bundle of weekly outpourings of sincere feeling
during the period 1956 to 1961 collected together may very
likely bore the ordinary reader. But it is not intended for
reading from beginning to end. I would advise the reader
to dip into either of the two volumes at random and go on
for a page or two until he goes to sleep.

As for the few readers and critics who may read from
beginning to end, it is true there is in these two volumes a lot
of repetition. When writing these articles I did not imagine
someone would bind these pieces into a book. I wrote from
time to time as I felt. They are protests against errors—strongly
felt protests against great errors. When one feels deeply, one
repeats, and uses pungent words. I have written truthfully,
that is to say, as I have felt. The reader may open and read
the book by fits and starts even as I wrote the pieces that
have been now strung together.

My protest against nuclear weapons and tests have
appeared more comprehensively in another book, published
by the National Book Trust of India under the title The
Voice of the Uninvolved.

I understand doctors are coming round to my view about
B.C.G., viz., that this is not a reliable and scientific thing,
that the hopes raised on it can never be fulfilled and that
it is not worth the tax-payers’ money spent on it.

As for substituting Hindi for English, what I have said is
my own personal conviction and it is very strong. I shall not
press it on the Swatantra Party unless  and until people see the
wisdom of it themselves, unaidedby afiything like pressure,
and without reference to political parties.



X

Most of the pages in these two volumes, the reader will
find, are devoted to the movement of freedom to which the
Sanskrit name swatantra has been given, which is a revolt
against the policy of increasing regimentation to which the
Congress Party which now rules India has pledged itself. The
revolt is against regimentation and against the Statism which
must necessarily accompany that attempt at increasing regi-
mentation and its culmination, totalitarianism. The party that
is pursuing this course is in power and using all the opportuni-
ties which administrative and legislative power gives to a
political party which wields State authority over the industrial
and business life of citizens. This will end in our undeveloped
country in the ecxtinction or a mockery of the democracy
which we promisced to ourselves in 1950, and in the wiping out
of all the guarantees of freedem inscribed in the Constitution.
The protests and appeals contained in these pages are made
against a powerful party entrenched in authority; but utter
faith in truth lies behind the protest. Hence the title
Satyam Eva Jayale for the collection.

The idea of this ccmpilation was conceived by my friend
Sri T. Sadasivam and I am deeply grateful to him for arranging
to get this took out so quickly and neatly through Bharathan
Fublications. As for Sri M. P. Sarangapani who worked with
acmirable devoticn ard energy to make this compilation and
see the pages through the press, my appreciation and
gratitude cannot find adequate words. His has been a
labour of love and conviction.

At the end cf the second volume it is planned to have a
comprehensive index, the preparation of which has been kindly
urdertaken by Sri S. A. Govindarajan. The work he has
undertaken is strenuous but he will have the satisfaction of
fceling that this tcck has teen made doubly useful and
readable as a result of his labour.

C. RAJAGOPALACHARS



VALUE OF FRANK CRITICISM

“1 am a sort ot gadfly,” said Socrates in his defence before the
Athenian people. “The State is a great and noble steed who is
tardy in his motions owing to his very size, and requires to be
stirred into life. I am that gadfly which God has attached to
the State, and all day long and in all places am always tastening
upon you, arousing and persuading and reproaching you. You
will not easily find another like me, and therefore 1 would advise
you to spare me.” Athenian democracy condemned Socrates to
death but his words carried a truth that is immortal.

Great governments benefit by criticism, without which they
are bound to deteriorate in sclf-complacency and unchecked
self-will.

After Independence, patriotism and public co-operation i
India have swung to the other end of the arc, and the Indian
press has gone all out for praisc and admiration leaving the Prime
Minister of India in a dangerous state of loneliness, for unqualified
adulation day in and day out is loncliness. The Oppositions in
the assemblies either in Delhi or in the States are weak and
divided into separate, small, self-interested groups and make no
impression whatsoever either on government or on public opinion
outside. The daily press which at present flourishes, in a business
sense, is daily chiming concord and approval and in all doubtful
cas:s waits to form an opinion until the Prime Minister indicates
his own, and contributes but little or nothing by way of criticism.

The need is great for a gadfly weekly-paper, which is not
over-weighted by finance and the consequent fear of losing money,
which can close down any time and start again any day without
serious loss, and which is governed by a sense of truth and piiblic
welfare and does not look to mass popularity or votes or the
power derived from pleasing people. But to be a gadfly of the
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Socrates-pattern, one must have in some degree the qualities of
Socrates, regard for truth, purity of motive, and utter obedience
to the voice of God within one’s heart. We may not all attain
Socrates’s level in these respects, but we may all try to be
on that road.

Everyone conversant with public affairs and who is older
than sixty knows what powerful and healthy influence the very
poor newspapers of the old days, with a paying circulation that
rarely reached 10,000, wielded in those days. Papers now
printing a lakh and proudly asking for advertisements on that
basis carry far less influence than those old daily newspapers.
They have almost lost the habit of adverse criticism either of
government or of their small ineffective adversaries.

For years past Khasa Subba Rau has been no political or
journalistic friend of mine except occasionally when it pleased
him ! But I believe his talent for criticism is a public asset. I
am glad to give his new weekly the blessing he asks me for;
and I give it with all my heart, for I know the great value of frank
and quick criticism for which he has great aptitude. He has more
than thirty years of journalistic experience and has now reached
ripeness of knowledge and an understanding of true values.

News may be served by the daily press, but a good high
class weekly has the privilege of educating the public in thought
and appraisement, which I fear the daily press is not adequately
or at all doing.

Democracy to be good government requires statesmen who
educate and guide the people and are not merely politicians
occupied in conserving their popularity for future power. With-
out guidance, adult suffrage and democracy based thereon will
confirm the worst fears of those Indians who opposed the
movement for Independence and allied themselves with the
British during the struggle. The press too should not only aim
at reflecting and forecasting public opinion but should try to
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educate and give guidance to the reading public. The rotary
machine has come and with it the doubtful blessing of large
capital. The independence of the press has been adversely
affected by this revolution in the Indian press. The small
well-conducted high-quality weekly can supply a felt want and
render great national service.

July 14, 1956 Swarafya

NATIONAL AND OFFICIAL

I have expressed myself frankly and publicly on the question of
the ‘official* language for all India. It is unnecessary to repeat
my views on that question here.

Some people think that my objection to making Hindi the
‘official* language of India is contrary to the views I held and
‘enforced” when I was in charge of the Madras Government in
1937. This erroneous impression vitiates the criticism and the
approval of both pro- and anti-Hindi protagonists.

Let me make it clear that even now I am, as before I was,
for Hindi being made an important part of the students’
curriculum all over India. It is the language of a very large
section of the people of India, of the majority, if we disregard
small dialectal variations. It is indeed in a position to claim to
be the ‘national’ language of India, even as Hinduism is the
“national ’ religion of India. Just as people belonging to all the
various faiths prevalent in India ought to understand Hinduism
and learn to respect it, if they wish to be good citizens of the
motherland, the people speaking the various tongues prevalent
in India ought to understand and respect Hindi, it being the
language of the vast majority. But it would be improper to
make Hinduism the °official’ religion of India as it would,
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according to me, be improper to make Hindi the °official
language of India.

* National* goes with factual majority but ‘official* in true
democracy as distinguished from totalitarianism should not go
with numerical majorities but with even-handed justice to all,
to the smaller as well as to the bigger States and communities.
What is ‘national” need not always be ‘official”. Deepavali is
a ‘national’ festival, but it is not an ‘official* festival, although
we may grant a number of holidays to suit all sections.

While I strongly protest against making Hindi the official
language of India, I equally strongly recommend the inclusion
of it in the school curriculum everywhere. English is compulsory
in many European States on account of its importance. So also
must Hindi be studied by people of all parts of India on account
of its importance. All education is directed towards making the
boys and girls good and complete citizens and in India, therefore,
Hindi must be part of everybody’s education. But this does not
mean that the great injustice should be perpetrated of imposing
Hindi as official language of the administration of India.

People may support this unjust proposal without tully
realising its consequences. But the clear-sighted can see what
great injustice and unconscionable waste it would involve. It
would be contrary to the basic principle of planning
which is the conservation of what we have without being
misled by false sentiment.

It is hoped that whatever the Language Commission may
report, a just and wise decision will be taken that English should
continue as the official medium for inter-State and Central affairs,
and that the provisions of the Constitution dealing with the
subject will be suitably amended. The past history of education
in India cannot be ignored in shaping our future. We can build
justly and firmly on the strong foundation of history, but if we
ignore hard facts and follow the mirage of unthinking prejudice,
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we shall come to grief. The best form of patriotism now is clear
thinking, hard work and unselfish service, not running away
with sentiment, ignoring the consequences of our acts on
millions of people.

August 4, 1956 Swarajya

FIFTEENTH OF AUGUST

WE are celebrating one more fifteenth of August.

Not only did India attain Independence on that day, but
she demonstrated and gave a gospel of power to the whole world.
The movement that culminated in victory on August 15, 1947
demonstrated to the world that onc nation cannot govern another
nation for any length of time except when the latter willingly
agrees to be so governed or as long as it submits to it under a
hypnotic spell. Once the consent is withdrawn the mecchanism
of foreign rule. must break down. This demonstration is a contri-
bution that India has made to the cause of world peace.

August 15 is therefore the anniversary not only of Indian
Independence but of the revelation and demonstration of a
gospel of freedom for all subject nations and an assurance for all
who live in chronic dread of aggression. '

Aggression is futile and everyone must now know it. The
demonstration that, India has made will enure for the benefit of
all—to aggressors who may be saved by that knowledge from the
futile waste of. ambition to. govern people against their will as
well. as to nations who, under a spell of needless fear, spend their
resources in armed preparations for retaliation with weapons of
mass destruction.
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The choice is : Will you depend on retaliation as a power
for deterring criminal ambitions and thus maintain an unending
cold war eating into the vitals of the nations? Or will you
depend on the inherent power demonstrated by India to nullify
all such ambitions ?

August fifteenth is a day that has disclosed a mighty force for
disarmament that is inherent in the human spirit.

Let us celebrate the day in such world-meaning and not
in a spirit of mere chauvinism.

August 11, 1956 Swarajya

AM I A PESSIMIST?

WE have done our best and taken a great deal of trouble to break
up our culture and we now take a great deal of trouble to search
for culture and shout in glee when we find some traces of it here
and there. We have acquired a common language and after
laborious effort learnt to use it with ease and grace and precision ;
but now we resolve to give it up and learn a new language and
imagine that pride can be a substitute for precision. We find a
vast section of our people working honestly and diligently and
with great skill making almost all the cloth we need. They asked
for no capital and presented no housing problems. But we

propose and actively assist to ruin their trade by organizing
machines which put these vast numbers of people out of

employment. We appoint committees at the same time to invent
and organize employment for everyone, for we are told it is
dangerous to leave men idle and starving. We see that the need
of the hour is a sense of true values and a sense of duty. We
know that it is religion that gave both these in all countries
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including our own; but we debar the practice of religion in the:
schools for the young and call their home-customs by the name:
of superstition. We want to develop reverence and awe but we:
debar the idea of an intelligent target and inspiration for such
reverence and awe.

We want multi-lingual States but we break the multi-lingual
States that we have, one which existed from before the time the
British came and another that worked for a hundred and fifty
years and did excellently ; and after breaking them up we try
to unite the pieces and try at fresh multi-lingual State-making.
We find the pieces have broken their corners and refuse to fit
into one another.

What a bundle of contradictions we have become ! Who
will now turn and twist us into some shape ? May God help us |

August 25, 1956 Swarajya

BRINKMANSHIP AT SUEZ

T London correspondent of The New York Times thinks that
what the British really want is to oust Nasser whom they consider
to be their prime enemy in the Middle East and possibly in alk
Asia and Africa. He wrote : “If Nasser refuses or tries to»
evade, Anglo-French forces might move in; initially they would:
occupy only the canal zone, but if Egyptian resistance led to:
seizure of Cairo and Alexandria and the ouster of Nasser the:
British would be overjoyed.”

The policy of ‘speaking from strength’ has been carried'
from the field of cold war against communist nations to that of
negotiation with Egypt. The object to be attained is that m
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géographical advantage and economic resource that this small
nation” happens to possess, she shéuld .be deprived of for a dole
to be fixed by the Powers. The Powers seek to wrest from Egypt
the waterway that justly belongs to her under a scheme ot
developmient which a hundred years ago her then rulers had
settled under the advice of a French engineer. “We are the
uéers, 'so it must belong to us.” “You are not a partisan ot
ours, so we cannot trust your management.” These are
the arguments advanced for the-proposed expropriation besides,
of ‘dourse, a show of force.

As one of the world’s foremost peace-mongering nations, to
give a bad name for over-enthusiastically undertaking a good
cause, India is most anxious that the dispute should be settled
at any cost. Anyone who is very anxious to buy an article lays
himself open to be compelled to pay a high price and to accept
conditions which he would not normally consider just. Here is
war threatened and with the prospect of nuclear weapons
bursting over the whole world, nations that want peace are apt
to be agreeable to terms which otherwise they would deem to
be clearly unreasonable. We thus see that these ‘weapons of
deterrence’ not only deter aggressive Powers, but have their
powerful effect on neutra] Powers also, who are not just neutral
but are very anxious to maintain the world’s peace. “ We do not
want war. If we insist on justice over this or that issue, the
obstinate Powers are not likely to agree; we must give in here
and give in there ” —so will it be felt. Thus it will be seen that
nuclear weapons deter nations from .pressing for justice or carry-
ing their 'idealism too far. ‘Deterrent’ weapons appear to
compel unfair compromises besides restraining aggression..

The art of Brinkmanship expounded by Mr. Dulles has thus
an application beyond what he made out in the remarkable
exposition that attracted world criticism. It has found an
extended ‘ase in the hands of his apt pupils,—to compel Egypt
and her friends to agree to a transfer of the Suez canal to the
Powers—for that is the real effect of the proposed internationali-
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zation. The movements of British troops and the alerting of
British bombers have created the required atmosphere for
Brinkmanship manoeuvres. We can realise the anxiety of the
peace-loving Indian delegate and his friends at the London
Conferérice. Atomic energy in a sense plays its part in open
waterways, as in industry !

It appears this new art of Brinkmanship has come to stay
in diplomacy at all levels. It puts to test the boldness and skill
of all parties in going as near to the edge as possible. Perhaps
a defensive programme of Brinkmanship has also to be developed
to meet this new tactic.

There is no hope for the world as long as these nuclear
weapons are allowed to lie in wait. They are an enemy to justice
as well as to peace. More important even than the canal is the
opportuhity that has come to ‘cut Nasser down to size’ for he
has become in Britain’s as in France’s eye the key enemy in
their. relations with Arab people. The following extracts trom -
a special article in The New York Times of August 12 will be
founding illuminating :

-In a national television appearance Piime Minister Eden made
it unmistakably clear that Nasser—not Egypt—is Britain’s enemy.
With the backing of France, which sees in Nasser the key instigator
of its trouble in Algeria, Tunisia and Morocco, Britain is determined
to “cut Nasser down to size.”

The canal dispute is grave but it may be doubted whether
Britain' would have reacted so violently had a more friendly
Egyptian Government “nationalized” the canal. The waterway
wo‘uﬁd have passed into Egyptian control in 1968 anyway, and
Britain was not overtly perturbed about the situation until now.
Now, however, the British are determined to be pushed
around no more.

The cost may be high—higher than anyone yet knows-—but :
“ this trading nation does not trust Colonel Nasser. '
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If Colonel Nasser is brought to his senses, the British believe
the peaceful trading world, of which all Britons dream, may be
that much closer.

September 1, 1956 Swarajya

PHYSICIAN, HEAL THYSELF

“Panama Canal is America’s property,” says Mr. Dulles and
does not mind the contradiction between that and his attitude
over Egypt’s Suez. Nor does he mind what the State of Panama
has to say about it. The way in which Panama was set ‘free’
from the Columbian Republic of which it was a department and
how America obtained all sovereign rights over the canal area
from the newly set up Panama Government and the lightning
sequence of these events are known to students of modern history.
But America claims Panama for herself and contends also that
it should not be treated as furnishing any parallel for the Suez
business. All this is Power logic which we dull people in Asia
find it hard to understand or follow. From the arguments naively
advanced on behalf of the Western Powers over Suez, it is only
a short step forward to claim all the oil wells of the Middle
East with ancillary political control !

The propaganda against Nasser and the output of Suez
literature from the Western bureaus of information continues. By
the sheer weight of the written word they seek to overwhelm
Egypt. “Gather together at once, all ye who are interested in
world-trade, save yourself trom ruin by ousting Nasser | ™ cry
the Western Powers.

But what has Nasser done? He has not stopped the least
little bit of the navigation through Suez. On the other hand, the
old company backed by the moral authority of both UK. and
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French Governments are seeking to organize or at least threaten
a dislocation of the canal, thereby hoping to prove that the
Government of Egypt cannot be trusted to manage it. We have
had an experience of this sort of thing. All the 1.C.S. men with-
drew when India claimed the right to administer her affairs.
“We cannot be in India after Britain withdraws,” they declared,
and in addition claimed and obtained heavy °compensation’.
Many of them have taken the money and are still employed on
higher salaries than before in commercial firms functioning in
the same India where they said they could not stay.

But the most funny part of this affair of Suez is that people
who break the law in a far more deadly and terrible way arraign
Egypt for the alleged breach of morality involved in the nationa-
lization of an important high-dividend-yielding business. The
Powers who continue to spread radio-active poison, damaging the
health of the world in spite of universal protest, because
they must do it to further their own wretched plans
of ‘security’ through possession of improved means of mass
destruction—it is these lawless Powers that raise this nolse
over Egypt’s claiming what is her own territory and & canal
business which she is desirous of managing herself instead of
letting a European managing director to boss the show in
Egyptian territory.

We feel that Goa should not be governed by Portugal when
all India is free. C€an we not understand Egypt’s desire to free
Suez from the foreign rule that is going on there under her very
nose ? If Atlantica is at war—cold or hot—with Russia, must
the guided missiles carrying radio-active poison-shells fly over
the heads of those who are not in the quarrel ? Must we depend
on the accurate marksmanship of mad people and the precision
of their diabolic weapons and feel safe? Must we allow the
seed of man to be damaged because America is afraid of Russia P
Must we all wait because ‘much damage has not as yet been
found beyond doubt to be done”? We are told that the observed
contamination of milk and vegetables all over the world is not
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serious. - Must the burden of quantitative proof rest on innocent
peace-loving people ? It is astonishing how dense our sensibilities
have grown as the powerful nations of ,the world persist in
wrong-doing. We continue to use moderate language when all
international law is before our eyes being slaughtered on the
altar of Western fear. It is time we cast off this illusion of
inevitability respecting the nuclear crime indulged in by the
Powers, be they of the West or East. It is time we
tell the wrong-doers that they come to court with clean
hands to arraign others.

September 8, 1956. Swarajya

COMMONSENSE VS. PRIDE

It is a matter for great satisfaction that after the Prime Minister
gave .a clear indication:of his view about the value of English
as ‘a high class common medium of communication in India,
leading newspapers of our country have also discovered the
wisdom of maintaining this de facto common language of India
and have expressed themselves in firm and unequivocal terms. It
should not have been difficult to see the folly of throwing away the
bird.in the hand in the hope of catching what is hiddcn in the bush.
*And we dare not even go near to the bush! That is to
say, we dare. not impose compulsory Hindi tuition in the
schools. If for any political or party reasons, or reason of tact,
in view of local political conditions or even all-India policy, the
Government dare not impose the study of Hindi in schools, how
can the same Government indulge in the idea of imposing Hindi
as the official language for inter-State or Central purposes? The
‘ Central  is not a distant or thin affair. It is an octopus, though of a
benignant variety, with its arms entering and holding almost-



COMMONSENSE vS. PRIDE 13

every branch of social and official activity everywhere in India.
For example, the defacing stamps of even rural post offices in
the South give the names of the places in Devanagari and
sometimes in Devanagari alone.

If you dare not enforce Hindi for compulsory study where
it is not understood or spoken, surely you dare not go a step
ahead and impose it for official use. If a conquering hero dare
not enter or go near the border he will not talk of ascending
the metropolitan throne in the interior. If one has not the
courage for the smaller enterprise, one should avoid the bigger
adventure.

Apart from the logic of education before official imposition,
let us look at the problem as a mere question of public economy.
Why should we throw away what we have? Do we not have
English and hold it in free-hold possession? Do we pay any
tithe or tax on it to any foreigners ? Is it not a valuable asset ?
Has it not a high, a very high foreign exchange value? Surely
English is much more valuable than the articles we seek to
make and export to countries for earning foreign exchange.

There are great daily papers who wrote in axiomatic strain
that Hindi must replace English for official purposes; but dare
they run themselves in Hindi ? They continuc to thrive writing
and advertising in standard English | It is a first class comedy.
It is a matter of satisfaction that now after Prime Minister Nehru
has said it, these independent organs of opinion have begun to
conform and express their present views in fairly firm language.

Let us drop the humour of the situation. Seriously
speaking, it is best once for all for the Government consciously to
drop this Tughlakian scheme of imposing Hindi as the one
official language for India. Let us bridge the gulf between
pride and commonsense by saying that English and/or Hindi,
to adopt the secretariat neology meaning both or either, shall
be the inter-State and Central official languages. Of course the
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two media will go side by side, so that no State anywhere in
the South or East may be inconvenienced and it may choose
English if it prefers to do so. ~

Let the laws of nature work it out. Immediately without
waiting for anyone, trade and business will take to Hindi more
avidly than officials. Salesmanship demands it. Schools too will
take it up whether the Government enforces it or not. May be
in about sixty years, the diamond jubilee of integration may take
place. Sixty years may be enough also for Hindi to forge a fairly
understandable and precise vocabulary of handy terms ot art
and to develop a more concise style of writing and speaking,
shedding its present genius for largiloquence, so that it may
be qualified for scientific and juristic and other such uses where
inaccuracy and ambiguity are dangerous. It may be said, “ You
do not know Hindi, your description is erroneous.” I admit
the charge of ignorance. But the ignorance is shared by crores
of people here and is the very reason why I object to its being
imposed on us as the medium of serious communication.

Even after sixty years when universal commerce and
all-India trade may have brought about the integration between
administration and commerce, even then some may ask why
we should give up English. But commonsense and the law of
nature will answer the question and not the fiat of steam-roller
authority. Nature never goes wrong. It is only authority that is
often guilty of undue haste and bias and mistakes power for proof.

September 15, 1956 Swarajya

AN ELEMENTAL NECESSITY

“Wny can’t I be good by myself, why do I want God Who
has not demonstrated His existence to me? I am a member of
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society and I know what I should do and what I should not do,
I do not require to be terrorized into good conduct. And good
conduct is all that is wanted, isn’t it?”

Thus say many to themselves, especially the ‘educated’
people, those who have been brought up in decent families and
are well and comfortable. Alas, they are wrong!

I would call their confidence an illusion of inheritance. The
notion that God and Religion are superfluous and can be dispensed
with is born of a state of mind that is itself the product of ages
of God and Religion. We are apt to be unconscious of what
we possess, thanks to our parents and to society. The sons of
a wealthy father may imagine that poverty and unemployment
are no problems, and that they are just vices and aberrations born
of idleness. Similarly, we who have inherited certain habits of
thought and moral feeling are apt to think that God is a
superfluity that can be dispensed with. We do not remember
that the decent social conduct of which we are so sure is itself
the crystallized result of the faith and habit of ages. It is only
a matter of time, and that too not very long, that what we are
so sure of in respect of decent social conduct will wear out, as
a tree dies when its roots are cut off. We shall be left with a
problem far more difficult than what our forbears faced. The
vicious urges of modern times are more manifold than those that
disturbed our ancestors.

It is true that detachment and performance of duties without
thought of personal gain automatically give a spiritual satisfaction
much above what any personal gain can give. But what will
lead you and me to detachment? What will sustain it on
occasions of doubt and conflict? What will sustain equanimity
and maintain loyalty to rules of decency and gentleness when one
undeservedly meets with failure or with something worse ?

Nothing but fixed faith and devotion to God can sustain us.
Not without reason therefore did Tiruvalluvar say :
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ubps uppsmsr upflar HUUHe DU
upps vpp dLpeE.

Hold fast to the Lord. Keep that supreme attachment intact
so that you may be released from other attachments that bind
the soul.

The same great truth was sung by Nammalwar almost in the
same words :

Ipps upQpalid, o Hog EGU
Qeppy wargfd, Spfap VHID.

If attachment has left, Salvation has been reached indeed.
And if that detachment is to be fixed unalterably and attachment
is to be wiped out completely, surrender yourself to the love of God.

fewr frfardd frogrew ¥
AT @I 93 Tl MHadd 1)

Gita II 59

One can keep away from the things that give pleasure to the
senses, but the longing remains. That too will disappear if your
eyes turn upwards to God.

The Gita teaching running through the eighteen chapters is
not a mere harmonization and compendium of varying schools of
thought, but a single doctrine of worship. Bhakti alone, it says,
can achieve that detachment which is true sanyasa. And so
does it wind up with the great sloka :

adqriFaREsT wIdE W 5 |
&g & aENrE MRy @ g

Gita XVIII 66

You may have failed to perform all religious observances.
You may have many sins to be accounted for. But comec to Me
Who am sole Refuge and I shall release you from every sin.
Grieve not.
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Let not what I have said lead one to the hasty conclusion
that God is a utilitarian idea, utilitarian even in the best sense.
God is a reality which even great modern physicists cannot and
do not deny and which they approach without assertion of
certitude but with the awe of enlightened thought. When we
seek to know Him, we in our imperfect condition desire to know
His form. But He is not like unto anything known which exists
or anything that does not exist but which we figure to ourselves
in our minds.

@oagld earargih JHDFH JUET 2§
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Love Him Whose form the like of which does not exist, either
seen or conceived in thought. Infinite is that Good Entire.
Embrace Him, ye men, giving up attachments that pull you down.

The worship of God is an elemental necessity of life as it
has evolved in man and his mind. It is on a par with the urge
for the preservation of life and urge for the maintenance of the
race, ke hunger and thirst and the urge of sex. It is a tunda-
mental of existence and survival, not what can be questioned on

the basis of use and utility. Man’s survival calls for detachment
and therefore for God.

The Vedanta Kesari (May )

LORD ACTON’S WARNING

THE unfortunate attempt is being made in Ceylon that the
language of the majority be made by law the language of the
entire State. An equally unfortunate attempt was made in

India, and still holds the field in spite of warning from the highest
2
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authorities, that the land should be so cut up that a single
language group can hold each parcel, and that such parcels
should have all the paraphernalia of autonomous government
— legislators, ministers, taxation powers, patronage, etc. The
multi-lingual multi-nationality State is the ideal of political theory
today. There is a return in political thought, after the
experience of the last two world wars and the peace-treaties that
followed, to the principles outlined by Lord Acton: “If we
take the establishment of liberty for the realization of duties to
be the end of civil liberty, we must conclude that those States
are substantially the most perfect which include various distinct
pationalities without oppressing them. Those in which no
mixture of races has occurred are imperfect, and those in which
its effects have disappeared are decrepit. A State which is
incompetent to satisfy different races condemns itself; a State
which labours to neutralize, to absorb or expel them, destroys its
own vitality ; a State which does not include them is destitute
of the chief basis of self-government.”

These are strong words. Very much betore Lord Acton,
King Stephen of Hungary had said : “A State with but one
language and one way of life is both weak and decrepit.”

Lord Acton referred to nationalities and races. Much
greater would be the same conclusion against fissiparous demands
on the basis of dialectal differences as between Tamil and
Kannada or between Tamil and Malayalam, where there is no
difference of race or nationality or even really of language as
distinguished from dialect.

And in this connection it must be remembered there should
be no notion that democratic rule by majority is a rule for the
exclusive good of that majority. The good of all the groups
within the State must be the continuous aim of majority rule,
whoever be in power.

September 29, 1956 Swarajya



THE INDIAN CHRISTIAN AGITATION

THE criticism recently made of the methods employed tor

conversion from one religion to another has nothing to do with
the rights and the duties of those citizens of India who belong
to the Christian fold. Indian Christians are honoured no less
because it is stated that outsiders employ wrong methods in their
professional zeal to convert people to Christianity or employ
themselves in doubtful activities other than religious. No one
has the slightest intention to reduce the rights of worship ot
Indian Christians or their other rights.

I am not going into the question of whether the findings of
the Niyogi Committee are correct. The Government will in due
course examine the Report. I am only pointing out that Indian
Christians need not misunderstand that the allegations against
missionaries are allegations against them.

I believe, as every good Hindu should believe, that all
religions and in particular Christianity should be respected and
approached with reverence equal to what we give to our own
religion. Our objections to conversion or attempts at conversion
are based on that very article of faith. Mr. S. K. George of
Trivandrum is a member of the Niyogi Committee. He also
has been for long a believer in the doctrine of cqual reverence
for all religions and he holds that Christ’s teaching has been
misinterpreted in this respect. = About the psychology of men
who have recently adopted a new religion, what John Ruskin
said in Sesame and Lilies may be remembered :

Now there are two kinds of breath with which the flock may
be filled—God’s breath and man’s. The breath of God is health
and life and peace to them, as the air of heaven is to the flocks on
the hills ; but man’s breath—the word which he calls spiritual,—is
disease and contagion, as the fog of the fen. The first and last
and fatalest sign of it is that pufing up of your converted children,

19
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who teach their parents; your converted convicts who teach
honest men; your converted dunces, who having lived in
stupefaction half their lives, suddenly awakening to the fact of
there being a God, fancy themselves therefore His peculiar people
and messengers ; your sectarians of every species, small and great,
insofar as they think themselves exclusively in the right and others
wrong ; and pre-eminently in every sect, those who hold that men
can be saved by thinking rightly instead of doing rightly, by word
instead of act, and wish instead of work | — these aie the true fog
children-clouds, these, without water.

Ruskin’s language is characteristically vigorous but his plea
is for humility in all denominations, a plea which we had better
all accept and follow.

October 1956 The Vedanta Kesari

SUEZ IN ST. PAUL’S

DeLIvERING a sermon in St. Paul’s Cathedral on Sunday,
September 23, Canon L. J. Collins referred to the Suez canal issue
and condemned the policy of his Government. “We might try,”
he said, “to buy peace in our time by use of force or by selfish
use of economic power or by any other threat. But the hatred
and frustration created by such a policy will bear in future
generations a terrible harvest of despair and wrath. The revival
of old-time imperialistic rattling of sabres may appear to some to
be an effective method of dealing with people weaker than our-
selves like Colonel Nasser, but it certainly is not the way ot
the Christ.”

The way of Christ, the way of Buddha, the way of Socrates
or of Gandhi were not taught to the peoples of the world for
being kept apart from worldly affairs. Force and the selfish
use of physical or economic power are bad in the moral sense
when used against those who are meek or unable to resist. They
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are not good even as policy in worldly matters. The moral law
is not something aside of the policies of human co-existence.
They run together ever in the same direction. It is true ot
everything that what is bad morality, according to the scriptures
revered by nations, is also bad in the sense of worldly policy.
This is so, because man’s physical, social and moral evolution
has been an organic process and necessarily therefore a single
integrated development. The culture, the civilization, the
morality, the religious spirit and all the accepted axioms of life
are the results of one intertwined process of evolution. What
the wise and good men of all nations preached, be they called
saints or simply wise men, applies not merely to a pigeon-holed
thing called religion. It is of undeniable validity in all spheres.
If anyone disobeys the laws of morality, experience has shown
that he leads himself to ruin in this world which has grown and

shaped itself under inescapable law—as a crystal forms itself by
laws of mathematics. Be they individuals or be they the group

called society or nationality, all infringements of the moral law
must be followed by permanent damage, whatever be the
immediate illusion of advantage. This is what Canon Collins
explained in his recent sermon by way of warning to the British
people. We may hide the infringement by chauvinistic rhetoric
but the law that governs cause and effect cannot be deceived by
eloquence.

Any State, authoritarian or democratic, that uses its power
for working out injustice to a weak section of the people or to
a weaker nation abroad writes its own indelible fate of decline
and fall. That is the moral law and it cannot be escaped. The
saints saw what the politicians are unwilling or find it hard to
see at once. The saints were informed by the spirit of God
within their pure hearts; whereas the politicians and economists
learn only by hard experience, by going through dishonour,
defeat and depression.

Let us not condemn ourselves to the task of Sisiphus, rolling
the stone up unendingly, letting it roll down again each time,
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but let us accept the wisdom of our fathers and acting thereon
build our progress and our happiness on a progressive upward
plan. So taught Sri Krishna to Arjuna.

Not many problems arising out of human activities of
modern times have been left uncovered in this old book of ours,
the Bhagavad Gita. It would be at least as unwise for statesmen
and rulers to ignore the moral law as it would be for 2 man
who, working in a laboratory, ignores the recorded findings of
the previous workers in science and seeks to learn everything for
himself from the beginning by trial and error. Future historians
will record their sad comment that in the year 1956, the
governments of the West put back the clock of progress and
goodwill among the nations. It will take long for the Middle
East people to look upon the Western nations as friends and to
feel secure in their company.

It is well that Canon Collins has spoken out. Fifteen years
ago, the late Bishop Westcott, Metropolitan of India, spoke out
in a similar strain during the last war about the incarceration
of Gandhi. “If the Viceroy has his duties to perform, I too
have my duties. The pledge to which I have been sworn when
I was ordained bishop compels me,” he said, “to advise and
warn the temporal authority when it goes wrong, even if my
advice be unpalatable.” I am quoting from memory, for I heard
him speak as chairman of a meeting that I was addressing. He
warned Lord Linlithgow that his policy was wrong and opposed
to the moral law. What happened subsequently is history.

October 6, 1956 Swarajya

LANGUAGE AND JUSTICE

Be wise, southerners, learn Hindi which will complete your
fitness for Indian citizenship and enable you effectively to enjoy it.
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Be just, Hindustanis, that you may be true to democracy
and not merely exploit it by seeking to make what you possess
the sole passport to full Indian citizenship and all its honours.

These are the two parts of my plea in regard to language.
Wisdom and justice are both important, and they yield these
twin lessons.

Nothing less than a thorough-going facility in the use of
the national language will enable the people of the non-Hindi
areas to take their full and proper share in the rights and
privileges of national life. But until the time arrives when this
can be said to have been achieved, it is not justice to forge a
sanction against the non-Hindi people that consigns them to an
inferior position or to give an undue and great advantage to a
fortunately placed section of the people over all the others.

It must take time for the national language to become the
one and only official language of the Centre. The Centre must
be a just Centre and not be a lopsided Centre and an agent
for injustice.

The language that served all the people equally hitherto
must continue as an alternative medium,

It is not necessary to begin inflicting injustice in order to
create an incentive for learning Hindi. The whole machinery
of education is in the hands of Government and a policy can
be enforced that will steadily and surely work towards the
desired end without inflicting immediate injury or inequality
during the intervening period.

Education should be the steady and just means of
achievement and not the infliction of great injury on some
sections and the conferring of undeserved advantage on one.

How long are we to wait is the question. Under no
circumstance can impatience furnish a solution to great problems.
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Our ardour for the national language must find vent not in injustice
but in policies and directions of education.

Let us remember also the important truth that school and
college are but a small part of the machinery of language
education, although they may be very much more in the external
picture than the home and the family.

If we examine the conditions under which English has
spread and is spreading, we shall see how greatly the home was
responsible for the accclerated pace of English. Each generation
proficient in the use of English trained the next generation
in the use of it.

The unbroken and subtle tuition of each generation is far
more effective than what is obtaining in schools.

Only two or three generations of Hindi education can achieve
that spread of Hindi which English has attained now. And this
is necessary before it can be claimcd that it would be just to
make Hindi the sole Central official language.

Let me add finally that this interval of time would be
necessary also for the real shaping of Hindi into a suitable
official medium for all the purposes for which English now serves
so precisely and so well. It is wishful thinking to believe that
it is already as good as it need be.

Let there be insistence, but let us not add pain to the
undoubted disadvantages that non-Hindi areas must suffer.

The Republic rests on consent and therefore on justice and
love—not on sanctions based on authoritarianism or force. It
would be too easy but not wise to depend on pains and penalties
to achieve good ends. The slower is the surer and the better way.

October 27, 1956 Swarajya



WE MUST PART NOW

My appeal that at this juncture we must register India’s
disapproval of the British invasion and occupation of parts of
Egypt by a notice of withdrawal from the Commonwealth has
been treated as a natural and justifiable reaction by eminent
and good friends in Britain but they deprecate action on the
ground that we should not take the policy of the present
Government of Sir Anthony Eden as representing the British
people’s mind. I admit that people of Britain—I believe, the
greater number among them—disapproved of the action and are
ashamed of their Government’s doings. I admit that in
Parliament the opposition to the Government’s action was
vehement and as much as five-twelfths of the total vote was
against the Government. I admit that this British invasion of
Egypt did not have the people behind it and from the point of view
of British precedent in such matters the invasion was even an
unconstitutional step.

But I fear that in political affairs nations must shape their
action and their policies on the basis of what the concerned
Government does and not be deflected from that course on the
ground that the nation’s mind was not reflected in the action of
the Government. When a nation allows a group within it
to sit in authority and use the nation’s troops and armaments for
achieving a particular end, we cannot ignore the act and shape
our foreign policy on our own appraisement of public opinion
in Britain. We pass no verdict on the people of Britain but we
must take steps suitable to the situation created by the
Government of that people. Otherwise we would be encouraging
that very Government to go on pursuing its wrong course flouting
its own Opposition and the condemnation of its own people.

Personal and even national friendships as such transcend
politics. Our goodwill towards the British people may continue
25
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despite our dissociation. Diplomatic relations will continue as
before. The indifference and contempt with which we were
treated by the Government of Great Britain in a matter of life
and death cannot go without suitable reaction from us who had
expected a different treatment. Opinions and policies apart,
actual war cannot but snap a connection which is essentially a
free association based on mutual goodwill and respect. A war
on ourselves would of course end it automatically. But a war
on a people with whom we are associated in positive bonds of
goodwill and friendship must also affect the Westminster Statute
tie, if moral obligations have any validity at all. India was
treated to sneers by the Government and its parliamentary
majority when the Opposition made a reference to India during
the debate over this issue. Must we retain what remains as but
an evil-smelling shell ?

It may be thought that, after the U.N. General Assembly’s
verdict against Britain, there is no issue outstanding and we may
forget and forgive the crime. This view is totally wrong. As
long as the British forces refuse to withdraw from the positions
they have taken in Egypt, and the British Government is still
pursuing its policy of dipossessing Egypt of the Suez zone, the
issue is alive and very much alive. Anyone who has read the
leading article in the London Times on the subject can see that
Britain looks to the U.K. forces in Egypt to fulfil and complete
the process started by the Eden Government. Anyone who has
read M. Christian Pineau’s statement to the Foreign Affairs
Commission of the French Upper House can see how these
aggressive nations interpret the present position. “Egyptian
military prestige has been destroyed and it will be our duty,”
said Pineau, “to watch that it is not reconstituted.” “It would
be desirable,” he insisted, “that the International Force occupy
the whole canal between Ismalia and Suez to re-establish a system
of international management of the canal.” M. Pineau evidently
thinks that the U.N. Force will function as just an auxiliary of
the Anglo-French forces who have already done a good bit of
the task which only awaits supplementing by the U.N. It is
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morally impossible for India or any other country that feels for
Egypt or generally desires international law and order, to play any
part in a Commonwealth of which the senior partner, viz., Britain
plays this ugly part.

The present British Government claims that the strain put
on the Commonwealth relation by the invasion of Egypt without
consulting or taking into account the feelings of other members
of the Commonwealth ‘has eased’. Not a little of this new
confidence is due to what they believe is the attitude of Mr.
Jawaharlal Nehru. The Prime Minister of India is a careful
person. He is far from being impetuous for which he has gained
a reputation and it is well that it is so. But I am sure, as
Clement Attlee hinted, that if Britain does not behave decently-
now, even Mr. Nehru may not stand it.

There is a great stake involved in this. It is a moral issue.
The Government of India handed over Rs. 50 crores to Pakistan
when the aggression on Kashmir was actually in motion and
when the question was raised by important leaders whether the
money should be given at that juncture. “W¢ have promised it
and it is their money and so it must be given,” said Gandhiji.
and it was done. What a contrast to the action of the British
Government who seized Egypt's money which was in British
hands only as bankers, who claiming and enjoying free navigation
through the canal paid no canal dues to Egypt after the-
nationalization, although taking their ships through | And now,
when America and Russia were otherwise preoccupied, British:
forces surprised an unsuspecting world by descending like Attila
on Egypt when she was attacked on the other side by Israel.

After this aggressive pincer-strategy and air-bombing battle:
for grasping another nation’s land which by their own international
jurists stands condemned as illegal, how can we maintain a
connection that was based on a common desire for world peace-
and for rectitude in international behaviour? It is wholly-
untenable and worthless.
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Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru’s statement in the Lok Sabha on 16th
November cannot be improved upon. His clear, unambiguous
exposition of the case leads but to one result, which result
however the Prime Minister has withheld from those who heard
him. I submit we must not falter. We must register our protest
effectively by a notice of withdrawal from the Commonwealth.
It would make it easier for those in Britain who seek to displace
the present Government and a Prime Minister who no longer
represent the British mind. If we do not do this, I fear what the
London correspondent of The Hindustan Times has been fore-
telling will happen, viz., the British people will be reconciled to
the short-sighted policy of their present Government as after all
more realistic than the idealism of the Labour Party. That is
the way with the British people. God forbid that wickedness
should thus triumph.

To UXK.s stubborn disobedience and contempt of the U.N.
mandatory resolutions to clear out of Egypt is now added the
UK. Government’s rejection of an Opposition suggestion to put
the Suez canal question before the World Court at the Hague.
Neither the call for order nor the call for justice will be heard
by the British Government. The British Prime Minister knows
very well that Egypt would win hands down in any court of
justice and so he rejects the proposal. He argues that the case is
before the U.N.—himself refusing to obey the orders of the U.N.
He had no faith in the U.N. and ordered his forces to land in Egypt
and seize the canal zone. Now he thinks the U.N. can be trusted
to complete the aggression.

Yet some saints of patience in our country, tireless of unreason
and aggression, hold on to the view that we must stick to Britain.
Why ? Because there are still some good men in Britain outside
government and we should not act in anger. Long contact with
Britain has blurred our political sense. The bonds of ancient
domination have taken deep root and put forth leaves of the
colour of love and men fail to see the consequences of parasitic
partnership with evil conduct. There are occasions when
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sentiment must yield to wisdom, the wisdom of non-co-operation
with wrong-doing. Our function is not merely to hand out oral
verdicts on