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FOREWORD
by

Qaid-i-Azam Mr. Mohammad Ali Jinnah

India of modern  conception  with s
w-called present geagraphical unity is envirely
the creation of the British who bold it as one
administrative unit by a svstem of burcancratic
dgovernment whose ultimate sanction 1s the
sword and not the will or the sanction of the
peopic behind the government so established.
This position is very much exploited by the
Hindu Consgress and another Hindu organi-
sation, the Hindu Mahasabha. Indiais a vast
sub-continent. It is neither a country nor a
nation. It is composed of nationalities and
races. bur the two major nations are the
Muslims and the Hindus. Talk of Indian unity
as one central constitutional government of
this vast sub-continent is simply a myth.

The differences in India between the
two major nations, the Hindus and the Muslims,
are a thousand times greater when compared
with the continent of Europe. In fact the
diversity of its races, religions, cultures and
languages hasno parallel in any other part of the
world; but fortunately the- Muslim homelands
are in the North Western and Eastern zones
of the sub-continent where they are in a solid



majority with a pepulatien ¢f nerrly 70 mi-
lions and they desire that these parts honli
be separared from the rest o [oda and cone.

ticuted into  independent sovereion stares,
The Mushims stand uneguivocsdiy fa rher
own freedom and i levendence and alvy oot
Hindusand tne Hinduo India o the subacontieey
of India, whereas the Flindu machmatrons aud 2t
pmpo\al.\ and scheomes sopeested by :hvm ate
intended and calculated oo bons o numloed
million Moachms under the snbeation o
hegomony of the ?I;:m’ ot over the rntp
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PREFACE BY THE AUTHOR.

The present book v o collvetton of arnis
dealing with Mushm case tor Pakietan and
vatous aspects. Pare one supporee Musiim e
mand for Pakistan: parr two discnsses the
minority  problem the terronnd Lo an
economic position, of the propored Poleeon
States; part three  answers vriiwctgr fom
such regponable  persons as Baba Hmtm fas
Parshad, St Tej Hahudur Sapru, Si
Krichnan, and Sir N, R Sirkar.
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PART 1
PAKISTAN.

I. Federation or Separation

The most important political question before a
Muslim is whether his interests can best be served by
an assurance of full protection of his religion, culture
and language™ on the part of the Congress, or a com-
plete separation and independence of those parts of
India where Muslims form a majority.

If the f{irst alternative is accepted, the 90
millions of Muslims will once for all be reduced to
the position of a minority and will have to depend
upon the good-will and amity of the majority com-
munity for the protection of their interests.

No one would have objected to this result if
the Muslim population of India had actually been
scattered in all the provinces and had not been
strong enough to form an independent stable govern-
ment in any part. But as facts stand. two-thirds
of the Muslim population in India is concentrated
in their majority provinces and one-third in mine-
rity provinces. They number 28 mllhom n ke
North-West out of a total population of 12 miili-rs
in the five adjoining areas of the Punjab. Kasiz
Sind, the Frontier Province and Ealuch:sian. S

e
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raised by a readjustment of the castern f{rontier of
the Punjab.

In Bengal. too, like the Punjab. a readjustment
of frontiers will raise the Muslim proportion in
population to 70 per cent or more. At prcscnt the
Muslims form an overwhelming majority of 75 per
cent in Fastern Bengal and the Goalpara and Sylhet
districts of Assam. They are also a majority in
some districts of Western Bengal which are conti-
guous to Eastern Bengal. Tf this Muslim population
is joined together so as to come under a new pro-
vince of Eastern Bengal and Assam, the Muslimes
will be placed in a pcrnmncnt majority of 70 per-
cent in a total population of 40 millions.
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m:t;’m” EON ‘mi minoritics, they are also politically,

conamicalis and socnlle divided.  The Muslim has
i.s!m pohitical aspuations which urge him on to
the poifticn! regeneranion of his own community
as well as of the Mudim world m o general. He does
noat vicw with the same nterest the progress of
non-Aashim counties as he watches that of a NMus-,
bm country, s fsut concern ig with the rise of
Istam as o poltacal power in the world,  This
'mix‘ o, e concetves, not with a View Lo suppress
the Bbertes of other nations, but simply beeanuse he
tecls that the vs:.xiwihhmcm of the political power
of Ielnm wall hang about a bereer standard of justice
and cqualicy berween nadons and individuals,

-

Fle stili believes thar if Islam had been the
dominant religion in Europe, the world would not
have seen the rise of a narrow and aggressive form
of nationalism which has dragged the whole world
into a state of chaos and disorder.

The Hindu, on the other hand, has no. ultra-
territorial interests  All his activities are confined
to India and he has no real cultural or religious link
with any other country beyond India. The fate of
China or Japan cannot be of such interest to a
Hindu as that of Turkey or Afghanistan to a Mus-
lim.

Differences in political aspirations in the past,
when Muslims and Hindus assumed the role of the
rulers and the ruled, have further dcepened the
political divergence of the two communities. The
Muslim still looks with fervour to his glorious past
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and is only interested in independence in so far as it
can assist him directly in regaining the political
power lost by him. The Hindu, too breathes deep
in theancient past when he dominated the continent
“of India and enjoyed undivided political power.

Economically, too, there isa clash between
Hindu and Muslim interests. There are certain
occupations entirely reserved for Hindus and the
Muslims have been completely shut out of them,
Shop-keeping in general is a monopoly of the Hindu
even in purely Muslim areas.  The grain and cloth
markets in particular in every city are controlled by
Hindus. Even in villages which lie in pure dMushim
surroundings, the Hindu holds a favoured position
as a money-lender or shopkeeper. The DMuslim
middle class in cities has no choice lefr except o

~work as labourers or to seek petey jobs in Govern-

S ment service.  The Hindu middle class i< prosperon
and flounshing and controls all the iaternal and
external trade of the country,

The Muslims cannot lonk upon this state of
atfairs as a fait accompli.  Nor can they accept 1o
vver the condition of being a debtor communits.

.
1

All thew hard-carned savings pase into the hands
of the Hmdu monrey-lender n the torm of the
interest. which in the Punjab alone o oren timee the
Lind revenue of the Provinee,
Another danrer towhich Muslms are vap s old
15 the peacerul penetration of the Flimdu shoy Leegpor
i purely Washm areas, The Hide b ne fasded
t ¢
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Province and Sind. and yet he forms a majority in
all the towns and dominates the entire public life.

This alone accounts {or the fact that in a city
like Bannu which lies in the heart of a Muslim
district, the Hindus form over 70 per cent of its
population and monopolise the entire trade and all
the professions. Of the 2,000 oad shops in the city
there are hardly a dozen Muslim shops.

The economic condition of the Muslims in the
Punjab is exactly like that of the Turks in their
homeland of Asia Minor prior to the regeneration
of Modern Turkey. Though the Turk had ruled
over Aisa Minor for over 800 years, and formed the
majority of its population, yet economically he
stood no comparison with the subject peoples like
the Greeks, Armenians, and Jews. All internal
and foreign trade and all the learned professions,
such as medicine, teaching and banking, were
monopolised by non-Turkish races. The Turk, like
the Punjabi Muslim, was either a peasant sunk deep
in debt or was content to work as a soldier or a
Government servant.

Nothing but a revolution wasneeded to change
the economical condition of the Turk., This was
accomplished by Mustapha Kemal, who stopped
non-Turkish immigration into purely Turkish
villages and cities and started with State help
varicus commercial enterprises to encourage the
Turk, to undertake banking and trading. Now in
course of 25 years the Turk is commercially most
efficient in his homeland, and the Turkish peasant is

’
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no longer in the grips of the Armenian or Jewish
moneylender.

Can we expect this of a future Indian Govern-
ment under Congress domination—that it will try
to bring the Muslims into line with the Hindu com-
munity, which at present holds the sole monopoly
of trade and commerce in cities and villages and
possesses wealth and influence out of all proportion
toitsnumerical strength? Theinterests of the Mushim
peasant as well as of the Muslim middle class man in
thercity directly clash with those of the Hindu
money-lender and shop-keeper. The dMuslims cannot
trust that the very community, which 15 at present
responsible for their economic enslavement, will do
justice to them, the moment 1t gains political fFower.
On the contrary their fears ave intensified by the
realisation that a concentiation of pobtical and
ecanomic power in the hands of a hosole commung.
tv will make their condition politically and econsnn-
cally worse than at present,
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" privileges or rights for them except what they can
claim as part of the Hindu Polity.

[t is common knowledge that the working of
Hindu social system in the past has led to the con-
centration of all economic and social power in the
hands of high-caste Hindus This cannot be said
of Islam. The Muslims believe in the equality and
fraternity of all. Inter-dining and inter-marrying are
not obstacles among the various classes of Muslims.
They believe in the equality of all before law and
recognise no distinction between one Muslim and
another on the basis of birth and blood.

Such indeed is the divergence in social systems
of the two communities that on occasions of common
social gathering when these differences are expected
to be minimised, they present themselves in more
striking forms. A Muslim attending a Hindu public
dinner or party will miss badly, things suited to his
taste and will find most of the dishes prepared accor-
ding to Hindu practice. In a railway journey, when
opportunities of contact are of daily occurrence, the
question of food and drink still divides the Hindu
from the Muslim. In cities, in building a new house
or taking an old one on .rent, a Hindu will more
readily see the company of a Hindu neighbour. In
fact in‘every walk of life, a Muslim is more welcome
to a Muslim and a Hindu to a Hindu.

In view of this conflict of interest in the poli-
tical, economic and social field, besides that of
religion it is not- an easy- task to reconcile the
interests of a Muslim to those of Hindu nationalism
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which aims at the possession of supreme control o
all political power of Tudia, Protection of 1ehmion,
lnng'u:u:o and culture is out of the question whete
& minority can be easily converted into a permanent
majority by a readjustment of geograplical franticrs.

. Undoubtedly, the Muslims in Hindumafouty
provinees are a real minocity and hiave no othet als
tv‘mn‘(xvc but to aecept (T(mmms:1:~.\m:nmw o groeds
will for their futuree but they ate not bound by anv
such consideration to leave their ultimate pohiticad
and economic interests in provinees whete they ate
a majoriey, (o the metey of 4 hostile Humduw mapaity
at the Centre,

The question is often asked, 1t Muslim nter-
ests ave safeguarded in then mmotity provinees and
are alveady protected iy thelt majority provinees by
their own preponderant nunwerical strengthowhy do
they not aceept the lead ot the Congieess and 1o
ideal of a common Indian nationalits? The answe
to this question requites a teal understandig o
what is meant by independence. When a natien
aspires tor independence, it seeke to have full poswees
to decide all guestions affecting the mulodanon
activities of a modern State, It doos not <anpls
wind self-government s umderstond inoa Lot
sense, but supreme control of all national erpane o
the State, including defence, toregn atiair-, inance,
conumunications, cte.

Now 1t is a simple concleron thar g the
Muslim Provinces remati patt of o future Iindnm
National State. they will undenbtedhy s

4%



FEDERATION OR SEPARATION 9

limited kind of provincial autonomy but the final
voice in the army, navy, air force and other impor-
tant central subjects will be held by a Central
Cabinct responsible to a Central Legislature which
will be dominated by a Hindu Majority. Unless the
Muslims are assured of some special advantages
which they will obtain if they remain content with
limited provincial autonomy in their majority
provinces, there is no other consideration which can
persuade or compel them to accept the majority rule
at the centre.

In fact, the Muslims are convinced that by
forming part of a single composite nation in India,
they will be losers all round and will finally sink
to the position of a helpless minority which will be
shorn of all final power in the supreme executive
affairs of the Centre. It is for the Congress to
convince the Muslims how they are going to benefit
by Hindu domination at the Centre.

The arguments so far advanced against the
proposed scheme of separation have been unconvinc-
ing. It is said that the proposed Muslim States in
the North-West and North-East will be cut off
from one another by Hindu India and will be in
permanent danger of opposition from the latter due
to its immense power in men and resources. Se-
condly, the Muslim States will not be in a position
to find money to defend their frontiers and will
break down under military pressure from the
Frontier tribes or countries beyond the Frontier.
Thirdly, the Muslim States will not be able to
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develop themselves industrially as Hindu capital
will not find an easy access in them. Finallv the
non-Muslim minorities will be a source of constus
trouble to Muslim States and will ever be on the
look out for a favourable opportunity to secede
from them.

I reply these arguments one by one. Acto
the first that the Muslim Srates will be helpless
against Hindu India which will isolate them fiom
cach other, the simple reply s that mere numven
do not count in the defence of a modern Neate,
The fate of China with its teeming population o
400 millions is a clear instance in point. So far e
military traditions go. DMuslim areas particaloly the
provinces of the North-West, are far stronger rhan
Hindu India.  This fact it cvin admatted I
Mr. Gandhi, who savs I o recent attwie in the
“Harijan™ that h the Brish feave India toadae
the Punjabis and Gurkhas will overtun the coentes,
Resides the Mushim States will enter mtoa porms-
nent alliance with other Muslim countines ot doath-
Woestern Asia and will thuos prescree the baliroe
of power evenly between Findo Tudio and Mo

States

The  scoond  argument *E;u the progcoed
Muslim States will bo fimancaliy porar o &i{fe'z*f
thetr frontiers ignoves the tacr thar the Svonth

West Frontier  wiil Lo adl 1 portnnge il

Mustim State 1 estabbehed oo the Noarn

-~
“
13
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The tribesmen amd the reonde Booondohe N 7is
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West Frantiar are ail Stasbne Fhos awrdise
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religious and political fervour for Jehad against
non-Muslims, once they find that they have to
reckon with their brothers in Islam. If the frontier
between Afghanistan and Persia or that between
Persia and Turkey can be easily defended by com-
paratively small armies, therc is no reason why the
same should not be possible in case of the frontiers
between Afghanistan and Muslim North-West.

Again the resources of the new Muslim State
in men and money will be far stronger than those
of Afghanistan or independent tribes beyond the
Frontier Frovince and hence it will experience no
great difficulty in keepiug peace and order on its
side of the fronticr.

The third argument that the Muslim States
will acquire capital from Hindu India to be develop-
ed industrially is entitely wrong. A modern coun-
try, which can maintain peace and order within
its bounds and can guarantec payment of debt, can
invite capital from foreign countries. The example
of Turkey can be easily followed. If the State
Government in Turkey can patronise and finance
industries with the help of foreign capital, the
Muslim States in India can adopt similar methods.

The Muslims do not want that they should
lose the major share of profits in business by leav-
ing all initiative and control in industrial develop-
ment to Hindu capitalists of Hindu India. They
will rather prefer that the State should organise and
' promote industries and find work for the large-
number of workless people in cities and villages.
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The fourth argument that the non-Muslim
minorities will be a source of constant danger to the
stability of Muslim States will lose all importance in
face of the preponderance of Muslim voice in the
Government. Both in the North-West and the North
East, with adjustments in fronticrs, the proportion
ot the Muslim population will be raised to 80 per
cent and the minorities will be' reduced ta 20 per
cent. These minorities will be given full protection
in regard to their religion. language and culture like
the Muslim minorities in Hindu India, and will no
longer cause unnecessary annoyance to NMuoslim
governments for fear of provoking Muslim minori-
ties in Hindu India to similar action.

As a matter of fact the existence of minoritics
both in Hindu India and Muslim States will make
it possible for them to adopta common line of
action and to restore confidence among the minort-
ties which will thus be finally reconciled ta their

lot.



2. What is Pakistan

It is commonly misunderstood that Pakistan
scheme was originated by Mr. Jinnah and that the
idea was not entertained till the Viceroy had an-
nounced the scheme for the expansion of his
Executive Council. The Pakistan idea was first
conceived by Saved Jamalud Din Afghani, an old
Muslim patriot of worldfame. Subsequently, it
owed inspiration to late Sir Mohammad Igbal
who in his Presidential Address to the All-India
Muslim League in 1930 proposed the amalgamation
of the North-Western Muslim Provinces into a
single state. Thereafter the idea was given a
definite shape by a highly cultured Punjabi, Ch.
Rahmat Ali who is popularly known to have coined
the word Pakistan to denote the North-Western
Muslim part of India. The choice of the word
should 1.0t be considered provocative as it is merely
an artificial contrivance to express a common name
for the five units which make up Pakistan. The
letter P stands for the Punjab, A for the Afghan
Province which is otherwise called N. W. F.
Province, K represents Kashmir, S symbolises
Sind and the last three letters TAN signify Baluchis-
tan. The word Pakistan in Urdu is made up of 7
letters as against 8 in English ; hence the confusion
for leaving letter I unrepresented. Those who
object to the word Pakistan as being repugnant to
their ears, and feel that it implies Muslim Raj ou
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and out. may use some other appropriate word in
its place such as Industan or Sindhistan after the
name of the river Indus in English or Sindh in
Urdu, but they have no right to force the majority
community in Pakistan to discard the word in favour
of a new one at their dictation. The Muslim
masses in the absence of a better word which
can express the union of their five majority areas
cannot be induced to give it up. The Mustims
in Hindu India form an important minority, and
the word Hindustan is generally understood to
mean the land of Hindus; vet thev have never
objected to its use. The Sikhs and other minorities
in Pakistan should rest satisficd that their interests
will be properly safeguarded in consultation with
them and they will not be subjected to hiws or
Islamic Sharias.

The Lahore Resolution of the League doex
not specifically mention the word Palictun though
there is no gainsaying the fact that o hasy furnished
the real basis for Pakistan movement. My, hinnah
deserves credit for giving a wider scope amd siynine-
cance to the word Pakistan whieh o far wa.
confined ro Muslim North West,  As interpreged
by him. Pakistan now implics a scheme of pobucdd
division of Indm which atmeat vhe sopatarian o0
the predominent Muslim areas in the Nerdh-3Woar
and North-Fast from the rest of Tndia and s
tees to minonties borh in MusHm and Hude Inde
Full protection of thei political coonamal cultg

+ » . 4 v - B w§a ey M ‘\*g, IES i'

and religious rights on @ reaptetad e
»* ‘ »

vediidnd atuber g

evident thut Pabietan vive has deveds
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suidance of Mr. Jinnah from an exclusive Muslim
“deal toa political scheme which claims justice
and fair-play for majorities as well as minorities in
the sub-continent of India.

Pakistan is no longer a meie religious slogan
of the Muslims. It is an anchor-sheet of their
national aspirations. The idea has grown into a
movement and has taken firm root in the Muslim
mind. It will be worthwhile to know the basic
principles which have popularised the Pakistan
movment among the Muslims:—

1. The Muslims have become cONSCious of
. the fact that they form -a separate nation by
themselves and that they cannot lose their identity

under any circumstances to merge into the sO
called ‘nationalism’ which is not only opposed
to the best interests of Islam but is also foreign
to the conception of Hindu religion and Society,

based on caste systeill and exclusive social customs.

2. The Muslims are alive to their importance
as a major large community pf India which forms a
majority in 4 out of 11 Provinces. There population
strength of 90 millions is far too big to relegate
them to the position of a minority. There 15 no
example in history where @ people numerically so
strong have ever been asagne@ the role of a perma-
nent minority and denied theill sovereign rights
in the name of nationalism. )

3. The Muslims claim that they have every
right to share full and independent sovereign power



16 PAKISTAN

in proportion to their population strength and
cannot be deprived of their due share of power on
any ground.

4. The Muslims realise that thev are not a
minority in the sense as minorities are found in
other countries. They are mainly concentrated in
two distinct zones in the North-West and North-
East of India which are their homelands, and which
represent two-thirds of their total population in

India. -

5. The Muslims are aware that India is a
sub-continent which is inhabited by onc fifeh of
the world’s total population and that its present
political unity is solely held by the British bavonet.
Division on the principle of selfsdetermination
is the final solution which appeals to their .
gination,

6. The Muslims recognise that democracy
of the Waestern type 1s not suited to Jodun
conditions, that the majorities and minorites m
the sub-continent of India will alwave be retlected
on the basis of religion and that in a scheme of
United India there will be the permonent dunger
of Hindus remaimmg in power at the centre snd
Jdoing incalculable harm to their fnterest in goneal

7. The dhaeshms have  learnt trom pa
expenience that the Congress has done nothos
sotar to win Muslim good will and hos r
been luvimg  plans to dbrupt Staclim oo
and o crush o opobneal awabiening ooy

L e
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The adoption of Gandhian philosophy as a political
creed by the Congress and its immediate results
such as Non-Violence, Wardah Scheme of Educa-
tion, Harijan uplift, promotion of Hindi language,
Muslim mass contact campaign etc. have convinced
the Muslims that Congress is aiming a death blow
at Muslim political thought and is working for
the regeneration and revival of the old Hindu
civilisation and culture.

It is. evident from the above that Muslims
have welcomed the Pakistan movement not with
the object of supressing the political rights of non-
Muslims living in Hindu Provinces nor of minori-
tics living under them. Their political demands are
strictly limited by two main principles. (1). The
Muslims claim sovercign rights over a part of India
and not the whole on the basis of their population
strength as a nation of 90 millions (2) They are
prepared to extend to minorities under them all
such privileges as will be allowed to Muslim

minorities in Hindu provinces.

Apart from the general ideas underlying the
Pakistan movement, the Muslims in the North-
Western zone have been influenced by many other
factors justifying their claim for separation. Some
of the arguments that are often given in support
of their case are mentioned below :-

(1). The people of Pakistan differ from the
rest of India in religion, race, and language, and
possess all the necessary essentials which go t©
form a nation. Among themselves, the Muslims
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Hindus and Sikhs have more in common than
they have with the people living in the rest of
India. In religion. the Sikhs and  the Arna
Smajists have more identical views on the unuv
of God and belicf in a revealed 1chgion than
with the Hindus elsewhere. By race. the people
belong to the same Arvan stock winle Urdu with
its Persian script is treated as the court latguage
throughout this arca.  Untouchabibity, the case
system, music before the mosgue and cow  pros
tection do not present such difficult problem as
in the rest of India.

(2) The Muslims and Sikhs will be e
helpless minorities in a bigger Indis where then
interests will not be propeily sabepmunded o
the centre on account of the preponderonee ot
Hindu influence.  In Pakistan, bowsver, rhere
will be no danger that the Muoshms or bk
will lose therr culture as they have Hyed togethe
for cenrurtes and  understand  each otlers s
point.  Aoreover, therr ceonemee tnterets oo
become so much mter-dependent, that they i
think of doing harm to vach orher.

(3) Pakistan has aleays mantuned teseparats
position from the rerr of Indioim the e Prurst

the  Findu period, 10 war never stdinedtd G
Flindu emprre bevomd s trontier- Ulnder € h,z:z;v:'
v ;xs"

supra, it tormed  poert oo b oengpne loron
pettond, Dot the Guopta and Horsha empates soved
ertended boyond zi.s Jumnn. Dlanmy o
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Muslim  kings, Pakistan maintained its distinct
position as the mainstay of their power and was
marked out from the rest of India beyond the
Jumna, which was called Hindustan. Prior to its
conquest by the British, Pakistan had regained its
separate identity first under the Afghans and after-
wards under the Sikhs. India as it exists at present
1s a British creation and never existed in the past
with its present bounds and limit.

(4) Pakistan is a natural region occupying
the basin of the Indus and its tributaries which
tlow in a direction opposite to those of the rest
of India. It has a separate drainage system.

(5) Its climate and geographical conditions
have given the people distinct characteristics of
their own. The people differ from those in the
rest of India in physical features. complexion
dress, mode of living and social customs.

(6) It has a separate railway system known
as the North Western Railway, which has its
branches spread all over. The entire volume of its
foreign trade, both imports and exports, passes
through Karachi which is connected with all the
important towns by means of railways. In fact,
Karachi is far more important for every town in
Pakistan than a seaport in any other part of India
can be. Without Karachi, Pakistan will not be able
to maintain its economic independence.

(7) The economic interests of Pakistan clash
with the rest of India. Pakistan is mainly an
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agricultural area which exports corn, raw cotten,
oil seeds, hides and skins and impares manufacture
gaods and machmc‘rv Both in respect nt fmpores
and exports Pakistan must have fir greatet telations
with Europz than with the rest of India, Pakistan's
best customers will be at least for same time
Europe, from whom it will have to buy in return
manufactured articles. A policy of free trade
will be in the Interests of both the consumers a-
well as producers, until such time as Poakeiaw
starts its own industries.

But by remaining pare of Tndia, Pakistan il
be at the merey of the factory mx:ncrc of Dombas
Ahmedabad and Cawnpaooe who will intoence i
Indian Government to adopt a policv o poatecinn,
which will nocessitate riu impoirion nf hesvy
taxes upon imports and th ~abudigng of e
concerns,  Tho result of this polwy will fo that
Pakistan will be forced to buy Imunv Cospads witiiont

being given any chiinee of its awn TR SN SR MASTOLERRIY
while its peasantes will be storeed tor nae tmebne
ready markers for th sale ot s saw motenas e e

tar chis reason thar Moo Calverr o By o on
\Wealsh and Welfare” conend o trumeviadon e
part of Pakestan ro poan o Foderatuay ot tho 4

(RY  Pakicran isrie bome ot sl oo v e
can detend e bbornes awtaner one
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(9) Pakistan is big enough to form a strong
national State. It is twice the size of France and
equal to Italy in population. It satisfies the neces-
sary conditions for the growth of nationalism
which requires for its success a population neither
too big nor too small sprecad over a sufficient
area. The immensity of population and the vast-
ness of area of a country is rather a weakness than
a source of strength, as the example of China shows.

(10) Pakistan possesses enough resources
in land, forests and mines which when developed
will provide subsistence for double or treble its
present population. In other parts of India the
population has reached the limits of congestion
which can only be relieved through emigration, but
Pakistan is free from such dangers. It is however.
jealous of safeguarding its lands against forced
immigration from the rest of India, which may be
resorted to if it forms part of India.

(11) By securing complete independence the
"‘people of Pakistan will have full control over what
are called the vital organs of a modern State i.e., the
army, the navy, foreign relations, trade and com-
merce posts and telegraphs, communications, customs
and taxation.

(12) An independent Pakistan will win over
the Frontier tribes by economic concessions and con-
ciliatory measures and will further hold friendly
relations with Afghanistan and other States of S.W.
Asia. This will obviate the necessity of keeping a
very big army on the Frontier and will save the
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enormous mthrvcxpmdimrc as incurred at presen
If Afghanistan and Persia or again Persia and Tz rke
can afford to have small armies to defend their
frontiers, there is no reason why Pakistan should he
required to keep a very large army to defend
frontiers.

»
L.
v

“
NI

(13) With the creation of Pakistan as an in-
dependent State. revenues from customs and income-
tax, which at present go into the Cenrtial Treasury,
will be added to Pakistan’s income. These two
sources will be sufficient to meet expendituie on
defence and to back up the deficit provinces e
the Frontier Province and Baluchistan.



3. Right to Self-Determination

Times out of number it has been declared by
the Muslim League that the Muslims are not a
minority in India in the sense in which small
minorities exist in some other independent states.
In Europe, prior to the present war, the minority
problem had been practically settled, and a2 formula
devised after the last Great War which recognised
a clear distinction between a minority as a nation,
entitled to full sovercign rights of an independent
state. and a minority as a sub-national group which
was to be granted safeguards for the protection of
its religion, language and culture. The main
idea underlying this formula was that a minority
which occupies a compact part of territory with
well-defined limits, and can be converted into a real
and effective majority by a reasonable adjustment
of geographical frontiers, should be conceded the
rights of an independent national State.

The minority problem then existed in a very
acute form in the Dual Monarchy of Austria-Hun-
gary, in European Russia and the Turkish Empire.
The Statesmen of Europe who were responsible.
for the post-war settlement met in a series of con-
ferences ‘and drew up an elaborate procedure to
define and clarify the complexity of the issue on
the minority question.

A dozennew States were brought into exis-
tence, some of which were even too weak to
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defend themselves and were notscparated from
ather States by historical or effective geographical
frontiers. On the ruins of Austria-Hungarv, the new
States of Czecho-Slovakia, Austria. and Hungary
were created while Rumania and Serbia were en-
larged by the addition of territories inhabited by
their own kinsmen. A chain of five new States
was formed on the western border of European
Russia which practically cut off the Iatrer from
access to the West. both by sea and land. The
States of Finland. Esthonia, Latvia, Lithuania and
Poland occupied the entire western borders of
Russia with the exception of a small part of the
subcoast round Leningrad., The important sca-
ports of Riga and Helsingfors passed out of Russian
hands,

The Bolsheviks, who had then come e
power in Czarist Russia, showed great mugnanumy

- of spirit by recognising all the new States and gues
Franteeing therr independence, T wus only when it

“ became apparent that Germany was secretly conepr-

ring to get a foothold in Finland and o luneh »
possible nttack on Russin from the Norch, thar rhe
Bolsheviks were foreed e dechire wir on Fus
land. Ewven then the public opininn of the world
found no Justification in the Bolhesik plea o
invasion and condermined them an addreress
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their powerful neighbouring States of Germany and
Russia. Those who think that the splitting up of
Central Europe gave Germany a free hand to inter-
fere in its internal affairs, ignore the essential fact
that the rise of Germany under Hitler is an abnor-
mal factor in the History of the world.

The principle of self-determination which was
expected to liberate a dozen national minorities,
together numbering over 80 millions, could not be
withheld simply because the liberated States were
too week to stand on their legs and could not defend
themselves against their powerful neighbours. If
this point is carried to its logical conclusion then
no weak State deserves to retain its independence,
Physically, it is possible that it will be forcibly
annexed by its stronger ncighbour, but this will not
be considered a permanent solution of the difficulty,
and sooner or later, when thec aggressor state is in-
volved in trouble either through external war or
internal revolution, the people of the annexed State
will seek the first opportunity to rise in arms and
declare their independence.

We all admit that France with her
population half that of Germany will never be
able to defend herself from German aggression
without the help of powerful allies. The present
war has fully proved this. But that does not imply
that France has forfeited her right to independent
existence.

Some people suggest that weak States should
combine to form federations for common defence,
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but here too they ignore the fact that it is again
possible that some federations may grow far
stronger than their neighbouring States or even
federations and thus constitute a danger for the

latter.

Imagine for example the Muslim States of
Turkey. Iraq. Iran and Afghanistan forming a fede-
ration for the sole purpose of defence. Can it be
said with certainty that these four States, ever
when combined. can face successfully a united and
strong Russia under a dictatorial regime ? Federation
or no federation, whenever there iz an abnormal
factor in the world history and some nations grow
aggressive and imperialist. they are bound to come
into canflict with other states.  The only mh‘;::m.d
for the peace and tranquility of the world ic o
recognise the right of every nation for selfdetermi.
nation, Once this principle s frankly conceded and
is applied to the enslaved peoples alf ov vy the wotld,
there will be an end of oll wars, mepued by o de-ne
for conquest or expansion,

The Adhintic Chavter guaranzees th
European and Amverican Sr‘z:.w bor g
existence, but if it 1y amended wnd replice
Pacific charter which should recopnize e i
every nation in Asi todetemmine e own
much illwill and metaes whch s pre cncdeds
White {rom the Black sl diaappe oA
Africa, the twa unuzm: nts which st g
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Unfortunately, the Congress nationalists of
India, who arc imperialists to the core in their poli-
tical notions do not concede the principle of self-
determination to a nation of 90 millions that acci-
dentally happens to be a minority in a sub-continent
which in the past knew no political unity and which
was for the first time forcibly united at the
point of the British bayonct. There is no example
in the world where a community as big as the
entire population of Germany has ever been content
with the status of a minority. There is further no
example where a minority has such fundamental
differences with the majority as the Muslims of
India have with the Hindus.

The Portuguese and the Spaniards, the Dutch
and the Belgians, the Swedes and the Norwegians
have lived together respectively under united king-
doms in the past ; their eountries are separated- by
no real geographical frontiers and form a natural
whole; the people are allied by religion, race and
common out-look on life. Yet he will be a mere
dreamer who can predict a united State for the
Portuguese and Spaniards in the Iberian Peninsula,
for the Dutch and the Belgiaus in the Netherlands
and for the Swedes and Norwegians in Scandenavia.

The Muslims of India now form more than
one-fourth of the total population of 360 millions,
but even if they were a minority of 3 millions in
the total population and that minority had been
concentrated in one compact part of India, say Sind,
no excuse would have been considered sufficient to
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deprive them of the right to independent existence,
had they so desired.

Fortunately for the Muslims, thev are etfective
majorities in two distinct parts of India in the
North-West and North-East. If there is any region
in the vast sub-continent of India, which stands out
prominent as a separate part of India in view of it
natural frontiers, drainage svsrem racial and re-
ligions affinities of the people. it is the Indus Basin

Region.
It is fertilised by the river Indus and its five

tributaries and is bounded on the south by the
deserts of Rajputana and on the cast by the Jumna
river. It has a separate rathway svstem known ae
the North-Western Railway l.hi hoconneers aii
important towns wich its exclusive seaport of Kara-
chi. The problems concerning its x.rigz:xtzc\n wveren,
development of roads and ratlways, encouragement
of agriculture and industiy, defence of strategic
fronticrs and promotion of trade with countries of
che Muddle East and many more are sach thor v o
na concern of the people of the resr of India oo
interfere wich them. It the Congres< vlealisrs van
work to see the whole of India grow inee o cinvle
national Stace, 1t is still more pracricable and soud
ta oo o traly humogeneous amd coanpoaer ot ol
Iiclia grow inte a <trons nattenal more
[ the Bulshevicks of Ruvda could
the znm*;wﬁuurn existongeye ol f:w Ny
wesgertt side of l,ﬁzimg”w Huorrg ang
conomteal amd croresioal wlvan
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incorporation of these States into Russia could
secure them, what prevents the- Congress
nationalists from recognising the justice o f
the Muslim claims ? The time is bound to come
when the force of reason will have its way and an °
independent Muslim India will be a settled fact.



4. The Issue of Independence

The Hindus say that the demand for Pakis i
will delay the indzpendence of Indian inds m*i by
and that unless the Muslims give it up un-
conditionally, there is no hope for the people
of India to attain thestatus of an independent nation.
The Muslims on the other hand sy with eguni
emphasis that they cannot be a paity to the inde.
pendence of Congress conceptionas it implies metely
a change of masters and will not only lead toa -
ther tightening of their bonds of slavery bur sl
bring Hindu interests into open conflicy with thoes
of Muslims in India as well as bevond Imi'n fo iy
evident from the nbvzxmui\. conflicting viees of the
two Communities :!nt there s real ¢ mfe ie‘w AL T
the nltimare atm of independence.

Before gotag into detads, fer un detine 9y
what s meane by Judia’s znm';w:xafe*m‘:‘x [ogiorens
fterpietations have boen given ro the wond by po e
tieal o1 commumt orfonsaten i India Froe [
tn o Free Tndm s eften detmed o b the vl o
NMuastim hwdie, The Conrross whek sl o
reprosent Tndieas o whole b whalo e e ok
sror varry with tothe vt migorres o fndinn Mochis

tad baege sectne oF Planfus ond ooy moaaann s
nervallyv sphr op on thys guestaa s pen W
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sromt enntely ftereny g nven 1rom rhooe 7



THE ISSUE-OF INDEPENDENCE 31

- Rightists. The former aim at the establishment of
a futaure Government on Soviet lines where emphasis
will be laid on a class war between the upper and
lower orders of the Indian society. Their views do
not-command the support of the general body -of
Congress men and so we leave them out of account.
The Rightists dominate the Congress at present and
represent its real opinion. They believe in complete
independence with a constitution based on the
Capitalist Democratic System of the West, They
claim full control for India over all its internal and
external affairs, severance of all connections
with the British Empire and Indianisation of all
services including the Army, the Navy and the Air
Force They want to see an Indian Army manned
by Indian officers defending the land frontiers and
and Indian Navy under Indian seamen patrolling
the Indian QOcean. They will like to have a Central
Legislature, elected on adult franchise vested with
_ supreme political power. They will apply the de-
mocratic principle of deciding all questions by a
majority vote in the Centre as well as in the
Provinces.

The Muslims, they profess, will be provided
with safeguards for the protection of their religion,
language and culture, but for all political and econo-
mic questions, they will be considered as part and
parcel of the Indian nation and hence will not be
entitled to claim special representation of their in-
terests. .The principle of communal representation
in legislatures and services as well as the
Communal Award, as actually in force at present,



32 PAKISTAN

will be accepted as a temporary measure for 2
limited period. Ultimately, the various comman:-
ties of India will be welded into a single coberene
nation where all problems will be considered froum
the Indian point of view and Hindus and Muslim:
as such will lose all importance,

Let us see how this scheme of Congress do-
mocracy as visualised by the Righeists will apply 1o
India in actual practice. Under the system of aduls
franchise all communities will be represented i
Provincial and Central Legislatures on the Jusss o
their population., The Hindus will command 70 2
the voting strength at the Centreand will ournumibes
the Muslims by three to one or even more. The
Army, the Navy, and the Atr Force serll be mmanne!
by all the communities, but the Flinda olement vl
preponderate, The Muslims and Sthhn at the Narth
West will lose their present privileged poeition
the army, They supply at present mene than My o
the recruits to the Tndun atmy, bt ueder the Cope-
ress scheme or Tado, their gqueta walt { -
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.questions affecting the minorities, but their voice
will be suppressed on the plea that communal con-
siderations cannot be given to questions affecting
India as a whole. A few instances are mentioned :-

Take Foreign Affairs first. Independence
based on an appeal to nationalism has the tendency
to transgress its proper limits and encroach upon the
rights of neighbours. No modern State can be free
from this charge if it is strong enough to risk
interference in the affairs of others. England and
France, have so far been the best examples of Demo-
cratic States. But their progress and prosperity
were directly the result of their expansion
beyond their own tcrritorial limits and of their
exploitation of colonies and dependencies.In their
foreign affairs, these Srates have always been guided
by their own narrow Imperial interests. England’s
conquest of India, and Africa may be indefensible -
from our point of view or even on moral grounds,
but the Englishman will always find arguments to
defend British Imperialism. Weak States are always
endangered when a strong and powerful State
comes into being in the neighbourhood. The rise
of England and Frace was responsible for the
destruction of the liberties of a number of States in
Asia and’ Africa. The rise of Russia in the 18th
century was followed by its gradual absorption of
the Muslim States of Central Asia and the states
on its Western border. In league with Germany
and. Austria,Russia was responsible for the
dismemberment of the historic kingdom of Poland.

In face of these plain historical facts there can
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be no doubt that the rise of Indiz ac< ar au,re&
national State will bring it into conflict with :1.
weak neighbours. An admirer of com:rc. tdeatogs,
a Hindu Professor of Lahore. once asserted i

I samy

political articles contributed by him ro the (. anl
M.G.” and the "Tribune”, Lahore, that tm real
boundaries of Hindustan lay hevond  modern
Afghanistan which was a part of Indi2 and thar o
this country had been conquered by the Br:‘ri.a?z. 11

would have secured the Indian froncvicr onee tor il
from the danger of immediate invadon, \Who cm
doubt if Congress were toassume full phed
power in an ndependent Indisv ot the toruae
how many more such professors will pee ther pen
to justity Indta's expansion bevand  her present
{fronticis ?

Besides  expansion.  twa  other o
questions  which tollow trom the esnidd
a modern national State are, colanarion ai
sston of roresn markets The Broiosh, o f
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tendencies. Russia possessed immense resources in
European territories, which are sufficient- to feed
double its present population, and yet this could
not prevent the Russians from expanding eastwards
and taking possession of Siberia and Turkistan.

India’s population is rapidly increasing ; in
some provinces it has reached the stage of conges-
tion. Inter-migration from one province to another
is already proving a source of trouble. Bengal is a
congested area and the people want to migrate to
parts of Assam which are still sparsely populated.
The first act that the Congress ministry did in
Assam on its assumption of power was-to impose
restrictions upon Muslim settlers from Bengal and
from Sylhet and Goalpara Districts of Assam in
order to stbp their migration into the intericr,

The Muslim areas in the North-West are at
present sparsely populated. There is further scope
for the development of cultivation in Kashmir,
parts of the Punjab and Sind, but the Hindu areas
immediately adjoining are not in a position to pro-
vide enough food for their present population, The
U.P., with an area smaller than that of the Punjab,
has double its population, while Rajputana can
never be developed to provide for its surplus popu-
lation in view of the barrenness of its soil and the
scarcity of water. Both these areas are a danger to
the solidarity of the Muslim population in the
Punjab and Sind. Even now large numbers of people
are found in almost every town of the- Punjab who
have migrated from U.P. and adopted shoe-making,
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menial service or factory work as their profession,
Recently. there has been a tendency among Hindu
factory owners, to recruit labour from the U.P and
thereby increase the Hindu element among the
workers.

In a scheme of united India under Congress
hegemony. inter-provincial migration will be a
central subject and so the Muslims will have no
voice to prevent Hindu immigrants from the U.DP.
or Rajputana from setling in their midst or acquiring
Jands in uninhabited parts. This question may not
assume importance now when all attention is turned
on the question of independence, but it will one
day claim priority over all other questinns pending
for solution between Hindus and Muslims.

How important the question of immigration
to a country is. can be judged from the strained
relations thar arose recently between India and
Cevlon, and India and Burma on chis potnt. The
Ceylon and Burma Governments wanted to impnse
restrictions upon all future immigration. The Indiun
labourer had come into competition with the aarnvee
of the sotl in Burma and Cevlon, Tt was feated bv
the Burmese and Cevlonese rthat if Indiun seerlers
continued to enter their countrics unchecked, thev
would supplant the natives one day and present
new and complicated problems for solution.

The Indian labour has in the past flooded the
markets in many other councries. The 3
Peninsula, Bricish Ease Africa, Soath Atriera
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of Indian settlers. The Malay Peninsula was ori-
ginally a Muslim country. with a Muslim preponde-
rance of over 909% in populatioin but since the free
immigration of the Hindu labourer from Southern
- India and the Chinese settler, the country has been
converted into a non-Muslim area where the
proportion of Muslims has been reduced to one-
third. A similar fate will befall the Muslim islands
of Mauritius and Zanzibar if the flow of Indian
labour is not checked in time.

India has in its neighbourhood wvast areas
inhabited by Muslims, In the north-west, lies the
belt of Muslim States comprising Afghanistan, Iran,
Irag, Turkey and Saudi Arabia. North of India
beyond Kashmir lies Chinese Turkistan, which is
purely a Muslim country. In the south-east, lie
the Malay Peninsula and the islands of Malay
Archipelago. Sumatra and Borneo, are two large
islands with a combined area‘ thtee times bigger
than the Punjab and a total population of less than
one-third of the Punjab. These islands may furnish
a good homeland to the Indian settler,

Away to the west of India, beyond the Indian
Ocean lies Africa. Here originally thc Arab
“dominated trade and commerce, but now, besides
the European. the Indian has come to compete with
him and has practically ousted him from the
benefits of trade. Indian colonies have been set
up all along the coast and it is quite possible to
believe that these colonial settlements will provide
. grounds for conflict with the interests of the natives
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in these parts, once India is strong enough to
pursue a policy of colonisation abroad. Now all
these gquestions, whether concerning foreign
relations with Muslim countries or concerning
emigration of Indians to the Muslim islands of East
Indies or Muslim parts of Africa, will bring into
conflict the interests of Hindus and Muslims in the
Central Legislature, but as the latter will be ina
minority, their voice will be legally ineffective and
hence be suppressed.

There is another danger to which the Muslims
will be exposed if the Foreign Policy is controlled
by a Central Government dominated by Hindus.
If China and Soviet Russia survive the present
war and they continue to exercise their sovereignty
over their respective territories, it is possible that
a Free India may enter into alliance with these two
countries for a very selfish object. Al these
countries reckon among their inhabitants millions
of Muslims who occupy compact areas. In Soviet
Russia, Muslims form an overwhelming majority
of the population in Turkistan and Aczerhigun
while 1 China Proper. the Mushms {form o
majority n somc western Provinees which can
together be united to form asingle State. Whrh the
awakening of political conscrousness among the
Turko-Tartars of Central Asia and Chinese Mush
of Western China, it 1s quite reasonable to expert
a demand for self-determination among theny.

When such a state of affairs arives, it wall be

I3 22l

inn the meerest of the Goavernments of Indiy, China
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and Soviet Russia to offera united {ront on the
minority question and to use all their resources to
suppress Mushim demand for independence in any
of the parts of their big empires. In fact, the
Indian Government of the future will offer the
strongest opposition to the demand of the Mus-
lims of Centrel Asia for full independence and
will never agree to sce a strong and powerful
Muslim State of 20 millions of people, as it will
constiture In it opinion a permancnt menace to
the future of India.

Undoubtedly, the creation of a new Muslim
Statc comprising Russian and Chinese parts of
Turkistan will strengthen the block of Muslim
States in the west of India, as together they will
command allegiance of 80 millions of Muslims in-
cluding the three most virile and warlike races
of Islam. the Turks, the Afghans and the Arabs.
If to this block is added the Muslim State of Pakis-
tan, in the North-west of India with its Muslim
population of 30 millions. it will magnify the Hindu
fear into a permanent nightmare and probably this
may be one of the reasons why the Hindu is oppos-
ed to the idea of Pakistan.

But it would be equally suicidal for an Indian
Muslim if, for the sake of appeasing the Hindu and
creating a united India where Hindus will be in
permanent possession of supreme power, he should
not merely forego his right of self-determination
for 60 millions of Muslims who live in two distinct
regions of India, but should also agree, whether

»

"
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willingly or under coercion. to sece the Indian
Government of the future united with China and
Russia in suppresing the claims of Muslim minc-
rities in their empires for independence,

The Muslim block of the States of Afghanis-
tan, Iran, Iraq. and Turkey will lose all its political
importance if it is deprived of the additional
strength that it may gain from the creation of the
Muslim States of Turkistan, Western China and
Pakistan. The very existence of the present Mus-
lim States will be threatened if the three Imperial
Governments of the future, India, China and Russia,
unite in the pursuit of a common policy towards
their Muslim subjects and the neighbouring Muslim
States. Circumstances may cven arisc which may
force India and Russia to dismember these Mushm
States and divide them between themselves o
such a atate of affairs, India mav claim Afghanisaan,
while Turkey, Irag and Iran may be consideted
Russian spheres of influence.

It may be considered utopian on my patct o
Iay emphasis upon fears which do not exist at pre-
sent.  The Congress nationalises may try to dnpel
such fears by cheir high political merals which they
claim to have introduced in Indw's public life
Mahatma Gandhi's example may be quored as that
of a patriotic Indian who has no political ambition
hevond the attainment of mdependence, amd who
will never resort to foree to sceure decisions tn s

favour.
I do no believe thar there 15 anv ochse
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who has done more to undetmine Muslim solidarity
in India or to advance Hindu interests than Mahat-
ma Gandhi. Bur granted for the sake of argument,
that Congress nationalism under his leadership is
the most ideal in torm. what guarantee is there that
it will continue to remain so in future?

The national movement in every country at
the start bases its appeal upon the justice of its
cause and finds among its leaders a host of selfless
workers. Modern Italv, when in the making in the
19th century. appearcd to be the most harmless
Starte which aimed at nothing but the unification
of the Italian peoples. Tts first real founder,
Mazzint  was like Mahatma Gandhi an idealist,
who built the claims of Italian nationalism on high
moral grounds. He stirred the whole world by the
graphic picture that he drew in his speeches and
writings of the ills of his country. England and
France openly supported the movement for unity
and independence in Italy. But to our bitter ex-
perience. this very country, which was expected to
exert a healthy influence in the struggle for rivalry
among the European States, assumed the role of
an aggreassor towards its weak neighbours. None
but a blind follower of the cult of nationalism can
justify Italy’s invasious of Albania and Abyssinia.

The Congress nationalistss connot claim
higher virtues than the first leaders of Modern
Italy. The modern Italian leaders are seeking ex-
pansion and colonisation at the expense of others;
they seek excuses in the growth of Italy’s population
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and the smallness of its cultivable lands, They
pretend to be guided by the best interests of the
Italian people in their dealings with others. Wil
not the Congress nationalists of the future adopta
similar policy ?

I said at the start that the Congress Rightists
aim at the establishment of the Capitalist democracy
of the Western type in India. They look to
Great Britain and its dominions for a model. The
British democracv is in their opinion ideal in form.
Private enterprise or individualism in trade has
been the main characteristic of British public life
Wealth has concentrated into the hands of the
upper classes, while the lower classes earn their
living as wage-earnets in factorics.

The Congress wants to follow the British tn
industrialise the country. Big Hindu {inanciers
and millowners are patronised by it. Recently
B. Rajendra Prashad presided at the opening core-
money of a ship building yard, constructed by 2
Hindu millionatre. This shows the Congress treml,
Industry will be encouraged. not as a state activity,
but as a private enterprise.  The Congress Govern-
ment will chalk out plans {or the imdustrialisarion
of various parts of the country, but all capital will
be provided by privare enterprise and mutianve
and control will be left m private handx,

The natural effect of this palicy will be r%:;::t
all industries will pass into non-Muslin hands whe

passess wealth and che means to utilise 1 WS SYRRFTHE
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who are already economically in a backward condi-
tion, will sink still lower in comparison with
Hindus under a scheme of private enterprise in
industry. They will in fact merge into the lowest
order of society to be exploited permanently by
their Hindu masters.

Thus independence as visualised by the Con-
gress Rightists.will not change for the better the
fatc of the minorities and the masses in general.
The Hindu intellectuals, comprising doctors, law-
vers, traders, bankers and money-lenders, will
be returned to power and these will com-
. bine to exploit other classes. Through their wealth,
influence, and propaganda, they will be able to win
support from minorities for legislative measures de-
signed to ameliorate the lot of their own order.
Economic equality of the masses will be out of the
question where wealth is allowed to concentrate in
the hands of one class of people, and where the
right to exercise the vote is exploited by the upper
classes. Social equality is unthinkable in a society
based on caste system and still exercising restraint in
its intercourse with others. Such an independence,
which implies a mere change of masters and at the
same time strengthens the position of the very
community which by its past attitude has encourag-

ed economic and social inequality, will never appeal
* to a Muslim whobelieves in the equality of man not
only in the right to vote butalso in the right to meet
as equal and to share as equal in the economic re-
sources of the country._
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At present the Muslims in towns have been
ousted from their due share in tiade by the supetior
organisation of the Hindus while the Muslim cult:-
vator is heavily indebted to the Hirdu monevlender.
A repudlatlon of all debts, encouragement of trade
by Muslims in predominent Muslim areas, d Mnbu-
tion of cultivable lands 1ccoxdmg to the require-
ments of farmers, prohibition of interest as a source
of profit and encouragement of industrics under
State control—such items can form a possible pro-
gramme to win over the Muslim masses.

But the Congress Rightists do not believe in
social and economic equality between a Hindu and
a Harijan or a Hindu and a Muaslim. They are
fighting for a political issue. Their immedinte
object is independence. as in this way alone they
can exercise their influence on the individual's right
to vote.

Social inequality does not bother themy much.
as the depressed classes cannot afford ro break with
Hindus Moreover in this case there 1s anly a ques-
tion of readjusrment of social relivons berween
members of the same society.

Economic inequality also dovs not star them,
The Hindus still possess wealth and intheence i
India outr ot propottion to therr population stre mr’z
If they rase thiy psue now, a0 wall ondy e e
Mushms who will pune Hence they are evadns

+

this question. They want 1o wrest politaesd poses

‘

at the Centre to preserve what they vodl Tndos
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integrity, unity and indivisibility.  But if this poli-
tical power is to be shared by the Congress with the
Muslim League on terms of equality as representa-
tives of rwo separate nations, they will rather give
up their demand for complete independence than
agree to the separation of one fourth of India under
the scheme of Pakistan.

The real reason why Hindus are so much
opposed to Pakistan is that it strikes at the root of
their vested interests,, and shatters to pieces all their
dreams of exploiting the entire sub-continent of
India Their emphasis on India’s unity, indivisibility
is a political stunt to stitle the national conscious-
ness of Muslims for their full share in the
political and economic field.

The rejection of Cripps’ proposals by the
Congress gives a clear indication of the Hindu
mentality. The proposals gave a vague hope to the
Muslims that their majority provinces might claim
separation from the Indian Union if a plebiscite
resulted in their favour. This was enough to exas-
perate Mr. Gandhi who could not bear that even a
faint hope ot separation should be held out to Mus-
lims His subsequent activities culminating in the
threat of mass civil disobedience were solely directed
to coerce the British Government to undo the harm
it had done by the insertion of the separation clause
in Cripps’ proposals. The ‘Quit India’ compaign
was primarily meant to wrest all powerat the centre
so that the Muslims may not be in a position later
on to force the issue of separation. There are
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strong reasons to believe that the Congress would
have given the Cripps’ proposals a fair trial. but for
the separation clause, If the Congress had been
sincere in its attitude towards Muslims and wanted
to share political power with Muslim Lecaguc on an
agreed basis, nothing could have prevented it from
coming to terms with the Leaguc and presenting a
united front. Its uttcr disregard of the claim of
Muslim Leaguc to speak on behalf of Muslims and its
insistence on settlement on the basis of one nation
theory gave a clear proof that it has no scope for
the assertion of political rights by 90 millions of
Muslims in a scheme of independence visualised

by it



5. Confederation is Impossible

There i1s general consent in all quarters in
India on the need of a territorial redistribution
of Provinces. The Congress favours the scheme
on a linguistic basis, the League on a religious and
cultural basis. In practice there is not much
difference between the Congress and League schemes
of redistribution except in regard to the Punjab
and Bengal.

So far as these two Provinces are concerned,
Muslims agree that a teriitorial readjustment is
necessary to raise their present proportion of
percentage in population, but they want to leave
the final decision to the plebiscite of the Muslims
living in these Provinces, They are not prepared
to accept territorial changes which may affect
adversely the cconomic and strategic position of
the Muslim Zones in the north-west and north-
east of India adn also reduce substantially the present
area and population of these Provinces.

One section among Muslims stands for the
preservation of the present limits of the Punjab
and Bengal as in this way alone the economic
interests of ,these provinces can better be safe-
guarded. This section in fact supports the
principle of territorial nationalism based upon an
““appeal to the common interests of Muslims and
other minorities living ih two distinct parts of
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India. It foresees a future when two Federations,
the one composed of the Punjab and the four
contiguous units of Kashmir, N.W.F. Province.
Sind and Baluchistan and the other consisting of
Bengal and Assam will function as independent
States. The other Muslim scction and by far the
mostinfluential one desires the separation of Ambala
Division from the Punjab. and some districts from
Western Bengal to make the remaining parts more
campact and homogencous. In case of Bengal, i
further recommends the inclusion of some  districts
of Assam which are predominantly Muslim.  This
is considered to be the only means of giving effective
working majorities to Muslims in their Provineial
Legislatures and of minimising the chances of
communal conflict. The All-India Mushim League
more truly represents the opinion of this section
and sticks to its Lahore Resolution, popularly
known as ‘the Pakistan Scheme’s laving down “tha
geographically  contiguous  units are  demarcated
" into regions which should be so constituted with
such tervitorial adjustments as may be necessary”
According to the Lrague conception, “the ateas
in which Muslims are numerically in o mapite
asin the North-\Weseern and Fastern Zones should
be grouped to constitute “Independenr States”
i which the consticuent units shall be autanomon
and sovercipn,”  Teas here that acute ditferenve
have atteen between the Congrese and the Ledrae
The Hindus may Le witling o aceepr a rc; o

fterortarios tor constderations of adm

experience, coonomic wdvantage, raw m!, f:!.um:f

g«?rcwﬁ



CONFEDERATION IS IMPOSSIBLE 49

or geographical homageniety or community of
customs and habits as has been pointed out by a
Hindu Unionist Minister of the Punjab but their
political conceptions do not reconcile them to the
idea of complete separation and independence on
this basis. The principle of self-determination which
is claimed to be the birthright of the people of India
is denied when the same is demanded by Muslims
in their majority Frovinces.

Between the two extremes of complete
separation for predominant Muslim zones and their
subordination under a scheme of Federation, no
compromise is possible. Some, howerer, suggest a
Confederation of Autonomous zones or Provinces,
voluntarily agreed upon by the participating units
on a basis of equality of status. Let us analyse
this compromise plan. A federal government at
the centre responsible to an elecled legislature has
been unequivocally rejected by the Muslim League
and even the saner elements among non-party
Hmdus have begun to see the force of Muslim

view-point.

Federation always presupposes on  the
part of federating units a desire for union and not
unity and where some units lack the will to unite
nothing but coercion can secure their attachment
even for the time being. A superimposed federal
constitution will never meet with success and will
sooner or later come into serious conflict with its
constituent parts.  Hence the only alternative to
avoid the disastrous effects of a scheme of enforced
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federation is complete independence of the dis
contented unit. There is no other scheme which may
dispel the latter’s genuine fears and gain its willing
consent even for coordination in certain activities
of common interest when its intcrests are fund-
amentally at variance with the Federating Centre.

Political experience has so far presented no
solution for a problem of the magnitude which India
is facing. In U. S. A. and Switzerland, the only real
examples of Federation, the experiment was tried
among homogenecous peoples allied by religion,
culture and history, and cven in their casc. the
process could not be completed without facing in-
superable difficultics. There -were civil wars in
both countries. In U, S. A, the Southern States
would not have agreed to Union, had they not been
conquered by the North while in Switzerland, the
seven Catholic cantons persisted in their independe-
nce till thevy were defeated and forcibly united
Such a possibility  of civil war may arise in
India if the issuc of separation versus Federation
remains  undecided, but the results will he i
astrous for both sides and will Tead to permanene
enslavement ot the people The majority
community cannot claim  {rom the exaraples o
U. S. AL and Switzerland that it has a rnighe toeneree
minoritics,  Frestly because their analogy dovs o
apply to India in view of the complexity of -
problems:  In U. S AL the Federaliens ditfored o
the Southern people simply on the gquesnion o
slavery wheel was the main conwe ot the Cper Waz
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and were uuited otherwise by a common outlook
on life. They had no religious, cultural, linguistic’
or historical differencss which could divide them
permanently.  Secondly, the majority cannot be
sure of victory against the minority in a physical
conflict. The Muslim minority is still strong enough
to defend itself provided there is no splitin its
ranks and help may also be available to it from un-
expected quarters, This again lecads to the only
course open to the majority that it should recognise
the claims of the minority for sclf-dete rmination.

Confederation as an alternative plan has
been tried in the past to unitec two or more
states with common interest. The Mahratta Con-
federacy in India and the German Confederation
prior to 1871, were examples of this. In a Confe-
deration, the right of the confederates to maintain
separate armies and to have supreme control over
their own internal affairs is always recognised A
Confederation presupposes independent units first
and then in their own interest they are forced to
unite with others, equal in status with them.

A nearer approach to a true Confederotion
was made in the Dual Monarchy in 1867. Austria
and Hungary both were united under the House
of Hapshburg for .defence and foreign affairs and
finance. The ministers were responsible to two
separate committees, one for Austria and the other
for Hungary, each composed of 60 members, elected
annually by their respectlve ‘legislatures. There
were besides economic committees representing the
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two countries. in equal strength which regulated
their commercial relations, customs and tariffs.

The real motive force which underlay this
dual system was a league between the two strongest
races, the Germans and Magyars who divided the
Monarchy between them and by the grant of
Provincial Autonomy to the two next strongest
races, the Poles and the Croats made them their
accomplices in holding down the 1emaining cight.
It was probably in the light of this old system that
the Croats and Serbs of Yugoslavia recently entesed
into a compromise and divided the country between
themselves on the basis of two separate nations
united at will for defence and other common
interests,

Proposals more or less of a similar nature bave
been made in India by Sir Sikander Havar Khan,
the Punjab Premier and Mr. C. R, Reddy, the Vive-

_ Chancellor of Andhra University.  The Punnib
Premier in reply to a question in the Aswe mbly to
clarifyv his postcdon in regard to Pakistan scheme
admirted that he was responsible for the oo
diaft of the Labore resolution pn;mhdv tormed s
the Pakistan resolution bat he dud not agree with
the  amended form  which  demanded  conuplhoee
separation  tor Mushim Zoness He o cunested 2
Zonal scheme which should retlecr Handw aod

it
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agent of the various units which should have the
right to secession if their interests were not properly
safeguarded by it. Customs, railways. defence, cur-
rency and foreign affairs were to be the special
spheres to which the activities of the Centre should
be confined, but the various units were to have
powers to supervise and control these activities.
The object of his scheme is to protect the units
against encroachments from a domineering Centre
and thereby add to the solidarity and strength of
India as a whole.

This scheme does not meet the Muslim
viewpoint and is ambiguous as to the proper role
of the Centre. If the Centre is merely to exercise
the agency functions of the autonomous units, it
should better be left to the discretion of the latter
what matters of common interest they want to
assign to it. Such a Centre cannot be entrusted
with important problems like defence, foreign
affairs and railways. It is just like asking Germany
and Italy to have a coordination Committee for the
protection of their common interests, The very
fact that the Centre should not domineer over the
units but be subject to their control obviates the
necessity of having any Centre at all.

Mr, C. R. Reddy’s scheme advocated a Central
Government formed on the principle of a Con-
federation as an alternative to Pakistan Scheme.
His diagnosis of the real situation “that Muslims
require a strong enough representation in the
Central Government and sufficient power for safe-
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guarding their cultural interests without depending
on the grace of others or constitutional arrange-
ments” is undoubtedly true but the remedy he
suggests cannot restore Muslim confidence. He re-
commends a Central Cabinet of 11 or 12 members,
each member being a nominee of a Provincial
Government and he fixes the Muslim strength in
proportion to the number of their Provinces. Thus
according to his scheme, there will be 5 Muslims, &
Hindus and one Sikh Minister and the premiership
will be held by rotation by the three important
communities. The scheme fails to recognise that
Confederation has no stronger claims for acceptance
than Federation where the will to unite is lacking.

Muslims will not accept any constitution which
is imposed upon them against their will. The od-
vantages of a strong or weak Centre do not appeal
to them. The areas in which they form a numer:
cal majority are well marked regions and have ne
thing to gain by their Confederation with the
Hindu Centre, ., The problem of defence &
the only important question that marters  them
but here ton the people of these regions
are strong enough to  defend their forntwr
In case of Pakistan wirh its resources in men ol
matenial  twice as great as those of Afghantstan,
the problem of defence does not present an manper-
able difficuley.  In fact with a2 murual pact of npons
aggression with Afghanistan small armies will be
required to defend the frontier on either nide bee
eween Pablistan and Afghanictan, Income from as
roms, income-tay, sale, rathwave cutrenyvy and ming
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which at present  form sources of the Central
Revenue will be quite sufficient to meet the defence
expenditure of Pakistan.



6 Pakistan Is The Only

Solution.

Modern Nationalism has both been a unifving
and disruptive force in the world. In some count-
ries. it has helped to preserve or even expand their
existing frontiers on the principle of ane nation in
one state while in others it has led to a desite for
separation on the part of important minority prop:
les who could be converted into majorities by a
readjustment of geographical frontiers, Asa um’-
fying force, nationalism was responsible f{ar the
creation of a united Germany and an awakened
Italy in Europe in the I9ch century.  As a disrup-
tive force, it encouraged the dismemberment of the
former Austro-Hungarian, Turkish oand  Russin
Empires_into a number of vew and independent
states.  The British Empive in India belongs to the
second  group of counttles where nattonafem has
failed to unire the two major communities and &
hastening the process of distntegoation, The an b
and the dMusiims are i full sdeeement in therr
desire for the hberation of the sulbeg nmi'u!u i
Iradia from the forcipn voke Par thes are tnepied
with ditectiv opposite motive fog ehi end
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ponderance in population. They support a parlia-
mentary form of government after the British model
as this is the only way in which they can effectively
control the predominant Muslim parts of Indiaon

the basis of a party system of government which
in the West presupposes the existence of a homo-
geneous nation. Theéy consider their community
entitled to frame or amend the future constitution
without the approval of Muslims who as a minority
have no special rights to preserve except those con-
cerning religion, language or culture. The Indian
Muslims who form one-fourth of the total popula-
tion and number 90 millions are in their opinion
comparable to minorities in European countries or
even to Jews who are scattered all over the world.

The strongest political organisation of the
Hindus is the Indian National Congress which
as its very name indicates claims to represent
the interests of India as a whole but which in
practice is the mouthpiece of an aggressive form
of Hindu nationalism which cloaks its real inten-
tions, - behind ambiguous terms and slogans. The
Congress insists on unity, democracy and pationality
as its guiding principles, but the Muslim League
objects to these on the grounds that India’s present
political unity is a British creation and never existed
in the past, that democracy is foreign to the con-
ception of Hindu society which is based on caste
system and nationality does not exist in practice as-
the essential links in the form of religion, race, lan-
guage, culture and history are lacking in India,
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Mahatma Gandhi is the virtual dictator of
the Congress and commands blind obedience of
millions of Hindus though he is not even its four anna
member. The ordinary Hindu not merely looks
upon him as a great political leader, but a divine.
an incarnation of God, who has assumed the human
form as Rama and Krishna did in the past o
regenerate Hindu society, to revive its ancient
culture and civilization and to restore it to its past
greatness. Mr .Gandhi's political programme in-
cludes the consolidation of Hindu society by
winning over the depressed classes and exploiting
their voting strength.  His social ,progfr:xmmc cotits
prises the encouragemont of Hindi language and
script, the promotion of Wardha scheme of educa-
tion, and the propasation of Gandhiwn philosophy
and principles of Hindu life such as non-violence,
use of hand-spun cloth and hunger-strike. Aldi
these activities from  the Muslim poine of viow amre
intended to destroy theiv national conscionspess
and pride. In proportion as the Congress b
gathered its strength among the Hindus, to the
same extent it has lost itsanfluence on Muasline
who hive ralhed o the Muoshim Leagus o the
standord-boarer of ther political viehe i Todra,

The Leacue stamds G the p
dererminauon o decide the futare of
Indan Mushims, Tt does not aceept tm (o
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and compact arcas on the {rontiers. The north
western region  watered by the Indus and its
tributarics and comprising the Punjab, NNW.F.P,,
Sind. Kashmir and Baluchistan is a distinct part of
India with its own railway and drainage systems,
natural fronticis  The Muslims here number 75
percent in a total populavion  of 40 millions, and
arc physically  the strongest  clement in India's
population.  Tn2y  have distinet  historic  and
military traditions of their own and have always
held a position of pride and power under the
Muslim Kings of the past. Even now they account
for more than half the present strength of the
Indian armyv. If there is any part of India which
can defend its independence against foreign aggres-
sion, ¥t is this region which for the sake of
convenicnce is called Pakistan in popular language.
The word Pakistan in Urdu is derived from the
initial letters of the Punjab, Afghan Province
( N\W.F.P.). Kashmir, and Sind and the last three
letters ‘tan” from Baluchistan. In the broader sense
the word is applied to denote a scheme of partition
which will lead to the formation of independent
Muslim states in India on the principle of self-
determination.

The economic interests of the North-western
region also demand its political separation. Itis
essentially the home of an agricultural population
which depends for its prosperity upon the sale of
its surplus land “produce Unless there isa scheme
of industrialisation which may take years to come
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into force, a policy of Free Trade to find readv
‘markets for raw materials in exchange for testile
gmd machinery will be the most desirable in :h
interest of the vast majority of its people. But in
a scheme of united India. there is every danger thar
the Hindu industrialists and mill-owners of Bombay
and elsewhere will exert through the Central
Government to enforce a policy of protection to
shut out foreign goods from entering inte competi-
tion with the products of their factories. This wil
Ieave the rural population at the merey of Hindu
India and deprive it of .the right to exchange its
products direct with Europe on the basis of Free
Trade. It will have to accept reduced prices for sts
land products as foreign markets will be closed o
them and will be forced to scll them ar a Aoss
Indian markets where similar raw materials will b
available in sufficient quantitics. Thus economicai-
Iy Pakistan will be a loser if itis placed under the
authority of a Central” Government am! her iate
will be worse than that of Southern and Weseern
Australia and Tasmania which have gained nething
by their participation in the Comwmonwenlth o
Australia,
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Apart from the predaminant Mudim o
in the North \West of India popularly cadled §
ran there is another distinet Musjim aten i
Norch East, comprising parts of Asoam, rhe v h
of Eastern Bengtal and sotoe districss o W
Benual.  This regton will correspond me

e what  was formerly called  rh
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Province of Eastern Bengal and Assam. The
establishment of an independent Muslim Staté in
this region will result in the concentration of 30
millions of Muslimsas a majority of 70p.c, in popula-
tion. Eastern Bengal is already divided into three
administrative divisions and preserves its identity
as the homeland of Muslim Bengalese. Assam joins
common frontiers with it on the eastern side and
is mostly inhabited by the Hindu and Muslim
Bengalese in equal proportion. The original inha-
bitants of Assam form a minority of less than one
third. The separation of Sylhet and Goalpara
districts of Assam which are predominantly Muslim
will give the native Assamese an effective and real
voice in the administration of the remaining area.
The Hindu minority in this Muslim State will not
exceed 30p.c. in a total population of 40 millions.
The question of race and language will not be dis-
turbing factors here as Muslim and Hindu Benga-
lese are both allied in this respect while the special
interests of the Hindu minotity will be protected in
the constitution.

It will thus be evident that there is no other
alternative to reconcile the fundamental differences
in the political outlook of the two major communi-
ties than to assign them separate homelands in their
respective predominant areas. The Pakistan
scheme does not involve any large scale transfer of
population nor it substantially disturbs the present
administrative units of India. The three Muslim
Provinces of the Punjab, Sind and N.W.F.P. with
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Baluchistan, Kashmir and other native states will ko
amalgamated to form a Federal Government. the
federating parts retaining full local autoneme
Similarly Eastern Bengal will be united with parts
of Assam and Western Bcnga! to form a compact
area. The Hindus will be secure in the cn;mm«:n:
of their political and economic rights in the rest of
India which will comprise the present Provinces of
Bombay. Madras, United Provinces. Cential Pro-
vinces, Bthar and Orissa as well as Waestern Bengal
and the native states. Hvderabad alone of all the
Indian states, will be entitled to independent politicsl
existence in view of its treaty rights as an ally of
the British Government,

¥

The question of minaorities that will s
remain unaffected by the adoption of Pakictan
scheme will be determined on a reciprocal basis
In the proposed Muslim  states with a eord
population of 80 MNillions, non-Mushim mmonite:
will number 20 millions while in Hindu India the
Muslims will form 25 millions out of a totad
population of 260 mllions. Satepuards for the
protection of religion, language and  cultare will B
provided for these mnoritics while wpecial e
presentation in services, local hodies and fegedaure
will be secured to them on the existing bawe o en
a new agrecd plan. The present oomnflice bernecs
Congress  and  League  which oy straned the
relations of the two communition wil] comne £
end, and all poalitical ditterenees el %u"

4
L arrte adere 0

reconciled, The twa poaples will <otd



PAKISTAN IS THE ONLY SOLUTION "63

a life of peace and prosperity, absorbed in the
pursuit of their own activities in their respective
national states.

The Muslim states from their very strategic
position on the two important land frontiers of
India will protect Hindu India from all danger of
external aggression. The North-west Frontier of
India will lose much of its present political im-
portance, The frontier tribes which have been
disturbing peace in the settled districts of N.W.F.P.
from time to time will be entirely won over by an
appeal to their religious sentiment by the new
government in Pakistan, predominantly Muslim in
character. The tribesmen who have in the past
resorted to acts of brigandage and murder, not so
much from personal grudge or political motives as
from sheer necessity of their self-preservation will
be attracted to a life of peaceful cultivation in
selected parts to be reserved for their settlement.
Afghanistan will be relieved of all fear of aggression
from the Forward Pohcy of the British Government
in'India and will in her own interest be forced to
enter into a permanent treaty of alliance with the
Pakistan Government. In fact with Soviet Russia
holding a Tpistol at Afghanistan’s head in the
north, the latter. can never be in a position to
constitute any real danger for India. In the new
changed conditions, the security of India along
with that of the Muslim states of Afghanistan, Iran
and Turkey, if ever is threatened by land in future
will only be menaced by an invasion from Soviet,



64 PAKISTAN

Russia which may cmerge stronger from this war
and seck expansion soathwards.

The British Government has so far failed *a
appreciate the Muslim point of view. While s
admits that the Muslims are entitled to assurances
for the development of their culture and institu-
tions in their own wayv, it still insists on
essential unity of India as the only way in i
opinion in which India can enjoy internal peace
and external security. It is open to reason how .
nation of 90 millions which is concentrared in twy
compact areas to the extent of two-thirds of i
strength, and Is, judged by any modern test. entitivd
to independent L\HtCnLL can be forced to accopt
a position of subjection for the sake of a united
India which will be dominated by a permanent
hostile Hindu communal majority. C\LfL}JI uf\ can
be offered to a minority scatrered over a wide zted
and not mustering strong mywhere to be able ©
form a separate government.  These can be offered
ty Muslim munoritics in the Hindu Provinces v ¢
Hindu and Sikh minorities in Mastim Proviness b
it spunds fantastic that a whole communny ma.si'
excecds in population cvery Lroat power of oodar
except Soviet Russia and US AL sheuld be foft A
the merey of a hostrle communiey “‘E.;m vears »otel
structure, ‘u:z,wd A8 1018 0N Casie ey, 3 fas
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in their outlook on life. The most important
unifying force in a modern state is the consciousness
of a common civilisation through religion, language
and history. There is hardly any state which does
not satisfy this factor. Wherever in the past any
conflict of interests has arisen in fundamentals,
separation has always been accepted to be the only
solution. In Ireland, the British maintained the
political unity of the island for centuries under
their rule but when the popular demand for
independence made its influence felt, the island
was divided into two separate .states merely on
grounds of differences in history and religion. The
Protestant Irish though a minority of 20 p.c.did not
agree to accept the unity of their common mother-
land. No safeguards were considered effective
enough to dissuade the Protestants from separation.
The Roman Catholic Irish were prepared to
guarantee them special privileges and rights and
simply wanted a union for the purposes of defence
but they could not win over the Protestants. A
similar experiment was tried by the French in Syria
in establishing separate republics for Muslim and
Christian Arabsin Syria and Lebanon respectively.
Although partition of a small country like Syria
was not justifiable on racial or linguistic grounds as
the Arabs are allied by race and language yet differ-
ences in religion alone were considered a sufficient
reason for the change, The same principle was at
work in Palestine which has so far been deprived of
.responsible government on account of religious
differences. The Jewish minority does not wish to
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live under the rule of Muslim Arabs, Thus
small peoples like the Protestant Irish in Iﬂivrv},
the Chr:ctmn Arabs in Syria and the Jewsin Palce
tine do not wish to lose their separate mh:u i
zdcntxtg. and are supported in their desire for sepa-
rate existence by two of the foremost Jdemerint
nations, there is no reason why Indiun Musghnes
should be forced to accept the position ot o
minority.

Here it will not be out of place to acquau:
the reader with the testimony of two competent
authorities on the. mmpl oxity of Indin's probiem,
The authors of the Joint Select Commitoe ou
Indian Constitutional Reform open the very tns
page of their Report (Vol. 1, Parc 1) tnn :h-: Pl -
ing words:-- “India is m!mlmed by many races utu 5
as distinct from one another in origin, rz.m;mm
manner of life as are the nations ot Europe. T
thirds of ite inhabitants profess in oone forsn o
another Hinduism as their relighon: and  the dirdes-
ence between the twa s not only one of yelictor
bat also of Tow and of coltare. Thew pay T <0
indeed to represent two distinct and separate cvne
carions Fndutsm i olsrmagished by ohe phen
menon of caste which i~ the basin o g ebiton

and ol sestomy, and except I vty neon e
freld, rematne unaffecrod by contaer s phade

phics of the West, The relizray ot Flom, oy

other hamd, s Based upon the conceprie o 0
;mhtx of man”
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Commission Vol. I (year 1930) which thus des-
cribes the problem.

“When British authority began to extend
over the Indian continent, it could, as a neutral,
set up and endeavour to apply a canon of tolerance,
Lut it could not alter the essential facts of Hindu-
Muslini difference. It would be an utter misappre-
hension to suppose that Hindu-Muslim antagonism
1s analogous to the separation between religious
denominations in contemporary Euiope. Differen-
ces of race, a different system of law and the
absence of inter-marriage, constitute a far more
effective barrier. It is a basic opposition manifest-
ing itself at every turn in social custom and econo-
mic competition, as well as in mutual religious
apathy,”

The Muslims fail to understand why the
British Government considers the political unity of
India essential for its security from external and
internal danger. Was it guided by a similar consi-
deration when it chose to separate Burma from
India or earlier agreed to maintain the separate
political existence of Nepal and Bhutan which
strictly speaking lie within the borders of India?
Even Ceylon with which Hindus claim their age-
long cultural association has been left intact to hold
direct relations with the British .Imperial Govern-
ment. Supposing India is divided into Muslim and
Hindu sovereign states, what new dangers will
threaten the security of the latter if. they all agree
to become member states of the British’, Comman-
wealth of Nations and enter into pacts of non-
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aggression with one another? The problem of
India’s Frontier is entirely a British necessits
There will be no longer the need of stativning o
huge army on the frontiers. if the poople |
Afghanistan and tiibal areas realise that a power
Muslim state has come into power which s prep:
ed to reconcile with them past differences tf a
By political and economic concessions. the tribes
can be perminently appeased while modern Afgha-
nistan will welcome the opportunity to {raterntss
with a new Muslim state which will be in fuoil
agreement with it in forming a common front
against a possible Russian invasion. The danger
from the sca can be met by the British navy, the
services of which will be required as long as the
new Indian states will not be in a position to have
their own naval forces,
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As for security from internal danger, this well
never be jeapardised as the establishment of ther
respective states will give the two major ¢ommumn:
¥
activitics and the development of their awn ecane-
mic resources.  There will be no more oocastom
of confhlicr in the political or cconomic fiehd yusr v
cuch conflizts have ceaced 1o povar o freland aster
the partition of the counrer, The mionte, o
Muclim and Hindu stiees waill b reconalst o
their lot and cease to distuds public lide aethes
interexes will he specially provected an reopro.
hasis,  The main catne of fetion betweon the o

communttios ar present bes oo ther desp o
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misgivings and fears, based upon past history that
if the British leave the country, one community
will attempt to dominate over the other. If these
suspicions and doubts are finally cleared by conced-
ing to their genuine political aspirations, a perma-
nenti basis for the security of India will be
established.

But in case the British Government bows
before the Congress threat of progressive civil dis-
obedience and imposes at its dictation political
unity through a Federal Government at the centre,
it will be sowing the seeds of eternal dissentions
and conflicts, Even if the Muslims do not see
their way to offer any resistance at present on the
Pakistan issue, they will be ready subsequently
when the war is over to assert their claims for
separation. A federal government imposed from
above and lacking the confidence of 90 millions of
its citizens cannot continue long in peace and stabi-
lity. No government however strong it may be,
can for ever thwart and withstand the united will
of a fourth part of its people especially when they
are concentrated on its frontiers in positions of
strategical importance. No body can imagine or
foresee the consequences of creating a united
Indian state where two hostile communities will be
permanently ranged against each other and will be
driven to opposite camps by conflicting interests. It
is quite possible that the Muslims will rise at the
first opportunity when the security of the country
is threatened from external danger to press their
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claims for separation. Those who do not sy m;“-
thise with the Muslim qspxratlonc now when the
Federal Government is not vet in force, cannot he
expected to win Muslim confidence after the union
has been enforced. The experiment will be disas.
trous in its effect’and at the same time unpreces
dented in the history of the world. There is no
other country where a virile and compact commu-
nity of 90 millions has ever been deprived of it

olmcal rights and reduced to the position of o
mmorlty.

The Muslim world is fast awakening and ths
Indian Muslims are an intggral part of it. Pan-
Islamism may be impossible of atrainment ag an
ideal to unite the Muslim countries under a com-
mon system of government but it is stitl alive 1o
inspire Muslims evervwhere to liberate the mse sJaes
from the domination of others, Indian Muslime
form onc fourth of the cutire Muslim population
of the world and cannot romain dsolated for fons
from forces ar work tn other Muslitn counrrice for
their  political ¢ n\mmp*mmx. They are s foct
expected 1 view of their numerical streneth and
political importance to give a fead to the e of the
Muslim Warld, The fate Sir Swved Amir Al
antterpated the caltural amd moral achevenents o
Indian Muashimes when he sud o The Spa
Istam’, "who shall cav thoe dhie Muocdine o
maiy not, um v othne atepioes of :: grear Barops
u}"’ ¥*r destined to resgare 1o Werrern fﬂ Pelent
tad A mamerhing of whar thetr foreerarhiers o
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to Europe in the Middle Ages.” Sir Mohammad
Igbal also visualised the future of Indian Muslims
in the historical presidential address read by him in
the All-India Muslim League Session at Allahbad
in 1930, when he defined their political goal in
these words, “Self-government within the British
Empire or without, the formation of a consolidated
North-West Indian Muslim State appears to me to
be the final destiny of the Muslims at least of
North-West India.” It was the divine will that
Mr. Jinnah should be chosen to give a concrete
form to the ideals and aspirations of two of the
most illustrious sons of Islam, and to lead the
Muslim nation on the onward march to its destined
goal, The movement for Pakistan under his able
guidance will not only finally bring about the poli-
tical emancipation of millious of Muslims in India,
China, and Russia where they are at present assign-
ed the role of minorities, but will also restore to
Islam its lost heritage of the Middle ages. The
issues that face the Indian Muslims are tremendous
and on their successful achievement depends the
fate of almost half the Muslim population of the
world which at present is denied the right to deter-
mine its own future,
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7 Political Ideals Before
A Muslim

The Muslim population in the world is vary
ingly estimated between 3350 and 430 millions
According to commonly accepted estimates. the
total population docs not exceed 00 millione<.
Continent-wise the Muslim population s distri-
buted as under (in millions) :

Asia 300; Africa 90; Europe 10; North
America 1/8; South America 1/3; Australia 1.5

In Asia Muslims form an overwhelming majo: z!
in Western Asia, Central Asia, Euer Indies mzx o
provinces cach in India and China. In Wear
Asia, the Mudim population i divided & z':x-
6 countries of Turkey, Syria, Iraq, Arabia, Tran an
Afghanistan and numbers 63 millions.  In (,*:* tr
Asin which includes Russtan :md Chinere Turki-ton,
the Mustim population is catimared  ar 20 el
In India and Ching, Mushe respecnively numb
109 mutbions and 30 mdbons, In Faer Indses win
includes the slands of  Java, Sumarea,  Hoones
Celebsae NMoluceas, Timor, eten the v g !
che people Aty Maslime, betng o3 mutloare i puedo?
out of a total population of T mllone In At
Moestuns form o omagorics an the poorbiein b
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Morocco. Algeria, Tunis, Tripoliand Egypt, and the
Negro countrics of Abyssinia, Nigeria, French
\Vest.crn Africa. Sudan and Somaliland. In Europe,
Mushms arc found mostly in south-eastern Russia,
in Jugoslavia, Bulgaria, Albania. European Turkey,
Rumania and Greece.

Racially and linguistically, the Muslim World
can be divided into 7 clear sub-divisions. There are
the Arabic-speaking people occupying a vast extent
of land stretching from the frontiers of Iran on the
East to the Atlantic Ocean on the West., This area
extends over 6 million square miles of land, with a
population of 65 millions of which 60 millions
speak the Arabic language. Irag, Saudi-Arabia,
Yemen, and Egypt are independent sovereign
states of thisiregion while Oman. Southern Arabia,
Syria. Tunis. Morocco and Trans-Jordan are pro-
tectorates enjoving internal independence under
the protection of Great Britain or France. Tripoli,
Algeria, Egvptian Sudan and Palestine are actually
governed by foreign powers.

The second sub-division extends from the
bounds of China proper in the East up to the
Western frontier of Turkey in Europe. This vast
region is the homeland of Turko-Tartar races. It
is here that Pan-Turanism gained numerous converts
on the collapse of old Turkish and Russian Empires.
The desire of the Turks in Asia Minor for a reunion
with their mother country in Central Asia had
received a great impetus under the young Turks
but the revival of a new Russia under Soviet regime
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has deale a deathblow to Turkish hepes and sw.
bitions. Except for Turkey which is an indepent
dent State, the rest of this region is mostly ande:
Soviet Russia and comptizes Turkistan and Tt

Caucasia, Western part of China known as CUhinese
Turkistan is also a part of Central Asia. The ¢
area of this region is 3 million squure miles wi
population of 45 millions of whom 10 millions ae

1

Muslims, mostly of tne Turke-Tartar stock,

3 s
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The third sub-division is the Iranian Plaey
which at present comprises the countries of [
and Afghanistan. Here Perstan language dominac:-
the cultural life of the people. The tatalaren 2
this region 1s a mullion square miles wirh o popte
lation of 30 millions grouped into 15 militon Iram
and 15 million Afghans.  Baluchistan 1s s1ou
spoaking a part of chis resion and has i the o
been a provinee of the Persian Kmipire.

The Arabs, the Turko-Tartar peaples, -
Persians and the Adtghany are the mosr vihe ra e
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Muslim states. The East Indies and the Negro Belt
of land extending right through the heart of Africa
from onc end of the continent to the other, are
undoubtedly Muslim regions, and in course of time
can aspire to the status of independent Muslim
countries. But their present political condition
under the domination of foreign powers does not
lend hopes of their gaining indcpendence in the
near future. The population of these regions is
65 millions for East Indies and 60 millions for Sudan.
The Malays and Negroes respectively inhabit these
regions, Java is the most prosperous island of
East Indies with a population of 50 millions. In
Negro-Sudan, the country of Nigeria which is a
British territory is the richest and most fertile part
with a ponulation of 20 millions. The Eastern part
of Sudan known as Abyssinia and Somaliland is
inhabited by a mixed race of Negroes and Arabs
called Ethiopians in Abyssinia, Gallas and Somalis
in the low lands.

It will be evident from the brief description
given above of what is known as the Muslim world
that it can be divided into 7 broad divisions which
are inhabited by 7 distinct races speaking 7 distinct
languages. Arabic, Persian, Turkish, Urdu, Chinese,
Malay and Negro dialects are in use in these
regions and except in case of Chinese and Urduy,
which are spoken by vast numbers of Non-Muslims
as well, all the other languages are predominantly
Muslim in their influence.

Let us here discuss in brief the political
divisions of the WMuslim world. There are at
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present 7 independent Muslim States. Turkey, Iran,
Afghanistan, Saudi Arabia. Imq Yemen, and st"r‘“
with a total population of 80 millions. Thus oab
1/5th of the world Muslim population cn;m«
perfect independence. The remaining 280 millien-
are mostly under the subjection of various Lumgwa::
nations. Before the present war Great Brinion
ruled over 100 millions. Helland over
millions, France over 35 millions. Soviet Russm
over 25 millions,  Tealsy  over 10 millione
Spain and Portugac  over another 3 mitlians
In addition to the 230 millions of Muslims under
European domination, 30 millions form parr of the
Chinese Empire. The Muslims in Dusch Fae
Indics have now come under Japanese rule.

If sclf-determination is applied to the Anshim
world. the British Empire will alone give birth toa
number  of independent  Muslim States The
Pakistan states 1n India. Palesrine and Malsy
Peninsula in Asia, Egvptian Sudan, Somalibind onld
CNigeria m Africa. Smnilarly France will bhave
Iiberate the Arab States of Moraceo, Aeerin, Tunie
and Syvria as well asthe Negro territorier, by
south of the Freach Sahiea, Japan  will have o
make the most solid contobution re ehe podings
power of Islam by rectoning to amdependense
mithtons ot Minhms beme o Dureh B Tnde
Rusasta will maky i posaide ro brine o exiaener
Tarkeran and the Musion srates uf Srerlorge
Dashiestan and Crteasan in Caneesn by
Boree to pestore andependence o Al e
b f. o heresdefine tnochen ferme what ot
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the political aspirations of a Muslim. These are 14
in number and can be described as follows:—

1. Arabia to be formed into a confederation
so as to include the States of Saudi Arabia, Yemen,
Oman. Kuwiet and other principalities of Arabia
proper.

2 Syria to form a federated State with
perfect independence. Trans-Jordan, Palestine,
Syria, proper; Lebanon, Latakia and Jebeli Druse
should form the federal parts of the Syrian State.

3. Egyptian Sudan should be joined to Egypt
so that the two countries should be permanently
placed under a common system of government. This
arrangement will add to the power and resources
of Egypt and solve for her once for all, the popula-
tion question.

4, Tripoli, Tunis and Algeria to be declared
independent, and united into a single state under
the Bay of Tunis.

5. Morocco to be restored to complete indepen
dence ; the portion known as Riff in the north and
now under Spanish rule as well as the Spanish Rio
De Oro in the south be reunited with Morocco.

6. The former Italian empire of Abyssinia
which included Abyssinia proper, Eritrea and
Somaliland be restored to independence and the
territories known as British and French Somalilands
be united with it.
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7. Independence of Central Asia by 2 unan
of Russian and Chinese Turkistan,

8.  Afghanistan to be given access to sen anl
the tirbal territory, be placed under i,

9. The northern countries of  Kachuar,
Punjab. Sind and Frontier Province to be unie:
to form a separate federation.

10. Eastern Bengal and Assam to be dt\hml
Jr r

a separate part of India with full sovereipn nghts
as an independent state,

11. Thed Western Provinees of China wher
Muslims form a majority should be allowed to hove
a separate federation independent of the Clanes
Empire.

12, The ishnds of East Indies nosw undes
Japan, the Malava Peninsula. and the porton
British Borneo to form an independent Federan
of sland swates,

13, Albanm Azerbatan, Duchestan on
Cucarsian teritary o be declared  ndependent
Stdt&b.
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If the above 14 demands of the Muslim world
are realised, Muslims will have 20 independent states
in the world, of which 5 at least will be entitled in
due course to the status of first class powers.
Below are given the Muslim countries with the
respectivé area and population of each.

. Asia.
£ Area in Population in millions
Sq. miles
1, Turkey 294,000 20
2. Syria 85,000 5
3, Iraq 116,100 3%
4. Arabia 1,050,000 10
5, Iran 628.000 15
6. Afghanistan
with Tribal
areas 300,000 15
7. Turkistan 2,200,000 20
8. Pakistan 381,000 35
9. TEast Bengal
and Assam 70.000 40
10, Western
China 345,000 40
11. Malay Island
" Empire 3,100,000 70
Europe,
12. Albania 10,000

13, Aczerbaijan 33,000
14. Daghestan 20.000
15. Circassia - 10,000

Ll \V ROV
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Area in Population in milliag
Sq- miles
Africa.
16, Egvpt &
Sudan 1.250.000 2
17. Algeria with
Tunis  and
Tripoli 1,190,000 10
18. Morocco with

LA

African '
Sahara 2.223.050 10
19. Abyssinia with
Somaliland 700000 10
20, Western
Africa 2.000.000 50
1LOAT 000 335

From the population {igures cupplied abeve,

© it evidently follows that Malay Telamds will {onm
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millions, Bengal and Assam with 40 millions, and
Pakistan with 35 millions. Thus if the World of
Islam is liberated, it will have five countries likely
to become first class powers, four in Asia and one
in Africa. In addition, there will be five more
second class states, each with population exceeding
15 millions which are in course of time bound to
become first class powers due to the rise in
population or the general advancement in material
prospects These are Turkey, Egypt, Persia,
Turkistan. and Afghanistan. These countries are
at present sparsely populated but in 50 years hence
their population will have more than doubled and
they will come to exert a very great influence in
the world problems provided all of them continue
to enjoy complete independence which at present
is denied to Turkistan and the Egyptian Sudan.

At present there are three great dangers which
threaten the movement for independence in the
Muslim World. The first danger is in the form of
the Minority Problem in India, China and Russia.
The Muslims in these three countries number
respectively 90, 50 and 25 millions and yet they
are assigned the status of minorities and
denied the right of self determination to grow up
into independent Muslim rational states. In Russia
the movement for Pan-Turanism which aimed at the
unification of all Turko-Tartar races and worked
for the ideal of a strong Muslim Empire in Central
Asia  including the five Soviet Republics of
Turkistan and Chinese Turkistan received a severe
set-back on the rise of Bolshevic influence, But
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Arabs’ lands bordering the Mediterranean Sea. Italy
tried to convert the Muslim countries of Tripoli,
Albania and Smaliland into Italian colonies and has
" been casting longing looks on Tunis, Syria and Egypt.
Germany wants as her share of the loot, the French
possessions in Africa including Morocco and Algeria
to accommodate her surplus population. This .
problem, however, does not face Great Britain and -
France so far as the Muslim countries are concerned,
Great Britain has vast colonies in her self-governing
Dominions of Canada, S. Africa, Australia and New
Z:aland which are more than sufficient to previde
living space for her additional population, France,
on the other hand, is not facing population problem
at present. France’s present population of 42
millions is much below her own requirements when
it is realised that France is as big as Germany and
yvet is inhabited by a population half that of
Germany. Thus the threat to Muslim countriés
lies in the colonial policy of Germany and Italy,
both of whom covet the Muslim lands of N. Africa
and wish to convert them into their own colonies
where the Muslim population will be slowly extir-
pated as has been the fate of Tripoli. From a
population of a million and a quarter of Arabs in
1911, the Italian colony of Libya, the-new name
given to Tripoii, has now an Arab population of
3/4 million. Half a million Arabs have perished
during the last 25 years. Japan too has her own
colonial ambitions and may in future divert her
surplus population to the Muslim islands of
Borneo and Sumatra which are sparsely populated
at present.
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A third danger to the Muslim World lies in
the new forees of aggression which have for several
vears in the past been released in the world by
Tapan, Ttaly, Germany and Russia in succession.
These countries, particularly the rirst three were
not satisficd with the post-war secttlement of
Furope and other parts of the world in 1919 and
desire a redistribution to suit theiv interests. If it
had been simply their aim to seek markets abroad
for the expansion of their trade, that would not
have been such a menace to Muslims but the danger
lies in the fact thar they openly deny that the na-
tives whom they want to govern have any right at
all to deserve independence. It is common know-
ledge that Great Britain built up ber empire with
imperial interests i1 view but gradually as a result
of awakening among the subject peoples which is
primarily due to the demociatic traditions of the
Britush people, Great Britain is fast adapting hef
policy to satisfy the subject peoples. Both Great
Britain and France are democracies. They believe
in parliamentary institutions and the right of the
people to govern. Though the subject peoples are
not yet in the enjovment of those rights which the
people in Great Britain and France possess, yet the
mere fact that these countries bave faith in demo-
cratic institutions has a tremendous influence upon
their dealings with the subject peoples. It is main-
ly due to this influence that Great Britain has
already granted Dominion Status to her British
parts of the Empire, that she has agreed to the
freedom of Egypt and Iraq and is resolved to deve-
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lop self-governing institutions in India and the rest
of her empire. Can we conceive that Germany
and Italy will ever show a genuine interest in the
good of their subject peoples ? How can we expect
fair treatment from these countries when the
people in their own homelands have been deprived
of a democratic form of government and its atten-

dant benefits ?



PART II '
PROBLEMS OF PAKISTAN

I. Pakistun and the Sikhs.

The Pakistan Scheme has raised a storm of
opposition from certain quarters which do not see
eve to cye with Muasiims.  The Sikhs in particular
have expressed their strong opposition througha
number of meetings  NMaster Tara Singh, the
leader of the extremist section among the Sikhs, has
declared that the Pakistan scheme has dealt a blow
to the cause of Swaraj and that the Sikhs will
repudiate it.  Sir Jogendra Singh. a moderate Sikb
leader, admits that “obstacles in the way of union
are many. There is a pervading air of distrust which
is growing as the days pass..” He agrees with the
Muslims that “theories of pure democracy are
inapplicable to India or as a matter of fact to any
country.” He suggests that “the remedy is not
separation, but balanced representation of all
interests. It is in securing balanced representation
of the classes as the masses that Mr. Jinnah will
find the best means of securing the position of his
co-religionists.”

The basic idea of opposition to the Pakistan

Scheme is supplied by the notion, held so far that
India with its present bounds and limits 1s @



PAKISTAN AND THE SIKHS 87

.petmanent geographical unit and not a mere
collection of countries, as is believed by Muslims.
+ One may justly invite the attention of the reader
to the condition of India immediately prior to the
British rule. The Punjab, with some parts of the
Frontier Province and Kashmir, was an independent
kingdom under the Sikhs; Sind and Baluchistan
were governed by their own chiefs, while the rest
of India was split up into a number of independent
States of which the most important were the
Mahratta confederacy, Mysore, Hyderabad, Oudh
and Bengal. Whatever unity India achieved in the
past under Muslim rule was the result of external
circumstances which brought the greater part of
India under a central administration. Even prior
to the Muslim invasion of India, the country had
lacked unity.

When Mahmud of Ghazni invaded India in
the tenth century, he met with no united opposi-
tion from a Central Hindu Empire. The Indian
continent was then divided into a number of inde-
pendent kingdoms often at war with one another,
and mostly governed by Rajput chiefs. This period
in Indian History which roughly extends over 600
years, is called the Rajput Period. Strictly speak-
ing, during the long Hindu Period which extended
over 2,000 years or more, India never existed as a
single political unit with the present-day bounds
.and limits. As is truly described by the author of
'Robert's Historical Geography, “no lasting imperial
dominion in India was ever established by a Hindu
people, though on three occasions such an event
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appeared to come within the bounds of possibility.”
The short-lived empire of Asoka which was strictly
speaking a Buddhist enterprise. did not include
many parts of present-day India while Samundra
Gupta's empite abour U0 A. D. and Harsha's
empire 200 years later did not extend beyond the
river Jumna and the Vindyachal Mountains. nor did
they found any lasting dynasty.

The past clearly indicates that it was the
Muslims who first gave the idea of unity to the
people in the vast sub-continent of India, and this
not with a view to see the Muslim population
absorbed among the Hindus, but simply because it
suited the expansion policy of the Muslim kings.
Hindus and Muslims never joined together as mem-
bers of one coherent nation, but only as members
of two different religions and cultures who were
placed by destiny under a common system of
government. ©he Muslim kings undoubtedly pur-
sued a liberal policy of toleration towards their
Hindu subjects, recognised their freedom of religion
and worship, and extended their favours alike to
Hindus and Muslims. Under Akbar the Great, an
attempt was made for the first time to unite
Hindus and Muslims by an appeal to a new com-
mon religion, but the attempt met with opposition
from all quarters and proved a failure. Thereafter
the Hindus and Muslims never had any opportunity
to work together under a common system oOf
government which they could claim as the result of
their own efforts. On the other hand, the rise of



PAKISTAN AND THE SIKHS 89

the Sikhs. Rajputs and Mahrattas on the collapse of
the Mughal Empire and their frequent inrosds into
Muslim States of Hyderabad. Oudh, and Bengal,
widened the gulf that already separated the Hindu
from the Mushim and gave clear proofs that the
new Hindu movements were inspired by a feeling
of hatred towards Muslim religion and people and
aimed at their complete domination and suppres-
sion. History still reminds us of the oppressive
and tvrannical rule to which the Muslims were sub-
jected under the Sikhs in the Punjab and the Mah-
rattas in Cential and Southern India.

If the British had not come into the field,
there would have been a decisive trial of strength
between the Muslims and Hindus. and the one-
nation thecory of Mr. Gandhi would have been shat-
tered once for all. The combined might of Mysore,
Hyderabad, Bengal and Oudh, backed up by the
active support fo Muslim countries beyond India,
was still quite strong cnough to cope with the new
dangers that threatened Muslim solidarity in India.

Even in their decadent condition, the Muslims
yet ruled over more than % population of India.
The modern provinces of the U. P. Bengal, Bihar;
Orissa, Assam, Sind, the greater part of Madras
Presidency, which was then ruled by the Nawab of
Carnatic or Hyder Ali of Mysore, and Mysore
itself were all wrested by the British from the
Muslims. The Mahrattas and Sikhs together
governed less than 3 of India and their sway
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extended over the Punjab, Bombay Presidency -and
the Central Provinees,

The Sikh kingdom in the Punjab was bound
to collapsein the long run, as the Stkhs were tomn
away by mutrual jealousics and quairels of the
various tribes and were exposed to atracks on  their
western bounds by strong  and  hardy  Muslim
warriors.,  The Stkhs were a mere minority in thelr
own kingdom and had secured domination over a
people who were physically and intellectually of
the same brand as themselves, The Maslim Jaws
and Raiputs of the Punjab curnumbered the Sikhs
by 5 to 1 and would have risen in aims if the Sikb
kingdom had been invaded by Mushm armies and
there had arisen internal differences among the
Sikh chiefs.

This, however, could not be said in regard to
Muslim rule in Bengal, Mysore and Sind. The
Muslims were a majority of population in Bengal.
and found ro their advantage a subject people who
were poor in physical strength and intellect. In
Mysore. Hyder All had established a strong king-
dom. The subject people were mostly Hindus, but
thev had been so demoralised by centuiies of peace-
ful rule in the past that they had lost touch with
the art of fighting.

The Mahratta danger had lost its moral force-
The crushing defeat fn the third battle of Panipat
in 1710 had dealt a death blow to the power of the
Peshwas and hence-forth, Holkars, Scindias and
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Bhonsla had become the rivals for the distribution
of the Mahratta Empire. The mutual jealousies
and quarrels of the Mahratea chiefs would have once
again turned to the advantage of the Muslims and
another appeal to the Muslim kingdoms to unite
against a common danger would have once again
proved a decisive factor in the history of India.
Whatever might have been the outcome of the st-
ruggle. in the long runitwas certain that the Mus-
lim majorities in Bengal and North-West of India
would have been politically awakened to their own
sense of importance. Muslims might have lost their
States in those parts of India where they were a
minority, but they would have gained a permanent
foothold in Bengal and North-West where they
were a majority of population.

It is. however, of no use to unravel the past
except to learn the lesson that India was never united
Into one nation, and that prior to the British rule,
the political leaders of the Muslims and Hindus
struggled for the mastery of power. If the two
communities had agreed to mark their spheres of
influence and confined their activities to the
consolidation of their respective positions in those
areas where they were in a majority and were
entitled to govern, a common line of action might
have been pursued against the new British danger.
But India was then a mere geographical expression
and no statesman could visualise a future where
both communities could live as a united nation.

A similar position confronts India to-day,
The Empire is passing through a political crisis. It
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is ready to releasc its hold on India, provided the
people come to terms with it on an agreed for
mula, Hindus or Muslims  separately  cannot
bend the British Government to vield to any of
their demands,  Unless they unite, the cause for
independence is likely to be indefinitely postponed.
The political leaders of borh the communities have
failed to inspire confidence among peoplc other
than their own.  The Muslims are not prepared to
live as a minority community in those provinces
where they are in a majority and demand the status
of an independent nacion. Hindus., on the other
hand. wish to keep India united, as in this way alone
they can dominate the Centre and control the
Muslim Provinces,

The problem, so far as Hindus and Muslims
are concerned is very simple and admits of no
insupcrabje  difficulties, The  Muslims form
one-fourth of the total population of India an
number 90 millions. It is nothing less than political
jugglery to treat such a big community as a minority
for the sake of a united India which never existe
in the past and which does not appeal to the
Muslim political mind, There is no precedence
among independent countries of to-day where such
a big minority exists.

In Europe there is hardly any country witha
minority exceeding one or two millions in number:
The German Empire of to-day has under it many
non-German peoples, Poles, Czechs, Danes, etc., but
this is not considered a permanent solution of the
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problem. The primary object of the present warin
tact is to liberate these minorities from German rule.

European statesmen after the last Great \War
made a serious cffort to scttle the minority problem.
The word ‘“minority” was given a definite
Interpretation. It was subjected to two clear
definitions. If a minority is scattered in a country,
and does not form a compact majority by itself in
any well-defined geographical part, it can only be as-
sured of safeguards for the protection of its religion,
language and culture. Conversely., if a minority
occupies a compact area in a country. forming majo-
rity of its population, it is entitled to separate in-
dependent existence. The Magyars in Rumania, the
Croats in Jugoslavia, the Poles in pre-war Germany,
the Muslim Tatars in European Russia numbered
more than a million each, but as they did not occupy
compact areas in their respective countries so they
were assigned the status of minorities. Muslims in
European Russia are a majority in Crimea, Kalmuk,
Bashkir, Daghestan, Kazan and number over 5
millions and yet they are treated as a minorityl
community for the obvious reason that they are
scattered over areas which are not contiguous. Thé
Magyars occupy compact areas inside the Transyl-
vanian Province of Rumania, and yet they are
deprived of the status of an independent nation.;

On the same lines, the Sikhs are a minorits]
in the .Punjab, numbering 3 millions, and can only,
be assured of protection of religion, language anc
culture like the minorities in European countries

t

i
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If they are conceded the status of an independent
nation, the Muslims in Hindu Provinces like U. P.
where they are double the number of Sikhs, in Bihar
and Assam where they exceed Sikhs and in Madras
and  Bombay where they are slightly lower in
population than the Sikhs in the Punjab, will also
have to be conceded the status of independent
nations.

A minority, however. can claim the status of
an independent nation only whep it is settled ina
well-defined  and compace  geographical region.
European statesmen in 1919 were clearly alive to
this fact when they broke up the Austro-Hungarian
Empire into a number of separate States and
recognised the independence of five States on the
westesn border of Russia.

The Finns. the Esthonians, the Latvians. the
Lithuanians and the Poles lived before the last
war as minorities in European Russia. Their
- countries formed part of Russia and were linked
“ together with it by means of communications and
other economical factors. The entire Russian
freign trade of the Baltic Sea passed through the
seaports on the western coast. Yet it was deemed
necessary to establish five independent States in
the west of Russia. By a simple readjustment of
Russian administrative Provinces, new States were
created and the minorities were converted into
majorities.

There was, however, one essential condition
which entitled these minority peoples to claim
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independence. This was the fact that they were
nor scattered in small nombers over a big area, bue
werd ¢ meentrated 10 compact ateas of well-defined
lmits where they formed a majoney of population.
Here i India, i1 the prinaple of self-determination
1 apphed, the persent 11 Provinces  will clearly be
recogmised  ag well-detined  peographical  units,
entitled to clatm ull independence if the people so
demand,

It ic simply confusing the  issues when
the Sikhs pur up  their case in the category
of the Muslim  csmmunity of India. If the
Muslimes of Hindu India where they number
over 25 millions  can be content to live
under a2 Hindu majority rule at tne Centre, there
is no reason why  the Sikhs with a numerical
strength of 3 millions should not be content with
their status in  the duslim Federation of the
North-West.

The Sikhs should learn the lesson from other
countries. A minority so small in numbers, and scat-
tered ovet different parts of one country, cannot
actain the status of an indepndent nation. AsI
have stated above, the Magyars in Rumania, the
Muslim Tartars in European Russia, tha Jews in pre-
war Poland, the Croats in Jugo-Slavia can by no
no stretch of imagination be allowed to bave inde-
pendent States. The Jews numbered 3 millions in
Poland before Germany invaded the country, but it
was never conceded that they could -ever claim
the status of an independent nation, Similarly

.
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the Muslim  Tartars in European Russia, who
number 5 millions. cannot  claim  the status
of an independent nation.  The Sikhs are a
minority in the strict sense of the word and
their  future is  irrevocably  connected  with
Muslim North-Waest, where they will he assigned
the status of an important minority wich special
rights and privileges over and above their numerical
strength, The Muslims are serving the cause of
the real Punjab when they claim separation for icas
in this way alone the Punjabis can dominate the
proposed Nortn-West Federation,

The Punjab can play no important partina
United India where its interests will be inadequate-
ly defended at the Centre and where it will lose 1ts
present position as an independent economic unit.
The crearion of a bigger Punjab with natural ex-
pansion in the North-West and South, so asto
include Kashmir, the Frontier Province, Sind and
Baluchistan, is in reality the regeneration of the old
historical kingdom which the Sikhs tried to keep
united in their time of glory and which now will be
supported by the combined might of Muslims and
Sikhs. A true Punjabi should always try to place
the interests of his country first and should never
agree to see his country fall from its real position.
The Punjab as a dominant partner in a Federation
of the North-West will be the master of its own
house and will exert her full force at the Centre.

It will have a commanding voice in determining
the problems that will affect its own future and
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will control the aimy, the navy, air and other
defence services in proportion to its population.
Can it be expected in case of a united India, that
the Punjab will play the dominant part ? Already
the present monopoly of the Punjab in the army
has been challenged and the time is not far when
the Sikh and Muslim elements in the army will be
reduced to insignificance. Similarly the economic
interests of the Punjab are bound to come into
conflict with Hindu India. The Punjab’s future
lies in the pursuit of an economic policy which will
pay due regard to the interests of its agricultural
population composed mainly of Muslims and Sikhs
and also encourage industry and trade so as to
prevent these from becoming the sole monopoly of
a single class. i.e. the Hindu Bania. The country will
be a loser all round and will be at the mercy of the
capitalists of Hindu India if it accepts a system of
government at the Centre where its voice will be
_comparatively ineffective.

' Politically, geographically and economically,
the Punjab has more in common with Kashmir, the
Frontier Province, Baluchistan and Sind than with
the rest of India, The entire North-West is a
distinct natural region fertilised by the Indus and
its five tributaries, It has separate drainage and
railway systems. It has a separate outlet in Karachi
through which the bulk of its foreign trade passes.
It is separated from the rest of India by the river
Jumna and the deserts of Rajputana, If a barrier
were raised on the eastern boundary of the Punjab
and all communications were stopped with the rest
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of India. there would be no great effect on the
cconomic life of the people. Whatever Punjab
wants to obiain from the West, it can have through
Karachi. Its exports have a natural outlet in the
south-west. It Is in fact a complete well-defined
geographical unit raising no administrative difficul-
tics on its separation from the rest of India.

-—



2. The League Solution

The Lahore Resolution of the  All-India
Muslim League lays down the basic principles
underlying the solution of the minority problem in
India. It recommends adequate, effective, and
mandatory safeguards for minorities in the pre-
dominant Muslim areas in the North West and
East of India for the protection of their religious,
cultural, economic, political, administrative and
other rights and interests, in consultation with
them."” :

On a similar reciprocal basis, the resolution
demands that “in other parts of India where the
Mussulmans are in a minority, adequate, effective
and mandatory safeguards shall be specially provided
in the costitution for them and other minorities
for the protection of their - religious, cultural,
economic, political, administrative and other rights
and interests in consultation with them.” ,

It is obvious that the Muslim League offers
the same constitutional safeguards to non-Muslim
minorities in the two proposed Pakistan States that
it demands for Muslim minorities in other parts of
India where Hindus are in a majority. The re-
solution is unambiguous and frank in defining the
scope of the _ constitutional safeguards  which
comprise almost every thing that could be con-
sidered essential to the protection of the rights of

a minority.
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Botore analysing the significance and the far
Ic;xc}nnﬁ-c%%cc! of the constitutional safeguards as
cenvisaged 1o the Labore Resolution, it will facili-
tare the correct anderscanding of the problem to
expase the hollowness of criticisms that are levelled
from hostile quareers against the resolution. It is
satd that the Lahore Resolution does not make a
real contribution to the solution of the minority
problem i India as minoritics are bound to exist
both in Muslim and Hindu pares of India after the
creation of the Pakistan states; that the same cons-
vitutional safepuards as are offered to minorities in
Pakistan states and the rest of India can be offered
to Muslims in a united India where they will be
treated as a specially favoured minority; that the
reciprocal basis on which constitutional safeguards
have been laid down in the resolution cannot be
maintained afrer India has been split up into inde-
pendent sovereign States as international law pre-
vents one State fiom interfering in the internal
affairs of another.

All these objections are made in a partisan
spirit to confuse the real issue, which is that the
Muslims being a separate nation are entitled to the
right of self- determination in those compact an
well-defined parts of India where they are ina
majority. The All-India Muslim League has offer-
ed a workable solution of the minority problem;
and under the circumstances the League offers the
only possible solution. If the Congress, Hindu
Mahasabha or any other political organisation has
any other alternative or scheme which can win the
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good will of the vast majority of Muslims, the
lagter are prepared to consider it on its merit. So
far the Congress and Mahasabha have absolutely
failed to convince the Muslims that their interests
can better be served by demanding Federation than
Separation.

The Mahasabha Scheme is too well-
known to deserve any special notice. It
envisages a united India where Hindus will
possess the rights of a sovereign nation and all other
communities, including Muslims, will be assigned
the status of permanent minorities. It further
anticipates a strong government at the centre with
unfettered control over the Provinces, so as to
leave no chance to Muslim Provinces to claim
separation in future. Dr. Moonji, a prominent
Mahasabha leader, defined in a speach at Bezwada
on December 24, 1940, the objects of Hindu
Nationalism in these words, “The nationalism
hither-to preached by the Indian National Congress
is hybrid and unscientific and the Hindu Mahasabha
holds before the Hindu nation the prospect of the
Hindu nationalism, Hindu rule and Hindu kingdom.
To achieve this, the Hindu Mahasabha rightly
believes that violence is the effective weapon.”

The Congress Scheme also presupposes a
united India, but it differs from the Mahasabha
Scheme in its approach to the minority problem.
Whereas the Mahasabha admits that Hindus and
Muslims are separate .nations and that Hindus
being in a majority in India are alone entitled
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to  possess  the  rights of a sovereign nation,
the  Congress  gnores  that  there is  anv
minority in India in the palitical sense aud openly
asserts that Hindus and Muslims, being members
of ¢ common Indian narion, must work together
for a Federal Government ar the centre which will
control  such  important  matrers as  Defence.
Conmmunications, Fareign Affairs, Customs, Curre-
ney, ete. The Congress believes that a constitution
based on democratic principles, and representing -
all elements of India’s population on the hasis of
adult franchise, will satisfy the best interests of the
country as a whole, .

It is, however, utterly blind to the fact thata
democratic constitution presupposes a hemogeneous
nation which does not exist in India. You cannot
force the Finns to live together with Russians
under a common constitution, simply because
democracy in their case means acceptance of per-
manent domination by Russians. For a similar
rcason, the Irish Catholics do not want to live as
members of a common DBritish nation, as their
interests can better be safeguarded by their own
independent Government than by even an excessive
representation over and above their population ratio
in the British Parliament. No nation can ever
remain satisfied with constitutional safeguards and
other political concessions when it is conscious 0
its own importance and is determined to defend its
interests uninterfered with by others.

I now return to the main objections. The
Lahore resolution undoubtedly presupposes the
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existence of minonitics in pakistan Statesand Hindu

India, but that does not mean it makes no attempt
to solve the mmornty question. In a united India,
90 miilions of Mushms are left permanently as a
minority community. MO government, however
strong it may be. can keéep attached to is cause

such a strong element of 1/ subjects who will ever
be ready on the firse favourable opportunity to
disown their allegicnce. Therc is no modern
country which presents MINOrity problem in such

an acute form as India.

The Leagsue Resolution reduces the Muslim

minority of 90 millions to 1ess than 30 millions by
assigning to the rest separate homelands where it

will be master of its own F1OUSE.

Obviously, a country, €an be more efficiently
tion of a mino-

governed if it has to face ‘th.e 01)1)051h _min
rity scattered over a wide distance than a minority

concentrated in compacf Darts :arluldhcapable _of
threatening its very existence. With the separation
t areas of the North-

of the Muslim predomifant a , .
West and the East, the proportion of Hindus will

rise from 70 p.c. at preseft to 90 p.c. in the redst of
India, while the Muslim ,/MIDOTItY will be reduced

from 25 p.c. to 10 p.c. . _
Is this not a tremendous gain for Hindu

India? The stability and peace of India can only
be best assured if the di;coptented parts are separa-
ted from it. India is toP big tO suffer any apprecia-

bl ; separation of one fourth of
e material loss by the 5€ Hindu India, with a

its total area and populﬁifIOD-
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population of about 280 millions after the creation
of the two Pakistan States, can yvet possese suffi-
cient resources and means to play an effective part
as an independent state, Thus it is apparent that
the League resolution does not aggravate the mino-
rity problem; rather it removes the sting from it
and reduces it to the narrowest possible limits,

" To the objection that if constitutional safe-
guards can satisfy the minorities after the creation
of Pakistan, why dont they satisfy the Muslim
minority in India asa whole, the right answer is
that the Muasglims are not 2 minority in the sense in
which minorities exist in other countries. More
than Srds of them live in two distinct zones of
India where judged by every modem test. they are
entitled to the rights of a sovereign nation. Cons-
titurional safeguards can satisfy a minority which
has no other alternative but to accept them. A
minority which does not muster strong in any re-
cognised part of a country and is numerically weak-
er everywhere than the majority community, can-
not claim the status of an independent nation.

Take the example of Jews in Poland prior to
this war. Qut of a population of 36 millions, the
jews formed 13% in Poland, exacily in. the same
proportion as the Sikbs are in the Punjab, yet as
they were not in a majority in any compact part of
Poland, they could not demand independence and
had to be satisfied with constitutional safeguards.

The objection 1n question has arisen out of the
misinterpretation ot the term “minority.’ A true
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minority always remains a minority in spite of
any geographical adjustments that may be made to
secure for it a distinct and separate home-land. But
a minority which can be converted into a majority
in any recognised part of a country cannot be called
a true minority and hence must be entitled to the
right of self-determination.

The break-up of Czarist Russia and Austro-
Hungarian Empires after the last war into a number
of independent states was the direct result of the
recognition of this principle. The pre-war, mino-
rities became independent nations in the post-war
period. The Poles, the Czechs, the Magyars, the
Jugo-Slavs, the Austrians, the Esthonians, the
Latvians, Lithuanians and the Finns were recong-
nised as minorities before 1914 in Europe, but in
1919 they had come into existence as independent

nations.

The 3rd objection is that after the partition
of India into independent States, there will be no
guarantee that the latter will not abrogate the cons-
titutional safeguards, and leave the minorities un-
protected. Undoubtedly international law prevents
one State from interfering in the affairs of another.
The objection however ignores the complete change
of heart that will take place after the partition of
india. Hindus and Muslims will respectively be
secure and free in the enjoyment of the full sover-
eign rights to which they will be entitled on popu-
lation basis. The minorities will cease to claim
more than what has been fixed as their due share
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on the bagis af a mutaal umic;xt.mumx, froely arrive
ed it prior to the partition of India.

The Mushim minority of Hindu India will in
Jue course become content with its lot. and cease
to ook to the Muashims hevond for help. Io will
have the mental satistaction that che Mushims in
thelr majortty provinces are in unfettered control
of ther destines and chat it muse accept the rok
of 3 munory as there 18 no other moral or legal
alternative to It Similarly, the Hindus in the
Pakistan Stares will pursue their occupations peaces
fulle, and will ccase to loek to Hmdu India for
help.

s a measure of n\mrzm confidence and
a precaution that constiturional safeguards wil
stricelv adhered  to, Pakistan and Hindu I'}
Governments can sign a mutual pact of good will
and understanding and provide some suirable mache-
nery, may be :hmuﬁh an independent tribunal, for
arbitration in cases of m\puw when a minority is
suspected of being tyvrannised over by a majoriey.
The svstem of checks and balances that is
thc cssential basis of the League resolution is che
al solution under the existing conditions.

If it is supposed for a momenc that it cannot
work with success how much more 1t is true it the
entire Muslim nation Is placed as a minoriy in 8

united India under the domination of a permanent

Hindu majority, Trust begets trust. If Hindus
can trust the Muslims for the protection of non-
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Muslim minorities in Pakistan States, Muslims can
equally trust the Hindus for the protection of
Muslims and other minorities. The League reso-
lution rests on the mutual good will of the two
nations, Hindus and Muslims; it does not place
undue strain on the good-will of one nation alone.
The Congress, on the other hand, wants Muslims
as a whole to be satisfied with constitutional
safeguards and to depend for their enforcement on
the good-will of the majority community. There
is no check on the latter if it adopts an attitude of
aggression in its dealings with Muslims.

The sincerity of the League is evident
the fact the it bases relations between the maio
and minority communities on a reciprocal un
standing. ‘Do to others as you wisk =~ P2 don

e
by” is 1ts motto. [t concedes in clezr terms to
minorities in Pakistan what it claims for =inoroities
in Hindu India. Can the Congress cZe 2 berer

izs T

alternative to satisfy the minoritizs



3. North Western Muslim Zone

A catetul examination of the territorial limits
of Pakistan will reveal that the minority problem
admits of an cusy workable solution.  The All
India Muslim League  defines in its  Lahore
resolutton the bread principle on which Muslim
parts of Indw are to be sepatated. It does not
actually draw any line of demarcation to indicate
the boundary himics of cthe two Pakistan Scates
envisaged by it

The north-western zone of India comprises the
Provinces of the Punjab, Sind the N.W.F. Province,
Baluchistan and the Kashmir State and includes all
the Indian states that lie within this zone. The total
population of this zone is estimated at 392 millions
according to the census of 1921. Muslims form
234 muillions or 60 per cent of the population. The
figures are given below:

Total population Muslim

Punjab 23,580,852 13,332,460
Sind 3.887,070 2.830,809
N. W.F P 2,425,076 2.227,303
Br. Baluchistan 463,508 405,309
Kashmir 3,646,243 2.817,636
Punjab States l 4472218 1,556,591

Agency ]
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Punjab States 137.787 40,845
N.WUEF Adencies 4o, bl 23,086

————— — e i e st o e

Total 39301314 23,626,821

¢ e ——— - et s et St o At i

The proportion of Muslim population ranges
from 70 per cent to 9 per cent in four out of the
five main units of Pakistan i. ¢, in Sind, N. W. F, P,,
Baluchiscan and Kashmir. Ieis only in the Punjab
and its states that the proportion of Muslim
pouuuztmn falls below 37 per cent. But the problem
in the Punjab too is not so acute as the community
wise sucngﬁth of its three major communities shows.
In the Punjab, the Hindus form 27 per cent-and
Sikns 13 per cent as against 57 per cent Muslims
The proportion of Hindu population in the Punjab
is the highest in the six districts of Ambala
Division and Hoshiarpur and Kangra districts of
Jullundur Division. The Sikhs do not muster
strong in any district to form an absolute majority,
but they are mainly concentrated in four dis-
tricts i.e., Ludhiana, Jullundur, Ferozepur and
Amritsar. Their highest population is in Ludhiana
where it reaches above 40 per cent. Muslims form a
majority in 16 out of 29 districts of the Punjab, of
which 6 each are represented in Rawalpindi and
Multan Divisions and 4 out of 6 in Lahore Division.
In Gurdaspur, Amritsar, Jullundur and Ferozepur
the Muslims are the largest single community
and are only excelled by the Hindu and Sikh popula-
tion combined,
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Ethnographically, the Punjab proper extends
up to the northern limits of the Ambala Division
which, differs from the rest of the Punjab in the
Language, customs and religious proclivities of the
people.

Ambala Diviston  is,  truly  speaking a
predaminane Hindu area and can be merged into
U. P.or joined to Delhi as a new Province. Most
of the Hindu and Sikh states of the Punjab lic
south of the Jullundur Division. These can also be
excluded with advantage from the Punjab. Thus
shorn of Ambala Division and the states of Patiala,
Nabha.Jind and Faridkot as wellas the states of Simla
Hills, Sizmur and Kalsia, the population of the
Punjab will be reduced by 7 millions. and the pro-
portion of Muslim population be raised from 57
per cent, to 66 per cent. The tables given below
explain this point
(A) Population at present Population after the
Exclusion of Ambala
Division and Hindu
States.

Punjab Proper 23 million 19% millions

Punjab States 5 millions 2 millions.

Total 283 213
(B) Community-wise population in millions.
[At Present]) [After the Exclusion of
Ambala Division and
Hindu States].

Muslims Hindus Sikhs, Muslims Hindus Sikhs
Punjab 13.3 6.3 3 12.3 3.5 28
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States 1.6 2.2 1 ‘ 1.2 .6 2
Total 14.9 8.5 4 135 4.1 3

It will be evident from the above tables that
while the proportion of Hindu population will be
reduced from 27 p. ¢, to 19 p. c. after the exclusion
of Ambala Divsion and the states south of Jullundur
Division, the proportion of Sikh population will
not be appreciably affected. On the other hand in
the Punjab proper, exclusive of states, the Sikh
proportion will be raised from 129 p, c. to
148 p. ¢,

After the re-adjustment of the Punjab
frontiers, the total population of the North-Western
Muslim Zone will be reduced from 39% millions
to 32% millions, but the Muslim proportion will
be raised from 60 p. c. to 69 p. c. If the independent
tribal territory is also added to it, the proportion
of Muslim population will rise still higher and may
reach 71 p. c. In the Punjab proper the Muslim pro-
portion will be raised from 56 p. c. to 66 p. c.

The Hindu case in the Muslim North Western
Zone does not present any difficulties. The Hindus
are a minority every-where, and can be assured of
constitutional safe-guards. If Muslims remain united,
their Government in the provosed five units of
Pakistan as well as in the centre can never be
challenged ‘or threatened by the Hindu minority.
In the N W. F. P. and Baluchistan, the Hindus will
always be a minority of less than 10 p. ¢, In
Kashmir and Sindh, their proportion will range
between 25 and 30 per,cent. In the Punjab after
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the cxclusion of the Anlala Division theit
proportion will be barely 19 p.c, In the entire
Noith-Western  Muslim Zone. ¢ Hindus will
form 18 p, ¢, of the toral population.

The Sikh case requires some explanation. The
Sikhs at present enjoy 20 p. c. representation in
stevices as well as an the Provincial Leagiclature,
The Pakistan Government will  continue the
weightage at present enjoved by them. and will also
assure them of  adequate representation over and
above their population ratioin the Centre. At present
Sikhs form 1 p. ¢, of the total population of India.
but in the proposed Muslim State their proportion
will be 9 p. ¢c. and they will be guaranteed a
permanent seat in the Ceneral Cabinet. In the Punjab
proper, they will also hold a position of vantage and
will be represented by an equal number of Ministers

along with Hindus.

There is a section among Sikhs which is
dreaming of parcelling out an independent Sikh
State from the Punjab, but this impracticable plan
is not warranted by any rational consideration, S.
Ujjal singh is said to have conceived a scheme under
which five districts of the Punjab can be grouped
into a separate province and be placed under a
government represenative of the three major com-
munities in equal proportions. According to him,
in each of ‘these districts, none of the three
communities commands an absolute majority and as
these districts represent the greater part of Sikh
population, the OSikhs will feel secure 1n the
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enjoyment of their civic rights, The table below will
give the Proportion of Muslim and Sikh population

in the five districts,
District Total Population Muslims Sikhs

Gurdaspur 9,70,798 50 p.c. 145p.¢c
Amritsar 11,17,120 46.9 29
Jullundur 0,45,721 445 22
Ferozepur 11,56.642 44.8 27
Ludhiana 6,72,494 35.1 40
Total 4860875 45 p- ¢, 25 p, G

The figures supplied above will show that the
Muslim proportion in the proposed province will
be still very strong, 1. €. 45 p. c. of the total, No
Ministry or Government will be able to function
successfully without the cooperation of the Muslims

Further the Sikhs will lose all excessive
representation in services and the Provincial®
Legislature at present enjoyed by them, In the
new Province, the Muslims will not tolerate any
concession as this will reduce their effective

strength,

Apart from this, the new State will be a
centre of intrigues both from Hindu India and
Muslim States and will never enjoy internal peace
and a stable government. The acceptance of this
scheme will moteoverl, lead to a series of counter-
demands from Muslims in the Hindu majority
provinces, particularly by Moplas in Malabar and
the Muslims in the U. P. who form 14 p. c.- Qf the
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total population and can base their claims like the
Sikhs on their political and historical importance.

The U. P.is acentre of Muslim culture and
thought, 1t was dircctly under Muslim rule prior
to its annexation by the British. The Aligath
University, the Deoband College, the Nadva-tul
Ulum, all remind us of the achicvements of Muslim
in sccular and religious cducation while the Taj
Mahal and many other buildings are living mon-
uments of Muslim architecture and civilisation.

The Muslims of the U.P. form Ird of the total
urban element and are also strongly represented in
the landed aristocracy. They carry as much influence
with the Provincial Government as the Sikhs do n
the Punjab. Hence the Sikhs cannot be supported
in their demand for a separate province, as this will
lead-to a piccemeal division of India which will
neither be agreed to by Hindus nor by the British

Government.

The true role of the Sikhs lies as a minority,
secure in the enjoyment of special rights guaranteed
to them under the constitution. Some of these

rights may be mentioned below:—

1, No Bill affecting the Sikh religion shall be
passed in any of the Provincial Legisitatures unde;
the Pakistan Federated State unless the same 1s
supported by two-thirds of the Sikh members.

2. Provision will be made for the teaching
of Gurmukhi, the language of Sikh scriptures, in
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all the schools where there is a demand on the part
ot Sikh students as a second language.

3. Sikh Gurdwaras will be managed by a
Central Sikh Committee without interference by
Government.

4, Sikhs will be allotted 20 p.c. share in all
the services under the Punjab Government.

5. Sikh representation in the Punjab Assem-
bly will continue to be 20 p.c. of the total number

of elected members.

6. Sikh will be represented in the Punjab
Cabinet by one-fifth of the total strength.

7. The Sikh share in services under the
Pakistan Federal Government and also in the Fede-
ral Cabinet will be fixed at no less than 10 p.c. of
the total.

8. Sikh share in the army, navy or air per--
sonnel recruited out of the Punjab will be fixed

at 20 p.c.

The above list is not'an exhaustive one, but
it suggests some lines on which safeguards can be

provided in the constitution. X

9. One more point concerning the N.-W
Muslim Zone deserves special notice. The zone
includes many Indian states of which the most im-
portant are Kashmir, Bahawalpur, Ka'at, Khairpur,
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Chitral, Chamba, Mandi Suket. Bilaspur, Kapur-
thala and  Malerkotra.  Of minor importance are
the states or tribal agencies in the N.W.F.P. and
Baluchistan.  All these states will be represented
in the Pakistan Federal Assembly as independent
and antonomous units.  The Pakistan Government
will not interfere in their internal affairs and will
only exercise control over matters specially delegat-
ed to it with the consent of their rulers. These
matters will include defence, foreign affairs
communications, customs and currency.

So far as the Muslim states are concerned, the
consent of their rulers will be easily obtained. But
some ditficulty will be experienced in winning over
Hindu and Sikh States. The States of Kashmir and
Kapurthala, though ruled by Sikh Rajas, are
predominantly Muslim in population. They are
bound to be influenced by the pressure of public
opinion in joining the Pakistan Federation.

It is only the four Hindu hill States of
Chamba, Mandi. Suket and Bilaspur which, in view
of their predominantly, Hindu population, may for
a time decide to stand apart, Mandi is the most
important of these states, as its Uhl River furnishes
water supply for the Punjab Hydro-Electric Scheme.
Economic considerations, however, are bound to
move the rulers of these States to join Pakistan
Federation. These states are practically isolated
from the rest of India and can be approached only
through the Punjab. The Chamba State IS
connected with Gurdaspur district through the
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~outpost of Dalhousie. Mandi, Suket and Bilaspur
maintain their contact with the Punjab through
Kangra and Hoshiarpur districts, Thus it will be
evident that if shut off from the Punjab, these
States will lose all their economic and political
importance; so in their own interest, the rulers of
these states will have to align their fate with
Pakistan.



4. The Eastern Muslim Zone

The Eastern Pakistan State will comprise the
greater part of Bengal and also the Sylhet and
Goalpara Districts of Assam. The total area of
this new State will be 70,000 square miles, with an
cstimated population of 40 millions. Muslims will
form a majority of 70 p. ¢. In this State,

Bengal and Assam, as at present constituted.
have together a total area of 137,391 square miles
wich a population of 59 millions according to the
census of 1931, Muslims {form 541 p.c. of the
population in Bengal and 31,4 p. c. in Assam,

The total Muslim population in Bengal and
Assam together is more than one-third of the total
Muslim population of India. According to the
census of 1931, there were 664 million Muslims in
British India and 10} millions in Indian States.
Bengal and Assam together returned a Muslim
population of 31 millions or just a little less than
half the Muslim population of British India.

There are some special advantages which the
Eastern Pakistan State possesses when compared
with the Western Pakistan State. Firstly, the
Muslim population in the Eastern Pakistan State
is entirely homogeneous not merely in respect of
religion, but also in respect of race, language, dress,
customs and all other distinctive marks of a nation.



THE EASTERN MUSLIM ZONE 119

In the Western Pakistan State, within the
State there will be many autonomous and indepen-
dent units representing Pathans. Baluchis, Sindhis,
Kashmiris and Punjabis whose essential link will be
religion and common political and economic
interests: but in the Eastern Pakistan State, the
entire Muslim population will be united as one
compact and homogeneous group. In case of
Western Pakistan, we conceive of a Federation
with residuary powers vested in autonomous units,
but the Eastern Pakistan State will have a unitarian
constitution with a strong and powerful centre.
The question of separate autonomous units does
not arise, as the Muslim population of Bengal and
Assam is all one by religion, race, language and

culture.

Moreover, Federation is considered a necessi-
ty for a State extending its sovereignty over a
large area, made up of well-defined administrative
units, but it is never in demand where a compact
and homogeneous population is crowded into a
comparatively small area. As against a total area
of 3,81,000 square miles, in case of the Western
Pakistan State, the Eastern State will have an area
of 70,000 square miles or less than one-fifth of the

former.

Again the Western Pakistan State has to face
a complex question of minorities, In the different
units that will form its federating parts. Thers
will be important Hindu minorities in Sindh, £
Frontier Province, Kashmir, and th e, =
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addition, it will have to deal with the problem of
the Sikhs and Indian States, The Sikhs represent
13 per cent of the population of the Punjab but
claim an excessive representation in services and
the provincial legislature. The number of states,
no doubt, will be reduced after the exclusion of the
Hindu and Sikh states lying South of Jullundur
Division, but still new problems will arise by the
inclusion of Kashmir, Kapurthala, and the hill
states of Chamba Mandi, Suket and Bilaspur.

The Eastern Pakistan State will be comp-
aratively free from such problems of acomplic-
ated nature. It will have to deal with one minority
in the main and only onc state, Tippera, will be in-
cluded within its bounds, The Hindu minority in
Eastern Pakistan State will undoubtedly be very
strong, being 30 p. c. of the total population, but as
the Muslim majority has close affinities with it in
_ respect of race, language, and customs, it will in
* due course be united with it by bonds of common
interests.

But if despite the conciliatory policy of the
state , the Hindu minority still remains dissatisfied,
mutual exchange of population with Muslims 1
Bihar and excluded districts of Bengal and Assam
can easily be arranged.

The main difficulties in exchange of population
are the distance and differences in standard of living
of the people exchanged. But both these difficulties
will not present permanent barriers in this state.
The Bengalee Hindu in the Eastern Bengal shows
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no marked difference in the standard of living from
the Bengalee Hindu in Western Bengal or in Assam.
Similarly, the Muslim population of Bihar bears
close affinity to that in Bengal; the distances too are
not prohibitive. The whole of Bengal is as big as
the State of Kashmir, Bihar is smaller in size than
Sindh while Assam is slightly bigger than it. Hence
an exchange of population which will involve Ben-
gal, Assam and Bihar will not be quite impracti-
cable. It will at the utmost concern 5 or 6 million
Hindus and Muslims each way,

I do not, however, suggest an exchange of
population as the only solution of the minority
problem. The question will never arise ina state
where minorities have been properly protected
through  constitutional safeguards. This ap-
plies with greater force to a statelinked toge-
ther by ties of language and common customs and
ways of living But the possibility can only arise
if the Bengalee Hindu shows a desire to exchange
with Muslims living in the excluded districts of
Western Bengal and Assam or Bihar:

When I have mentioned the advantages which
the Eastern Pakistan State possesses over the West-
ern Pakistan State, I should not omit to m_ention the
one great disadvantage that the former will have to
face. Fastern State will have a dense population
of 40 millions in a comparatively small area of
70,000 square miles. This gives an average o.f 571

- persons per square mile. As the State will be
bounded by Assam in the East and Bihar in the
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west, it will have no possibilities of expanding its
population. ‘

In due course, the population problem will
confront it as a major issue. Either the State will
have to be industrialised to divert the pressure of
population on land or some arrangements will have
to be made with Hindu India or thé neighbouring
spatscly  populated Muslim islands of Borneo,
Sumatra, Celebes etc, for the emigration of the
surplus population. ,

It is in view of this difficulty that some per-
sons suggest that the Eastern Pakistan State should
comprise the whole of Assam as it will provide in
this way abundant scope for the- absorption of
its surplus population, Eastern Bengal is gradually
expanding. The Assam and Surma Valleys of Assam
in the past have received a constant flow of immi-
grants from Eastern Bengal, and if no restrictions
are placed on future immigration into Assam, In
due course, the Bengalee element in its population
will entirely dominate the native Assamese. E\{en
now the Bengalese form a majority of population

in Assam.

There is, however, one difficulty in inqludi.ng
Assam as a whole. The proportion of the minority
population will be raised from 30 to 38 percent or
more immediately if the Eastern Pakistan _State
includes the whole of Assam. The alternative of
keeping the Muslim proportion intact by excluding
the greater part of Western Bengal deprives the new -
State of the seaport of Calcutta as well'as several rich
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districts. Moreover, it will not be possible to defend
the inclusion of the whele of Assam in the state on
the principle of sclf-determination,

A district-wise survey of the population of
Bengal and Assam will clearly show that Muslims are
mainiy concentrated in Eastern Bengal and in 4 out
of 11 districts in Woestern Bengal. They are also
a majority in the Sylhet district of Assam and an
important minoricy of 18 per cent. in Goalpara dist-
rict. Both these districts can be excluded from
Assam to form part of the new Eastern Pakistan
State. There are at present 32 million Muslims in
Assam, and out of these 2 millions are concentrated
in Sylhet and Goalpara arca. I give below the dis-
trict-wise proportion of Muslim population in Ben-
gal and Assam :—

Eastern Bengal

Chittagong 76'7 "
Nawakhali 76’5 "
Tippera 76 i
Dacca 6938 -
Mymensingh 766 "
Bakargunj 724 "
Faridpur 65'1 »
Pabna 769 ¥
Bogra 835 "
Rajshahi 75.7 "
Rangpur . 71 »
Dinajpur 50°5 »

Malda 542 "
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Eastern Bengal

Jalpaigur 2390 ”
Darjeeling 25 "
Western Bengal
Murshidabad 555 "
Nadia 616 "

Jessore 62 P.C.
Khulna 49-3 "
Calcutta 259 o
24 Parganas " 346 "
I"Ioogly 17 9
Burdwan 189 "
Birbhum 266 "
Bankura 4-7 "
Midnapur 7°5 "
ASSAM
Sylhet 59.2 "
Goalpara 42.8 .
Cachar 33 "
Nowgong 311 -
Kamrup 249 ”»

In the remaining districts, Muslim proportion
of the population is below 15 p. c.

It will follow from the above that Muslims
form a majority in 13 out of 15 districts which for-
med Eastern Bengal in the former Province of Eas-
tern Bengal and Assam. In Western Bengal, the
Muslims are a clear majority in 3 out of 11 districts;
just below 50 p. c. in Khulna district and a very
important minority in Calcutta and 24-Parganas. In
Assam Muslims hold their own in Sylhet and Goal-
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para and are an important minority in 3 other dis-
tricts. Thus on the basis of Muslim population, 13
districts of Eastern Bengal, 3 of W.estern Bengal, and
Sylhet district of Assam form a compact Muslim
region. To this may be added, the Goalpara District
of Assam, by leaving a small corridor in the north
to enable the rest of Assam to maintain direct con-
tact with Hindu India through Jalpaiguri and Dar-
jeeling in northern Bengal.

Khulna, Calcutta and 24 Pargana districts of
Western Bengal should also be included in the
Muslim region as they lie immediately in the south
of it and will furnish this region direct access to
Sea through Calcutta. In Khulna, Muslims are just
below 50 p.c. while in Calcutta and 24-Parganas they
are a very powerful minority. The inclusion of
these three districts will make the Muslim zone
compact, and economically strong.

The excluded areas from Bengal will comprise
two northern districts of Eastern Bengal, i.e. Jalpai-
guri and Darjeeling, and the State of Cooch Behar;
also 5 districts in \Western Bengal i.e. Midnapur
Hoogly, Bankura, Birbhum, and Burdwan. In these
7 excluded districts the Muslim proportion ranges
between 5 p.c. and 27 p.c.

Bengalee Hindus will constitute over 25 p.c,
of the total population in the Eastern Muslim zone,
and other minorities including Christians, Euro-
peans, Assamese. etc., will together be less than 5
p.c. The minorities will be guaranteed special
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rights on lines suggested in case of minorities in the
Western Pakistan State.  The question of language
and culture will not present any difficulty as both
Hindu and Muslim Bengalees are interested in pre-
serving the Bengalee language which is their
moather-tongue. The Goveinment will pursue a
policy of non-interference in the religious affairs of
the minorities by providing in the constitution that
no Bill affecting the religion of a minority shall be
moved in the legislature which is not supported by
two-thirds of the membe=s of the minority concerned.

The highest appointments in the state will bo
thrown open to all irrespective of caste colour or
creed. Special representation on an agreed basis
will be provided for minorities in services and elec
ted bodies. The guiding principle will be the
reciprocal basis as laid down in the Lahore Resolu-
tion of the All-India Muslim League. If the Mus-
lims concede to Hindus the same rights in their
sovereign states as are conceded by Hindus to
Muslims in Hindu India, the minorities will no
longer distrust the ruling majority, and a spitit of
mutual good will and understanding will grow 1n
due course. The Muslim states and Hindu India
will thus be moved in their own interest to live at
peace and maintain friendly relations with one
another.



5. The Economic Position

Muslim League demands on the principle of
self-determination two Sovereign Muslim States, in
the North-Western and Eastern zones of India.
These states will correspond in size to the areas
represented by Punjab, Kashmir, Sindh, N.W.E.P.
and Baluchistan in the North-West and the greater
part of Bengal and a part of Assam in the East-
They occupy important strategic position on the
two extreme land frontiers of India, and will be
mainly responsible for the defence of India from
foreign aggression by land. Before dealing with
these states in their economic aspect, some important
figures are given below to give an idea of their
Importance,

Autonomous units Area in Population. Revenue
Sq. Miles. in lacs. in lacs.
1. Punjab (excluding. 84152 194,74 1100
Ambala Division.)

2. Kashmir 84258 36.46 300
3. Sindh 46378 38.87 370
4. N.W . F.P, 13518 24.25 180
5. Baluchistan 134638 8.68 43.4
(including states)
6, Frontier Tribal 22838 22.59 (not known)
territory
7, States of Chamba,
Munde, Suket, Bilas- 5895 9,10 79.8

pur; Kapurthala and
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Malerkutla.
8. Bhawulpur and 21484 12.10 643

Khairpur.

Total. 413161 346.79 2127
Eastern Pakistan State :-
1. Bengal excluding 55600 360 950

districts of Dar-
jeeling and Jalpai-
guri in the North
and 5 districts of
Burdwan, Hoogli,
Midnapur, Bir-
bhum and Bankura
in South West.

2. Sylhet and Goal- 9261 37 86
para districts of
Assam.

3. Tippera State. 4116 3 29
Total. 68978 400 1065

The figures supplied above will clearly indicate
that in area, population and revenue, the two Pakis-
tan States can compare favourably with any of the
existing independent Muslim States. The tptal
revenue given does not include the revenue raise
by the Central Government from Central sources.
The sources of Central révenue are (1) Customs
(2) Excise (3) Salt (4) Currency (5) Post and
Telegraph (6) Income Tax and (7) - Railways.
income under those heads is also calculated for to¢
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two Pakistan States separately, the total revenue
from all sources of Western Pakistan State will be
raised from 2137 lacs to 3500 lacs and of Eastern
Pakistan State from 1065 lacs to more than 3 times
the present provincial revenue, Customs, is an
important source of income to the two Pakistan
States. The revenue raised by Central Govern-
ment in Sindh under customs, excise, salt and
Income tax amounts to 566 lacs and in Bengal to
2379 lacs. Figures for income from railways, post
and telegraph and currency are not available, but
they will also reveal a substantial increase. Hence
at a fair estimate, it can be safely said that the
total revenue of each of the two Pakistan States
will exceed thirty five crores of rupees from all
sources. It will be worth while to compare the
. Pakistan States with the four leading Muslim
States:—

Name of State. Area in Popula- Revenue
' Sq. Miles tion in in
millions crores
1. Turkey 294416 18 40
2. Egypt 383000 16 35
3. Iran 628000 15 15
4. Afghanistan 270000 12 9
5. W. Pakistan 413161 35 35
6. E. Pakistan 68971 40 35

_ In Turkey and Egypt, a large proportion of
income is derived from customs and sea transit
duties on goods passing through the Dardenelles in

Turkey and the Suez canal in Egypt. In the two
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Pakistan States, too, a large proportibn of the
revenue will be obtained from customs collected
mainly in the seaports of Karachi and Calcutta.

Here it is necessary to consider what is called
the problem of deficit provinces in Pakistan. Itis
alleged sometimes that the North Western Pakistan
State will not be able to meet the expenditure on
defence as well as the ordinary expenditure on the
maintenance of internal law and order, civil admi-
nistration and other beneficial departments. Itis
satd in particular, that Sindh, N.W.F.P. and
Baluchistan can never become self-supporting in
view of their poor economic resources. This
requires careful examination.

Let us consider first the present position, of
cach of these arcas separately. I take up Sindh
first. At present the Central Government advan-
ces roughly a crore of rupees to the Provincial
Government of Sindh to meet the excess of expen-
diture over its income. This aid has heen fixed for
10 years and at the expiry of the period in 1945, 1t
will be progressively decreased. It has been
calculated by financial experts that Lloyd Barrage
Scheme will in due course make the Province
entirely self-supporting. With proper utilization
of the water of river Sindh for irrigation purposes
area under cultivation will rapidly expand in Sindh
and will yield to the Government additional in-
come under water taxes and land revenue. But
even if Sindh continues in its present condition,
it cannot be called a deficit province and deprived
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on thix basis of {ts ught to independent existence
asa member State of Pakistan Federation. The
critics wha call Sindh o deficit Pravinee forget that
it contributes ta the Central vevenues Rs. 566 lacs
under customs and mcome tax and also a further
substuntial amount under Railwavs, If a propor-
tion of mcome under customs, say 20 per cent s
alloted to the provincial Government, Sindh  can
become entirely self-supporting. irrespective of any
devalopments thar may take place under a scheme
of agricultural expansion,

The N. W. F. P. and Baluchistan receive
together more than a crore and a half rupees from
the Cenrral Government. But this aid is not meant
for the internal administration of these areas.
Figures of gross expenditure for the N. W, F. P. in
1931-32 show that out of an cxpenditure of Rs 323.
47 lakhs, Rs 2.1 54 lakhs were spent on political
work, Rs. 126.10 lakhs on Frontier watch and
ward. Rs 3.1.74 lakhs on Police and Rs. 38.19 lakhs on
Civil works. Most of the expenditure incurred has
really no concern with the civil administration of
the province. and can proprerly be laid to the
account of the Central Government under the head
Defence. The revenue actually raised from the
province is quite sufficient to meet the ordinary
requirements of the provincial Government. The
same can be said of British Baluchistan.

The question however may be asked if each
Pakistan federation raises sufficient revenue to
meet ordinary provincial cxpenditure, how will the
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Central Government function and carry on its
responsibility for the defence of the frontiers
against aggression. This question will naturally lead
us to discuss what are the Central and Provincial
subjects, and how should the scope and sphere
of cach be defined. The Pakistan State is to bea
federation of autonomous units. The Centre will be
delegated such powers as are agreed upon by the
common consent of the Federating units and are
considered indispensible for the proper function of
the Federal Government. Obviously, Defence,
Foreign affairs, Communication, Currency, Post
and Telegraph will be the special concern of the
Centre, while the autonomous units will possess all
residuary powers, not delegated to the Centre. To
make the Centre self-supporting, certain sources of
revenue will haveto be allotted to it. Of these
customs, income-tax, excise, salt, railways, posts and
telegraphs and currency will form as at present
the main sources of income for the Central Govern-
ment. Assuming that the federating units will be
self-supporting, the Central Government of West-
ern Pakistan will be able to raise income under

these heads:—
1. Customs crore
2. Railways
3. Excise
4, Salt
5. Income Tax 1
6. Posts and Telegraphs

and Currency

"

At

”
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7. Import tax on land 4.
fronticrs
Total 20

L3Y

Thus approximately a sum of 20 crore rupees
will be available 1o the Pakistan Federation for ex-
penditure on defence and other federal services.
Undoubredly, this income is verv small when com-
pared with the normal defence budget of Govern-
ment of India which comes to not less than 50
crores. But it should be borne in mind that more
than 50 .. of this expenditure can be curtailed by
ecomomising under military allowances and  salaries
of British troaps which form an important clement
in India’s army and also by effecting a general reduc-
tion in expenditure, If purely native troops are
maintained, and if much of their equipment which
is at present purchased from England is produced
in India. there will be a tremendous saving in mili-
tary expenditure.

Further. the government owed its heavy
military expenditure in the past to its aggressive
Frontier policy. The Pakistan Government will
not be alien to the people on the other side of the
Frontier and will enter into a mutual pact of peace
and good will with Afghanistan. All bitterness
which at present prevails in the Tribal Territory
against the British Government will disappear
The tribesmen will be appeased by political and
economic concessions and will gradually settle
down to a peaceful life. If Afghanistan witha
limited budget of 9 crores a year can maintain
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strong and powerful armies on 3 sides of its fron-
tiers where it has to face Iran, Russia. and India
respectively, there is no reason why Pakistan Federa-
tion will not be able to maintain stronger armies
with twice 1its total budget from the Central re-
venues alone.

The Eastern Pakistan State presents no acute
Frontier problem. It will however have to maintain
armies for defence against Hindu India which will
bound it on three sides. As the income under the
Central revenues will be twice that raised under
the provincial heads, it will be easy for it to manage
defence etfectively. Figures below will show the
proportion of income rased at present in Bengal
and Assam under provincial and Central Heads.

Province Income under Provincial Income under

heads in crore - Central Heads.
in crore
" Bengal 12,76 . 23.79
Assam 2.58 1.87
Total 15.34 25.87

If the actual boundary limits of the Eastern
Pakistan State are taken into consideration, and 7
districts are excluded from Bengal and only Sylhet
and Goalpara districts of Assam.are included, the
income under provincial and ceatral heads will
diminish by the jth in Bengal and %rd in Assam. But
still a total of about 11 crores will be left for ordin-
ary internal expenditure and about 19 crores tor
Ceuntral expenditure. Thus Easterh Pakistan otate
will b2 competent enough to meet expenditure on
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defence and will stand financially on a secure
footing. '

Both the Pakistan States will remain mainly
agricultural at the outset. There is abundant scope
for further development of agriculture in the
Punjab and Sindh. The forest wealth of Kashmir
has yet to be fully exploited. Pastoral occupations
will still provide living to a large number of people
in Baluchistan and other parts of Pakistan. The
soil in Bengal and parts of the Punjab is very rich.
The Monsoons secure a plentiful harvest to Bengal
while the Punjab and Sindh owe much of their
agricultural wealth to their irrigation system throu-
gh canals. Raw materials and foodstuffs are grown
in abundance. The Western Pakistan State not
merely raises corn forits own needs, but has also
sufficient surplus to export. Raw cotton, oilseeds,
hides and skins are other important articles of it,s.
exports. The Eastern State produces rice, cotton
jute, and tea. Bengal is famous as a jute producing
.and manufacturing centre.

Industrialization presents favourable prospects
in both the States. Bengal seems to have greater
opportunities in this respect. The exclusion of
some districts in the west will deprive it of m'uch
of its coal, but its proximity to the coal mines
of Chota Nagpur and Bihar, will enable it to pay a
* higher price for coal than other Provinces of India
remotelv placed from Bihar. Jute industry is al-
ready responsible for 62% of Bengals exports. In
1928 there were 85 jute mills with a daily average
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of 325, 19 operatives and 12 cotton mills with
12731 operatives.  Eastern Pakistan State is sure to
become o z’n:mtactlmni counzry in due course.
There are cerwain clhicumstances which  specially
favour it A densely populated country with an
area compaw ively sn zii to its large population

bestiles turnishin he @ st ady flow of labour presents
no difficulcies of distance and cost of convevance
Bangal has a moist climate and has an easy access
to raw mater 'xic both in the home market as well
as ' the rest of India: hence it can develop textile
industry in cotton besides jure. It is connecred
through 1ts seaport of Calcutca with all the martime
Provinces of India while it maintains contact by
land with Bihar. Orissa and Assem. Hence Is

antfzﬂ position is also a great asset to it in the en-
couragement of rrade and industry. Calcufta ranks
first in the volume of trade that passes through 1ts
harbour. Caprital and labour are the two essentials
for the ndustrialisation of a country : these
are avauable to a sutficient extent 1In Bengal:
Jute indust:v has in the past enriched the Bengal
mill-owners while Czlcutta in view of its large se2
borne and 'niand trade reckons among its merchants
some of the richest in India. Minerals particularly
coal and iron can be imported from the neighbour-

. - . . - 3
ing mines of Bihar. Chora Nagpur and excluded
districts of Bengal. The rising population of Eas-
rern Pakistan State will supply an easy home market
for the consumption of many of irs new indus

trial products.
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Western Pakistan State is not yet fully
exploited so far asits mineral wealth is concerned.
Itis said to be rich in certain minerals. Salt and coal
are worked in mines in the western-Punjab while
petroleum is also obtained in Attuck District. There
1s however still much scope for the further discovery
and . development of oil-wells in Baluchistan and
Sindh. Internal resources of Kashmir also require
surveying. The Punjab and Kashmir are particularly
fortunate in respect of water-power which they
can obtain from the rivers as they descend from
mountains and from numerous water-falls. Mundi
Hydro-Electric Works which derive water power
from Uhal river, are alone sufficient to meet the
industrial requirements of the whole Province. The
- cheap supply of electric power will enable the
- people to utilise forest wealth and mineral resources
of Pakistan. The oil-wells recently discovered
in Baluchistan and Sindh if properly worked, will
be sufficient to meet the demand of the whole of

Pakistan.

As T said before, agriculture has still a great
scope for expansion. The Lloyd Barrage in Sindh,
the Sutluj valley project, Emerson Barrage and
Thal Project have released thousands of acres of
wasteland for cultivation and in due course, they
will help in increasing the total output of agri-
cultural produce to an enormous limit.

Certain parts of Pakistan are suitable for the
development of special industries. Baluchistan,
N.W.F.P. and Kashmir grow fruit abundantly and
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so fruit industry can be developed on husiness
s:calg. In the  hilly districts  herboriculture
floriculture and sericulture can be encouraged'
Industries based on agricultural products can be
developed.  Straw-boards can be made from wheat
stalk : paper from rice stalk : alchol from potatoes:
cellular and artificial silk from maize stalks and
sugarcane refuse.

The Pakistan Government can play an im-
portant part in encouraging industry. The State
can advance bounties to support new industries
in their stage of infancy: it may lend money on
casy terms to promote small scale industries;
it may establish new factories under its own super-
vision. It may further impose heavy taxes on
manufactured goods from other countries to
protect its own industries. The shortage of coal and
iron and other minerals may be made good by
utilising water power, by working out newly
discovered oil-wells and by importing them from
abroad. The long distance of the sea-port of
Karachi from the inland areas of the north is a
great handicap for the development of external
trade to the fullest extent but if these areas are
connected by air service and by motorable roa;‘ls
and railway lines with the neighbouring countries
of Afghanistan, Central Asia, China and Tibet 2
great stimulus can be given to the development of
trade and industry over land. At present the
external trade of Kashmir is on a very meagre
scale, but with the development of the means of
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communication, the products of Kashmir will
find new markets beyond the State limits.

We close this narration with the confidence
that the proposed Pakistan States will make rapid
strides in the economic field, and. will besides
developing their agricultural wealth, take their
place in due course among the advanced industrial
countries of the world. Financially, these States
will be strong enough to balance their budgets and
to meet expenditure under federal responsibilities.
The people in general will find sufficient employ-
ment in agricultural pursuits, while the urban
element in cities and towns will seek new avenues
of employment through the development of
industry and trade. :



PART III
GENERAL CRITICISMS

I. Pakistan & India’s Defence

A Hindu Professor in an article in the Civil
and Military Gazette, of November 22, draws the
conclusion that Hindus will risk the loss of the whole
of India in order to prevent Pakistan. He admits
that Hindus will have nothing to fear from the
establishment of two Muslim States on the borders
of India and even advances some fantastic arguments
from history to prove that “the Hindu majority
living in the rest of India will be able to establish
its domination on these two sovereign Muslim
States.” Naturally one could expect from the
confidence that the Professor has in the" wvast
resources in man power and in the inexhaustible
material resources of Hindu India,” that he should
not display undue nervousness in the future of his
country. But one is simply surprised at the strange
arguments he chooses to oppose Pakigtan. He
thinks that the establishment of two Muslim States
on the borders of India will make it difficult to .
defend India against powers such as Germany, Russia
and Japan; and will deprive Hindu India of the
strengthen her defence on her

opportunity to :
by His second reason is that the

natural frontiers.
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establishment of Pakistan will lead to religious wars

between organised sovereign states within  the
borders of India.

On careful examination it will be evident
that this line of reasoning is absoiutely misleading.
It the desire of every nation to reach strategical
frontiers is conceded, many independent nations
whose territories are not bounded by natural
frontiers will cease to exist.  Almost all the states
of South America have no natural frontiers to
separate one from the other, but their absence does
not imply that smaller states like Equador, Paraguay
and Uruguay have no right to exist. Similarly, no
natural or strategical frontiers can be devised in
Europe if small nations who have now been
over-powered by Nazi Germany are to regain their
independence. Belgium,  Holland, Denmark,
Poland, and a host of other States have no real
frontiers worth the name to separate them from their
neighbour Germany,but that is no reason to deprive
them of their independence. This insistence on
strategical frontiers leads a country to Imperialism
of the worst type. If one nation seeks expansion
at the expense of another, on the plea that its own
defence cannot be strengthened without annexing
the territory of the other, this will be considered an
act of pure aggression by the sane-minded people all
over the world. If this right is recognised then the
aggressor nation has no limit to its schemes of
territorial expansion. If we accept this‘ pr%n'mpl.e,
Germany, Russia and Japan can all be justified in
their aggressive designs on their neighbours. To
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take a particular example, Soviet Russia considers
an independent Finland, a conscant danger to its
own security as Finland in league with Germany
threatens the Russian capital of Leningrad, but this
strategic consideration in the interest of Soviet
Russia cannot be regarded a sufficient reason to
deprive Finns of their independence. '

The real remedy to provide security to a coun-
try from the threat of danger from outside lies in
the establishment of a New World Order in which
all nations whether big or small will work in co-
operation. Experience has proved that the peace’
of the world has always been disturbed by the rise
of powerful nations. It will be ignoring the lessons
of History if powerful nations are allowed to grow
unchecked without there being a corresponding
arrangement for the protection of their weaker
~peighbours. If we admit now that the threat from
Germany Russia or Japan will be a permanent facror
in the future relations of mankind, there will be
no justification for the restoration of independent
States in Europe after the defeat of Nazi Germany
nort it will be desirable to allow the Muslim States
of Western Asia to continue in their independent
existence. Burma, too, will have no right to demand
independence in view of the permanent threat from
Japan. Even ‘a united India will be hardly able to
stand aggression from outside as has been the case
of China which despite its vast resources in man-
power and inexhaustible .materx.al resources has
failed to defend its territories adainst a far smaller
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nation, with population and resources six times less
than those of China. This line of reasoning goes
against the plea for the complete independence of
India as it proves to the hilt that India cannot main-
tain her independence without the protecting hand
of Great Britain whether India is united or
divided, it is immaterial as long as strong and
powerful nations like Germany, Russia or Japan
continue to threaten the peace of the world.

One has to admit plainly that either the danger
from powerful nations will be a constant threat to
the peace of the world or that it will vanish and
- give place to a new world order which will recog-
nise the right of eyery nation big or small to govern
itself. If the former view is held, and the Profes-
sor seems to be a victim to it at present then the
question of -divided or undivided India will not
solve India’s problem of defence. Burma’s separa-
tion in the East or the creation of two Muslim
states on the borders of India willnot weaken India’s
defence. Rather it will range on the side of Great
Britain some new States each of which will be de-
termined in the interest of its own security to place
at the disposal of the former all her resources.
Threat from a common danger will be equally
felt by Hindus and Muslims and they will ungrudg-
ingly furnish their respective quotas to ward off
the danger that threatens them all alike. . The
proposed Muslim States along with Burma, Ceylon
and other self-governing Dominioins will become .
members of the British Commonwealth of Nations
and will be pledged to come to the aid of one
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another in the event of danger threatening one or
all. Even now the Muslim leaders are alive to the
danger from Nazism but they cannot contribute
ctfectively towards victory unless they are given
the necessary power to win the confidence of the
Muslim public and this is only possible in a scheme
of independence which will leave the predominant
Muslim areas to determine their own future
government. ‘
On the other hand, if the view is held that
the New World Order will establish relations
between nation and nation on the basis of equality
the Hindus will have nothing to fear from the
establishment of two sovereign Muslim States.
The necessity of securing strategic frontiers will
disappear and hence it will become ’unjustiflablte
to deprive a nation of its liberty simply on this
consideration. The second argument that Pakistan
will lead to religious wars between organised states
within the borders of India is a gross mis-statement
Hindus and Muslims have lived together in the
same state as well as in separate states in the past
but History dose not record any events where
Hindu and Muslim States were simply inspired
by religious motives to wage war against eachl
other. The Bahmani Kingdom of Deccan and éts
five off-shoots were the neighbours of the Hindu
state of Vijyanager but they never fought any
battle on the issue of religion. Their wars,werse
the result of the ambitions of the reigning prmceté
The French after the last war_established zepigam
republics for the Muslim and Christian Ar2

L

~
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Syria, and "though Christians and Muslims were
mixed together in both these republics, no quarrels
‘ever arose between them on religious questions.
Once it is conceded that a people whether followers
.of one religion or the other are a majority in a
compact .area of well-defined limits, they cannot be
deprived of the right to self-determination on
the flimsy excuse that this will lead to religious wars
with their neighbours. If this excuse is held wvalid,
evenn Afghanistan will not deserve its present
:independence as it is bound to interfere in the
interest of her Pathan citizens and Muslim co-
religionists if the latter are ill-treated by the Hindu
-majority in their fancied scheme of United India.

Pakistan scheme introduces a balanced system

‘of checks. Minorities in Muslim India as well as in
Hindu India will, besides being assured of statutory
-safeguards, be protected on reciprocal considera-
tions. It is quite natural, if Muslim minorities are
oppressed in Hindu India, it will lead to repurcus-

sions in Muslim India, But the fear of provoking

reprisals will exercise a detrimental effect on

majorities.  The liability before world’s moral

opinion as well as the reponsibility of the oppressing

state before the neighbouring state will be quite

sufficient to hold in check the danger of communal

tension, Supposing for.the sake of argument, that

the Muslim State will be the aggressor in future,

Hindu India will be too powerful to protect the

interests of Hindu minorities, and if its repeated

warnings do not prove of any avail, it has a right to
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conguer and annex Muslim states. It is unstates-
manlike to prejudge an issue in which both sides
are equally interested. I see no logic that Hindus
should risk the loss of the whole of India to
prevent Pakistan when even after its establishment
the majority living in the rest of India will be able
to establish ity domination on the two Muslim
sovercign states,  If the Hindus are determined to
oppose Pakistan even if they will risk the whole of
India, the Muslims will be equally strengthened to
resist the cstablishment of a Federal Government
¢ven though it may dclay the independence of
India for cver. The creation of two sovereign
Muslim Srates is the only check upon the aggressive
designs of Hindu Imperialists, and if the destruction
of this check is the be-all and end-all of their
cfforts. then the only way to restore confidence of
the Muslims is the destruction of aggressive Hindu
nationalism which is at the root of the whole mis-
chief and does not recognise the right of any other
nation to live under its own terms.



2. Rajen Babu’s Rejoinder to
Mr. Jinnah

[I]

B, Rajendra Prashad, in his rejoinder to a state-
ment issued from Madras on 17th April by Mr. M.,
A, Jinnah, tries to convince that the two points
raised in the statement are quite untenable and
open to grave objections. According to him the
two points raised by Mr. Jinnah are:—(1) The
Congress need not wait for the details of the scheme
of Pakistan but should accept tha principle forth-
with and then the details may be worked out. (2)
The Congress is responsible for the failure of negot-
lations to arrive at a settlement and that the Cong-
ress position was most arrogant and dictatorial.

Let us see how the League President puts
these points in his owe statement and how he
argues his case, It will then be proved how for the
argument advanced by Babu Rajendra Prashad are
based on facts and represent a 5incere attempt on
his part to clarify matters,

As to the first point, Mr. Jinnah thus stated
hiscase: ‘“My attention has been drawn to the
statement issued by Babu Rajendra Prashad from
Patna on April, 16. I gather that he is not opposed
to the basic principles of the scheme of partitioning
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India but that he wants full details of the scheme
and then alone the Working Committee of the Con-
gress will be pleased to discuss it. Will it not be
a more logical course that the Congress should first
make up its mind and accept the basic principles
laid down in the Lahore resolution of the All-India
Muslim League popularly known as Pakistan ?

In support of this point, Mr. Jinnah thus
proceeds, “Babu Rajendra Prashad with his judicial
mind ought to know that first the principle of
partitioning India must be agreed upon, then alone
comes the question of what ways and means should
be adopted to give effect to .that decision. The
question of details will arise then, and with good
-will, understanding and statesmanship we shall. let
us hope. settle them among ourselves. Where there is
a will, there is a way. Has Babu Rajendra Prashad
known any cxample where the details have been
discussed before, without the principle having been
accepted ? Even in the case of partition of joint
families with which Babu Rajendra Prashad is so
familiar, there is either an agreement or a decree and
then comes the question how best and equitably to

divide the property.”

Continuing his argument, Mr. Jinnah thus
lucidly points out, “The latest example in history Is
that of Ireland. The constitution of north and sc_Juth
Ireland was finally agreed upon after the -principles
and the basis of division were settled. So was the
case with Burma.. Similarly the decision to separate
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Sind was taken first and then the details of the
scheme were considered and given effect to”

To this concise and clear exposition of the
case, Babu Rajendra Prashad gives the evasive reply.
“I do not know why and how Mr. Jinnah has
gathered that I am not opposed to the basic
principles of the scheme of partition of India. I
want the details of the scheme of partition of India
as embodied in the resolution of the Muslim League,
to enable me to judge its implications and to
understand what I am expected to accept.”He
denies the analogy of joint Hindu family and asks
Mr. Jinnah, “Does he admit that the Hindus and
Muslims ot India have so far constituted one joint
family, and that a partition has now become neces-
sary ?”

Like a clever lawyer Babu Rajendra Prashad
evades the real issue whether partition is desirable
or not by laying emphasis on how the details of
partition will be worked out. If, as he says, the
Congress has declared more than once that India
is one and indivisible, why does he insist on being
supplied with details? The obvious conclusion
from his reply is that he is keen to know the details
in order to create a splitin the ranks of Muslims
on this point and to reap the benefits of a divide
and rule policy. He has disclosed his real motives
by his showing in contrast the various schemes con-
cerning the partition of India and by his enquiring,
“what are the territories to be included in the two
zones ?”
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The Lahore resolution of the League cleatly
lavs down that “geographically contiguous units
should be demarcated into regions which.should be
so constituted, with such territorial adjustments as
may be necessary, that the areas in which the Mus-
lims are numerically in a majority, as in the north-
western and eastern zones of India, should be group-
cd to constitute independent States in which the
constituent units shall be autonomous and sove-
reign,”

In the light of this resolution, itis easy to
know what are the territories likely to be included
in the two Muslim zones. The League has not
so far given official recognition to any one of the
schemes which Babu Rajendra Prashad has referred
to in his rejoinder, but it has laid broad outlines
which lead to clear results. The North-western
zone is bound to include the Punjab. the Frontier
Province. Sind. Kashmir and Baluchistan as
Muslims form a numerical majority in every one
of these units and they are geographically

contiguous.

If the Muslims can be a party to any readjustment
of frontiers, that can only be in the exclusion of
Ambala Division from the Punjab, as it does not
form really a part of it. The Punjab proper is the
land of the five rivers which fertilise the vast stretch
of territory between the Indus and the Sutluj
rivers. . |
The Eastern Muslim zone will comprise the
whole of Eastern Bengal, Sylhet and Goalpara Dis-



RAJEN BABU’S REJOINDER 151

‘tricts of Assam and parts of Western Bengal. Here
again the readjustment of frontiers is possible but
the governing principle will be that all geographi-
cally contiguous areas where Muslims are numerical-
ly in a majority will be grouped together to form an
independent State. The Muslims form one-fourth
of the total population of India; they are entitled to
claim national homelands in the nogpthern and
eastern zones on the basis of their numerical
strength.

Babu Rajendra Prashad still seems to be under
the delusion that the Muslims are a minority in
India on the analogy of Jews in Europe and that
India being one indivisible, Muslims cannot be
conceded any rights except what the Congress High
command may be pleased to confer out of grace
and good will. Muslims are not bound to furnish
details of the scheme of partition to any third
party, unless the same agrees first to recognise the
justice of its cause.

Babu Rajendra Prashad, in dealing with the
Pakistan case, uses the same argument that is con-
demned by the Congress when used by the British
Government. He wants to know a detailed scheme
of partition enjoying popularity among all sections
of Muslims. Exactly so Mr. Amery makes it a
condition prior to his consent that all the principal
elements of India’s population should agree on the
kind of constitution they want. To repeat Mr.
Amerys’ words. “the framework of India’s new con-
stitution should be devised not by the British
Parliament, but by Indians themselvesand it must
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be the outcome of an agreement among the principal
clc‘m‘cnts in India’s natural life.” If the Congress
can insist on independence first and the details of
the constitution to be worked out afterwards, it has
no right to demand full details of Pakistan scheme
first before agreeing to the basic principles under-
1}"ing it. If Mr.Amery is hypocritical and insincere in
his professions, Babu Rajendra Prashad cannot claim
mmmunity from a similar charge. But if it is admitt-
ed that the British Government has every right to
know how the Indians are likely to agree upon the
actual working of the new constitution that they
demand, the Congress too as representative of
Hindus can claim to know the details of the scheme
of Pakistan in so far as they will affect their interests.

Let the Congress first concede that a new
constitution should be devised in agreement with
the principal elements in India’s national life, then
alone it can claim the right to know the details of
the Pakistan Scheme. Failure to comply with the
first condition, on the part of Congress exonerates
Muslim League from all responsibility to comply

with the second condition.

Just as Babu Rajendra Prashad wants the details
of the scheme of partition of India to enable him
to judge its implications and to understand what
he is expected to accept, in the same strain Mr.
Amery can press for the details of a scheme of con-
stitution framed in accordance with Indian con-
ception, Indian conditions and Indian needs to en-
able him to judge whether it represents the free
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consent of all important scctions of India and to
understand what he is expected to accept.

Babu Rajendra Prashad in his reply to the first
point raised by Mr. M. A, Jinnah, further raises
some questions which in his opinion admit of no
answers, Quoting from “Thoughts on Pakistan,”
he says that the revenue of Muslim States will be
36 crores and that of the rest of India 120 crores.
The revenue of the Muslim States, in his opinion,
1s not sufficient to maintain a powerful land force,
a navy and air force. with all the necessary equip-
ment of a modern army.

Babu Rajendra Prashad should know that this
revenue is four times that of Afghanistan and three
times that of Persia and will enable the Muslim
States to raise a formidable army superior in
strength and equipment to that of any neighbour-
ing Muslim country.

Moreover, by entering into non-aggression
pacts with the other Muslim States and by follow-
Ing a policy of appeasement towards the frontier
tribes, the danger of invasion from north-west will
" be averted once for all, The real danger to the
security of Muslim States can lie from Hindu India.

If Babu Rajendra Prashad thinks that the
financial resources of the Muslim States will not
enable them to maintain their independence in face
of the vast resources of Hindu India, he is really
making an attempt to play upon Muslim fears of
Hindu might and wants to coerce them into accept-
ing the position of a subject race depending upon
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the protection of Hindu India. The Muslims would
have never held out the ideal of complete indepen-
dence before their minds if they had been con-
vinced, as Babu Rajendra Prashad seems to imagine
that they would not be able to maintain a modern.
army strong cnough to defend their states against
encroachments from Hindu India. A nation which
cannot. maintain its independence by its own
strength has no right to live and if in a future
combat, after India has achieved independence
Muslim  states will not be able to hold their own
against Hindu India, they will not blame thelr new
victors but will tacitly accept the consequences of
their defeat.  Babu Rajendra Prashad need not shed
crocodile tears on their behalf and feel disappointed
at their dire future prospects. Muslims have full
confidence in their own patriotic zeal and valour
and know well how to defend their hearths and

homes against aggression.

A sccond question raised by Babu Rajendra
Prashad is whether Sikhs and Hindus will be recruit:
ed in the armies maintained by Muslim states and
wherther a reciprocal treatment of Muslims will be

expected in Hindu India. |

The simple reply to this qu{astion is that
recruitment in the Pakistan Army will 'be open to
all classes of people but the proportion of each

will be fixed on an agreed principle

community 2ed |
the constitution.

which will be safeguarded by

As to the question that reciprocal treatment
of minorties is not possible where two states hol
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sovereign powers and cannot interfere in the affairs
of one another, one may point out that such
reciprocal treatment will be guaranteed in the
constitution. For example, the Sikhs in the Punjab
will be guarantecd certain rights through safeguards
in the constitution which will be considered among
the Fundamentals of the state. The Muslim state in
spite of these special rights of the Sikhs will continue
to be sovereign and independent. Similarly the
Muslims in Hindu India, will be guaranteed special
rights under the constitution.

In cases where a state oppresses its minorities
in contravention of the provisions of the constitution
which guavantee them protection, it may not be
legally possible for a neighbouring state to interfere.
but the risk involved in creating internal dissentions
will by itself be a sufficient check upon the
aggressive policy of the state. The rights of
minorities will be guaranteed before the new
constitution has come into force and not
as Babu Rajendra Prashad seems to think,
after the new states have come to function as
sovereign and independent states. Muslims insist
on the grant of reciprocal rights to minorities as.a
condition precedent to the forming of new states
but once these rights have been guaranteed on a
uniform agreed principle, no state will have the
legal right to interfere in the affairs of the other.
The minorities will have to depend upon the
safeguards of the constitution, backed by the good-
will and consent of the majority people,
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As long as minoritics will continue to enjoy
the special rights as safeguarded under the constitu-
tion, the chances of conflict with the majority in
power will never arise or if they arise at all through
some misunderstanding, will never take a serious
turn. In cases, however, where it becomes evident
on careful examination, that the majority is bent
upon oppressing the minorities,and is acting in clear
breach of the constitution, it is open to the latter
to use all measures possible in  the defence of its
own interests. The minorities may even invoke
the help of a neighbouring country which is
sympathetic to its cause and strong enough to
give material assistance.

The case of Sudeten Germans is a clear
instance in point. For about 20 years after the
" last European Woar, the Sudeten Germans lived
under the new State of Czecho-Slovakia, but as
the Czechs failed to win over the German
minority and followed a programme  of
nationalisation which endangered the rights of the
latter, dissensions arose in the State, and Hitler
availed himself of the opportunity to liberate first
the German minority and then to annex the whole
country. The Czechs discovered only when it
was too late that they had failed to appease the
minorities in the State. Had they taken into con-
fidence the minorities just when the new State of
Czecho-Slovakia came into existence. 20 years
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would have been a sufficiently long period in
cementing their relations with other nationalities.

There was a clear opportunity for the Czechs
to win over the German minority once for all
by offering it liberal concessions and by making
it feel that its lot was much better than that
of its kinsmen in Germany. But wunfortunately
in the hour of their pride and glory, the Czechs
openly trampled upon the rights of these mino-
rities and made systematic efforts to enforce Czech
language and culture in German-speaking parts of
the country. Had the Czechs pursued a liberal
policy towards the minorities, it is possible to
think that Hitler would not have been furnished
an excuse for interference and the course of
European history might have been changed. Hitler
in 1938 was not yet a terror for Europe nor could
it be anticipated, on the authority of the best military
experts of the time, that Germany was strong enough
to throw into a turmoil the whole of Europe. The
discontented German minorities in Czecho-Slovakia
and Poland were not yet prepared to see their
kinsmen in Germany involved in a world war for
their sake, the consequences of which would be
equally disastrous for all. Those who think
Germany was bound to interfere in the name of
German- minorities in the affairs of her neighbouring
States, however liberal concessions might have been
granted to them, ignore this important aspect of
the question that the German minorities in Czecho-
Slovakia and Poland would not have clamoured
for their separation, had they been assured of full
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protection of their interests in the States in which
they lived. Their contentment would have
exercised a restraining influence upon the ambitions
of Garmany, and might have spared other countries
the ravages of disastrous war. '

Babu Rajendra Prashad is utterly wrong in
supposing that safeguards for minorities will be
exercised only on reciprocal consideration in Hindu
and Muslim India, The Pakistan Scheme does not
imply that if Hindu India adopts the policy of_
oppressing its Muslim minorities, the Muslim States
will oppress Hindu minorities in retaliation. I
such a deplorable situation arises, it shall be the
moral duty of the Muslim States to see that their
non-Muslim minorities still continue undisturbed
in the enjoyment of their special rights. They
will still seek their strength in the united good will
of the majority and minority peoples and W{II
bring to bear their moral pressure on Hindu India
through the fulfilmeat of their own mmority
obligations. In cases. however, swhere the majorty
in power will be absolutely callous to all moral
appeals for the betterment of the lot of its mino-
rities, force may be used as a last resort 1f_tbe.
country interested in the fate of the minorities
considers itself strong enough to take up their

v

cause.
Babu Rajendra Prashad, however, thinks that
once a country is declared sovereign and mdei
it is free to manage its own Interna

endent, : s _
’ likes and the minorities will have no

affairs, as it
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right to look for protection to any reciprocal
consideration agreced upon with a neighbouring
country. This is all true on paper, but in practice
a government is bound in its treatment towards
minorities to observe certain important con-
siderations. Firstly, that its policy shall not drive
the minorities to a state of exasperation, leading
them on to open rebellion. Secondly, that
its policy shall not transgress the rights secured to
the minorities under safeguards. Thirdly. that
public opinion in general shall support its policy on
moral grounds: And f{inally, that irs policy shall
not involve the risk of entering into war with
another country interested in the lot of minorities.

Babu Rajendra Prashad does not seem to have
faith in any of these considerations and cites the
instance that Muslim countries have never interfered
in the past in the interest of Muslim minorities
in other countries. This view however, is based
upon superficial observation. None of the Muslim
countries refered to by him is strong enough to
interfere in the interests of Muslims elsewhere.
The fear that this interference may involve it in
war resulting in its own defeat has always exercised
a strong deterrent effect on a Muslim country.
Who can tacitly accept that Afghanistan is not
moved at all when the Muslims in Tribal areas are
unduly harassed by British authorities? What
prevents her from actively siding with the cause of
her Muslim brothers is the fear that the risk of
interference may cause her own ruin by involving
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her i war, with the whole might of the British
Empire. If one or all of the Muslim countries
had been First Class Powers on the line of certain
\\fo:?‘tcm nation, they would have never permitted
mx}!xons'()f their co-religionists in other countries
to remam content with a life of abject subjection.

History furnishes us many examples where
countries have effectively interfered in the interest
of the minoritics in which they were interested.
Crzarist Russia always claimed to be the protector of
Christian minoritics in the former Turkish Empire
while England and France on many occasions took
up the cvause of Copts in Egypt and Christians
and Jews i Syria and Palestine.

It i1s a mere flight of imagination to suppose
that once rwo countries become fully sovereign an
independent. they become absolutely secure from
the interference of one another and can pursue any
policy they like towards their minorities irrespective
of any cosideration, Supposing the American mino-
vity in Shanghal is put to death by the Japanese.
will not this provoke US.A. to an open war with
Japan. The plea that both countries are indepen-
dent and sovereign will not prevent one irom
interfering in the affairs of the other. Our Congress
friends in India take shelter in legal fictions and
shrases when thev suit their intetests and ignore
that these are open to other interpretations than

those concetved by them.
A typical instance of this is furnished where
Babu Rijendra Prashad thinks thar Pakistan an
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Hindustan as separate independent States will be
influenced by the intrigues of foreign powers and
will be drawn into hostilities. If this fear can be
considered a sufficient check to the creation of
independent States, Europe should not have been
split up into 26 national States and Hitler should
have been given credit for his attemptto unify
Europe under German domination with a view to
save it from all future wars.

Does Babu Rajendra Prashad wish to make it
a condition precedent to accepting the principle of
Pakistan that the Muslim States should have no
independent foreign policy of their own and that
they should always be guided in their foreign rela-
tions at the sweet will of Hindu India? Muslims
will be simple dupes if they can accept a new
definition of independence at the dictation of Con-
gress, which will practically reduce the Pakistan
States to a position of subservience. Babu Rajendra
Prashad has no right to know what will be the
foreign policy of Pakistan just as Mr. Amery cannot
bind down a free India to the foreign policy' of
Great Britain. Muslims want to live at peace and
it is enough tor B. Rajendra Prashad to know that
MuslimStates have never been aggressors in any
- war durng the last 200.years.

The Ottoman Empire in Turkey, the Muslim
States of Africa, Central Asia, Persia and Afghanis-
tan have always been on the defensive and the
various wars in which they were engaged and in
which many of them lost their independence were
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all inspired by ambitious designs on the part of
European powers. In India. too, prior to the
establishment of British rule, the Muslim States of
Bengal Oudh, Rohilkhand, Karnatic, Hyderabad,
Sindh and Mysore were never the aggressors in
any war that was fought with the East India Com-
pany or the Mahrattas. Pakistan’s foreign policy
will too follow on the traditions of Muslim States
in the past. It will be based upon two essential
considerations. (1) collaboration with other States
so as to form a strong barrier against Communism
and Fascism and (2) pursuit of peaceful relations

with all countries.
[ II1-]

Babu Rajendra Prashad is anxious to . know
the resources of Pakiscan, what shall be its future
programme of development, how it will pursue its
economic, exchange and currency policy. All these
questions concern the people of Pakistan and no-
body expects an outsider to look at these problems
with genuine sympathy and a desire for their
solution. Supposing for the sake of argument that
Pakistan pursues an exclusive economic policy in
the interest of its own people or does not possess
enough resources to guarantee 2 life of plenty and
prosperity for its people, can this be considered a
sufficient reason to deprive the people of indepen-
dence? The statesmen of Europe created a dozen
new States on the termination of thg last European
war, but none of them cared to enquire what would
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be their economic policy or programme of develop-
ment. The principle that every important nationa-
lity concentrated in a compact part of a country
had the right to exercise self-determination was
conceded first and the details were worked out
afterwards.

If economic or financial considerations had
prevailed, Austria Hungary would have never been
split up into half a dozen States and the various
nationalities would have been federated into a
common state with a federal government at the
Centre. Similarly, the Baltic Provinces on the
Western border of Czarist Russia had no justifica-
tion for torming independent States, if economic or
financial considerations had alone been the decisive
factor. Europe. however, was then awakened to a
new faith, a new creed and a new hope. It was to
concede the right of self-determination to those
minorities or peoples in Europe which had so far
been deprived of it. Those minorities that occupied
compact territories were assigned the status of
independent states while their kinsmen who were
still left as subject people in other States were
considered as true minorities deserving of safeguards
in the constitutions of their respective States. The
Magyars in their homeland in that part of Hungary
where they lived in a compact region were granted
the status of a nation and their kinsmen in
Rumania were assigned the rights of a minority.

On this principle which was extended to all
the new states of Europe, the same nationality.
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was a majority in one part of Europe enjoying the
status of _a sovereign state while it was treated as
a mnority in other parts of Europe. The
Rumanians. the Poles the Yugo-Slavs, the Magyars
the Finns, the Latvians, the Lithuaneans thé
Esthonians and the Austrians were majority péoples
in che respective regions assigned to them but were
treated as minorities in regions other than their

own.

. I.n so far as it was practically possible the
minority question was settled in Europe once for
all after the last war. Only such minorities were
deprived of the status of independent nationalities
as could not possibly be converted into majorities
by a readjustment of geographical frontiers.

Before the last war, 80 millions of people in
Central and North-Eastern Europe were considered
as minorities whose interests were not properly
defended in the countries of which they formed
important parts. But almost all these minorities
with the exception of Jews, who like Sikhs and
Christians of India did not form 2 compact majority
in any compact region, were given the status of
independent nations, Poland, Czecho-Slovakia
Austria, Hungary Finland, Esthonia, Latvia.
Lithuania were recognised as sovereign States
while Rumania and Serbia were enlarged to include
their kindred peoples. By this arrangement, the
former minorities of Russia. Germany and Austria-
Hungary were reduced from 30 millions to 20
millions or in other words, #ths of the minorities,



RAJEN BABU'S REJOINDER 165

were grouped into independent States and th still
remained minorities ‘as  before. In Poland, the
Poles formed 669 of the population but there still
lived 3% million jews, 2 million Germans, and some
millions of Russians.

If a statesman of Babu Rajendra Prashad’s bent
of mind had been given a position of authority in the
framing of the Treaty of Versailles, he would have
considered the settlement of minority problem, as
devised after the last war, as no solution and would
have straight away raised the issue. "So long as
some 20 millions of Europeans have still to remain as
minorities, it is no good to grant independence to 60
millions of them even though they occupy compact
parts of Europe.” According to him, 20 million Poles,
10 millions of Magyars, 7 millions of Austrians, the
nationalities of the Baltic Region, the Rumanians,
the Jugo-Slavs and the Czeco-Slovaks would not
have deserved independence as many millions of
their kindred people would have still to accept the
lot of minorities.

Lest there be any doubt on this point, I
refer to Babu Rajendra Prashad’s statement in
which he says, “One could have thought Pakistan
suggested a solution of the communal problem. It
docs not touch that question at all as it leaves
Muslim minorities in the so-called Hindu India
and Hindu minorities in the so-called Pakistan as
they are to-day”.. .

This statement shows a deliberate misunder-
standing of the whole minority problem of India.
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The Pakistan Scheme provides national homelands
in the Northern and Eastern zones of India for
more than 2/31d of Indian Muslims and reduces the
Muslim minority of 90 millions to that of 25
millions under Hindu India, and yet Babu Rajendra
Prashad has the hardihood to say that the Pakistan
scheme does not touch the minority question at
all! Even a fool can decide whether to choose full
independence for 65 millions of his co-religionists
or a permanent enslavement and subjection for 90
millions of them. Does Babu Rajendra Prashad
suppose that Muslims do not understand what is
vital to their own interests ? Has he any other
alternative proposal as a panacea for India’s ills?

The Muslims have offered a workable propo-
sition which alone is possible under the peculiar
conditions of India. This proposition follows the
lines that have been tried in Europe. It may not
solve the communal problem in its entirety, but
will minimise its importance and reduce it to the
narrowest possible limits. The fact of Muslim
minorities remaining in Hindu India and of Hindu
minorities remaining in Muslim India cannot stand
as a permanent bar in the way of giving trial to ‘the
Pakistan Scheme just as the existence of 20 millions
of minorities in the new states of Europe created
or enlarged after the last war, could not be conside-
red sufficient argument for depriving these states
of the right to self-determination.

If the Muslim States will have minorities, it
will be solely because there is no other course open
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to convert them into majorities. Similarly the
Muslim minorities in Hindu India will have to
suppress their aspiration, for independence simply
because they are not entitled to claim independence
on the principle of self-determination. A true
minority, which is scattered over a country and
does not muster strong in any compact part so as
to form a majority, cannot claim independence on
any modern test Even if it is placed in power
under a scheme of compromise, it cannot retain its
power for long. Supposing the 12 percent of Sikhs
in the Punjab or 14 per cent of Muslims in the
U.P. are put in power in their respective provinces.
Shall they be able to retain it permanently ? The
answer to this question alone can decide whether
minorities forming a part of the population in a
Province can claim status of independent nationa-
lities.

I now take up the second point in Mr. Jinnah’s
statement to which exception has been taken by
Babu Rajendra Prashad in his rejoinder. Mr. Jinnah
is reported to have said that the Congress is res-
ponsible for the failure of negotiations to arrive at
a settlement and that the Cougress position was
most arrogant and dictatorial. Babu Rajendra
Prashad himself admits that during the conversa-
tions which had taken place during the last three
or four years between Mr. Jinnah and the represen-
tatives of the Congress, the two parties could never
progress, beyond the preliminary stage of setting
their respective status and no concrete proposals
for a settlement of the communal question arose.
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On two occasions as stated by Mr. Jinnah,
opportunities for a communal settlement were only
frustraced by the refusal of the Congress to recog-
nise the Muslim League as the authoritative and
representative  organisation of the Muslims of
India. Mr. Subhas Bose, in a letter dated Octo-
ber 2. 1938, addressed to Mr. Jinnah, definitely
asserted that “the League does not expect the Con-
gress to acknowledge its status as the authoritative
Muslim  organisation of India. If this viewis
accepted by the League, 1 am authorised to state
the Working Committee will confer with the
Committee that may be appointed by the League.”
On the second occasion when Babu Rajendra
Prashad was the President of the Congress, the
Lzague was required to support the resolution of
the Congress Working Committee concerning the
demand for immediate independence of India and
the declaration of the right of the people to frame
their own constitution by means of a constituent
assembly which was to be elected on the basis of
adult franchise. But when the League put forth
its claim for equal status with the Congress as a
representative organ of Muslims, the Congress was

unable to agree.

Babu Rajendra Prashad justifies this attitude of
the Congress on the flimsy grounds (1) that 'the
Working Committee of the Congress had received
warnings against recognising the executive status
of the League,-(2) that there were other Muslim
organisations functioning independently of the
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League, so that some of them were staunch
supporters of the Congress (3) and that there were
individual Musalmans who were Congressmen and
exercised no in-considerable influence in the
country.

Now this argument clearly implies that the
Congress has withheld recognition from the Mus
lim League as an authoritative and representative
organ of Muslims on the sole ground that it does
not represant all classes of Muslims. Does nota
similar argument apply to the Congress when it
poses to stand for the interests of India as a whole
and-considers itself as the sole representative organ
of India's political aspirations? If the League does
not represent the Muslims of India as a whole, the
Congress too does not represent Hindus as a whole
not to say of the Muslims, the depressed classes, and
the Indian Princes who do not recognise its
authority, If it can be said that the Congress can
claim support for its cause among a large number of
Muslims, the same can be said for Muslirn League
which is supported by the minorities in general—the
Depressed Classes, the Justice Party, the Christians
and Anglo-Indians.

Mr. Amery has repeatedly refused to
acknowledge Congress as the only party that counts
in India, as he believes that the Congress wants an
India to be governed by Congress for Congress on
Congress lines. He challenges its representative
character on the ground that it does not command
the confidence of the League and other interests.
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'I;his is exactly the same argument as is used by the
Congress in its dealings with the Muslim League.

If the Congress has the right to question the
representative character of the Muslim League on
the ground that it does notrepresentall Muslims
the British Government has an equal right to assert
that the Congress does not represent all classes of
people in India. '

The Congress holds the British Government
responsible for not coming to terms with it and
solving the present deadlock, but when the same
allegation is laid by the Muslim League against the
Congress for not coming to terms with it, the
League is considered to blame. The Congress
says to the Muslims, “present a united front and
you will get all that you demand,” but when the
same advice is given to it by Mr. Amery, it loses its
patience and threatens him with Civil Disobedience.
The Muslims fail to understand the logic that
guides the Congress mind. If the League cannot
be recognised as an authoritative and respresentative
body of Indian Muslims, why is the British Gov-
ernment asked to recognise the Coungress as the
auchoritative and representative body of India asa
whole ? According to the Congress way of thinking
both the‘League and Congress are unrepresentative
in chaiacter and hence have no right to speak for
the interests they claim to represent. The only
. 1‘em€dy to remmove this defect_ lies 1n, the um?ed
of forts of the principal elements in India's population

to present a common front.
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A Communal Settlement alone is the pre-
requisite essential to the success of any negotiations
with the British Government. The present
deadlock will never be solved unless the Congress
changes its attitude. The British Government
wants it to frame a constitution in consultation
with the Muslim League. The League on its part
requests it to come to terms with it. The depressed
classes have no confidence in Congress and have
joined hands with the Muslim League, The Justice
Party of Madras Presidency does not see eye to eye
with Congress. The Indian Princes do not recognise
its authority in their States. But still it takes its
stand on the high plane of infallibility for its ideals
and refuses to recognise justice in the voice of others.

"Does it not furnish a clear evidence that the
Congress alone is responsible for the ‘political
dead-lock ? Nothing but itsarrogant and dictatorial
position has prevented it so far from coming
down to face realities.



3. Supru’s Opposition to
- Pakistan.

[1]

) Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru in an article in the
Twentieth Century, under the caption “Mr.
Amery and Bombay Conference,” reminds the
British Government of the importance of preserv-
ing India’s geographical unity and expresses himself
strongly against any scheme which aims at the
dissection of India. In his earnestness to resolve
the present political deadlock, he suggests to the
British Government that it should enforce a new
constitution based on India's political unity and
offering safeguards to Muslims and other
minorities

The article is written in a strain which
seems to imply that it is primarily meant for the
consumption of the British people. I take up those
points in the article which bespeak of partisan
spirit and deliberately misrepresent the Muslim
case,
He thus starts, "I am glad that Mr. Amery
referred to the history of the 18th century in India,
for that isa period full of warnings to us. The
analogy of the 18th century holds good and that
should be a warning to the Hindus and Muslims
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alike.” What Mr. Amery actually meant in his
speech was that neither an India divided into a
number of warring states, as it was on the decline
of the Moghul Empire, nor again an India united
at the dictation of Congress could maintain its
independence without entering into partnership
with the British Commonwealth of Nations.

The speech was a self-contradiction in terms
as in one breath Mr. Amery deplored that “once
broken up into separate and independent entities,
India would relapse as it did in the decline of the
Moghul Empire into a welter of contending
powers.” while in the other breath he warned the
Congress that even a united India could not main-
tain her internal and external security without the
British protection. To repeat his actual words, “Is
that security which India First implies ever possible
for India except in assured reliance upon some wide
partnership ? Sir Tej Bahadur takes up the sugges-
tion of Mr, Amery that partition will divide India
into two hostile camps, but he has not a word to
say on the warning which Mr. Amery administered
to the Congress and on the dangers he pointed out
in accepting Congress scheme of independence in
the following words:—"“The only solution of the
moment, -uritil we have got nearer to an agreement
on principle, is one in which as individuals, the
political leaders would keep the Viceroy’s Execu-
tive uncommitted as regards the future constitution

of India and without prejudice.”

“These proposals were rejected out of hand by
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the Congress, ~ The attitude of the Congress in
this matter is one of all or nothing. It means not
merely unqualified recognition of India’s indepen-
dence but also independence of India governed by
Congress on Congress lines. To accept that posi-
tion or even to move towards it would at once
create infinite trouble in India and would go far
towards threatening all hopes of bringing about a
self-governing India, united in some measure at
any rate within itself.”

In Sir Tej Bahadur’s opinion, the Muslim
League alone 1is responsible for the present
dcadlock while Congress and Hindu Mahasabha are
prepared to offer a practical solution. What that
practical solution is can be judged from the sweep-
_ing remarks of Sir Tej Bahadur against the
* League's Pakistan Scheme. If Muslims give up
their demands for Pakistan and agree to live
as a minority forming an integral part of India’s
population, Sir Tej Bahadur “would be prepared
to go much farther than many other people in
supporting“any scheme” which could improve the
position of minorities. ‘

Muslims would welcome if Sir Tej Bahadur
could offer a scheme as an alternative to Pakistan
but they would never agree if a new constitu-
tion is enforced upon them without their con-
sent. How can they expect that the liberal
leader will be more generous towards them than
the Congress, as he does not believe'in a communal
settlement as.a prerequisite of any change in the
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constitution and wants to force the hands of the
British Government to frame a new constitution
irrespective of the claims of the Muslim League
whaose leader in his opinion is a dictator and can
never be appeased.

Sir Tej Bahadur asks. “who is going to keep
peace between Muslim India and the rest of India,
if India is divided into two hoscile camps? The
British, he thinks; will have no concern nor any
reason to interfere when Muslim India wants
completely independent Muslim States and similarly
other parts of India are to be equally independent.
This makes clear that He conceives a scheme of
Dominion Status in which India will be a partner
in the British Commonwealth of Nations and will
depend for its external and internal security upon
the support of Great Britain. This line of argument
is meant to win the British public opinion in the
cause of India’s unity.

Even Mahatma Gandhi has expressed a similar
view when he said, “If the British leave India the
Gurkhas and Punjabis from the north will overrun
this country."This argument implies that complete
independence for India is out of the question as
the British army and navy will be needed to defend
India’s frontiers. The Muslim demand for the
division of India into independent States is being
opposed on the ground that the British army will
no longer be available to interfere and extend its
protecting hand. . ‘

If the aim before the liberal leader is the
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continuance of India’s connection with other
members of the British Empire, this cin be more
readily achieved by a scheme of partition, and this
for two reasons. India as a single unit will be too
preponderant a partner in the British Common-
wealth and will overshadow all other member states
by its dominant voice, while in case of India’s
division into a number of self-governing States,
Hindu India will not exercise a preponderant in-
fluence and the proper balance will be maintained
between her and other member States. Further,
as in the opinion of Sir Tej Babadur there is bound
to grow suspicion between Muslim States. and
Hindu India, the need of the British army will be
felt vill such time that mutual confidence, has
been restored and thus the liberal leader’s object of
keeping the British army in India will be achieved.

The analogy of 18th century, which Sir.Tej
Bahadur has quoted from, Mr. Amerys -speech
does not hold good at present. India undoubtedly
was broken up into a number of warring states
on the decline of the Moghul empire, but it is
ignored that the common people had no hand in
the wars of the time which were dictated by the
ambitions of Rajas and Nawabs who held‘ gbsolute
sway over their subjects. The conditions of
the world have now entirely changed and the
principle of selfdetermination has been accepted as
a substitute for force. The present disruption of
world peace is an abmornal phase in history an
cannot be quoted as furnishing permanent princi-
ples for the future. On the analogy of Sir Tej
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Bahadur, if it will be black treachery for the British
to destrov the unity which their rule has created in
India, it will be a black treachery for the German
people 11 they break up Eurape into separate states
afrer they have succeeded in unifving it under their
tule.

Sir Tei Bahadur admits that “whatever {faults
vou may {ind with the Bush, there is no doubt
that afrer Asoka’s time, they are the only people
who are able to cvolve and maintain the geographi-
cal and polincal integrny of India.™ Will not a
similar praise be oifered to the German people if
some one standing for the unity of Europe might
ay that, despite the faulrs of the German people,
hey have dene ecne goed to Europe and for the
irst time in history have created a real sensc of po-
litical and geographical unity among the pecople ?
Even so the Oriomans in Turkey and the House of
Hapshurg in the former Austio-Hungarian Empirte
had preserved the political and geographical integri-
tv of their States; but no historian can yet be found
to pay a glowing tribute to the Turks and Austrians
for preserving the unity of their artificially contriv-
ed States. Evervbody knows the Indian empire is
a British conquest and its unity has been achieved
at the point ot the British bayonet. If the Muslim
States of Bengal, Sindh, Oudb, or the Hindu States
of India had been left to themselves, could they or
their people have ever voluntarily agreed to merge
into a bigger India and lose once for all their separate
entities? It is a mere accident in history which has.
led to the unity of India at present, otherwiseﬁtlg_g\

N
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Hindus cannot conceive any period in history when
India existed as a united country with its present
bounds and limits.

Prior to the Muslim invasion, Northern India
alone was split up into a number of warring Rajput
States which seldom united for a common cause.
Earlier than the Raiput period, under Harsha, Ka-
nishka and Gupta Empires India as a whole was
never a single political union. Asoka is probably
the only king in history who through sheer conquest
is said to have ruled India as a whole, but then he
was a Buddhist king and his empire fell to pieces
immediately after his death. '

One fails to understand how it will be a black
treachery if India is divided on the principle of self-
determination. Was it an act of black treachery
when in the postwar settlement of the last war,
Czarist Russia. Austria-Hungary and Turkey were
divided into a number of independent States?
Could it be ever conceived that these new States
would be constantly at war and destroy each other?
If the rising power of Germany had not presented
a new terror for Europe, these new States would
have always lived at peace, A modern State yet in
the stage of infancy has so many internal problems
to solve that it will take years even centuries before
it is fully organised to encroach upon a neighbouring
country. Modern Germany was born in the 18th
century, but it took it more than 200 years before
it came to challenge and disturb the peace of Europe.
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Hence the plea that the partition of India will lead
to immediate war is all a figment of imagination.
One may ask Sir Tej Bahadur if it was a black trea-
chery when the Great Powers of Europe agreed in
1830 to guarantee the scparation of Belgium which
then formed an integral part of the Netherlands.
Was it again a black treachery when the British
recognised Ulster as a separate part of Ireland or
when they agrced to separate Burma which had
formed an integral part of India under the British

rule ?

[IT]

Sir Tej Bahadur advances a political theory
which is a pure concoction of his own imagination
and unsupported by political experience when he
says. ‘““When it is apparent that two big organised
parties have been carrying on domestic war under
the inspiration of different ideas and when each
one of them claims for its principles and resolutions
the binding force of a creed, it is extremly dange-
rous to make agreement between them a pre-
requisite of anv change in the constitution.” He
says, “what is to happen if they do not come to any
agreement?” Let him find the answer in the
following statement quoted from a great modern
political philosopher.

. Henry Sidgwick conceives that there are cases
in which the true interests of th_e whole may be
promoted -by disruption. According to him if in
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the portions of the same country, their respective
inhabitants have divergent needs and demands in
respact of legislation and other governmental inter-
ference on account of difference of caste, religion,
past history or present social conditions, it is no
longer desirable that they should have a common
Government for internal affairs; while if at the
same time their external relations apart from their
union would be very different and there is danger
that cach part may lose more. by the risk of implica-
tions in other's quarrels than it is likely to gain
from the aid of military force, complete separation
is the only remedy. He says emphatically, that
under such conditions as these. it is not to be desired
that any sentiment of historical patriotism or any
pride in the national ownership of an extensive
territory, should prevent a peaceful dissolution of
the incoherent whole into its natural parts.”

When we say that a majority has the legal
right to impose its decisions on a minority, we
always have in mind a truly national state. Political
experience of Europe and America knows of no
minorities which are permanently at variance with
majorities and are prepared to carry their differences

to the point of separation.

Those who cite the American Civil War in
support of preserving unity, even under the threat
of war, forget the essential fact that in the U.S.A..
differences arose among members of the same com-
munity allied in religion, language, culture, tradition
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a majority in a continuous portion of its old State’s
territory.

~Does Sir Tej Bahadur think that 175 years of
British rule have created a coherent national State in
India. If he sincerely believes this, why does he
appeal to the British Government to frame a new
constitution for the country instead of its being
devised by the common consent of the people
concerned. His very appeal,"Will Parliament abdicate
its right or claim to frame any constitution for us?”
is a clear confession that common agreement will
never be possible in India. The Congress, too,
when’'it presses its demand for complete indepen-
dence and expresses inability to compose its diffe-
rence with the Muslim League proves the existence
of a deep cleavage which cannot be closed under
any circumstances. 1he Bombay Conferenee and
the statements of its Standing Committee and Pre-
sident, coupled with their threat to oppose tooth
and nail the Muslim demand for Pakistan, have only
added fuel to the fire and furnished Muslim
another proof that there are bound to remain
fundamental differences between them and the
Hindus—who may be conveniently grouped into
the Congress, the Hindu Mahasabha and the
Liberal Federation—on questions concerning the
future constitution. The Liberal opposition will
further consolidate Muslim ranks and strengthen
the hands of the League in presentiug a united
front. .
Sir Tej Bahadur offers two criticisms against
the demand for Pakistan which in his opinion was
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given a definite shape at the Madras session.
Firstly, he says, “It hardly occurred to the Speaker
(Mr. Jinnah) there were others, particularly the
minorities in those zones, who could say that they
never agreed to it. Are they to be forced ?”

Did it ever occur to Sir Tej Bahadur, when
he appealed to the British Parliament to frame a
constitution for India, that there were 90 millions
of Muslims who would never agree to it? Could
they be forced ? He has definitely asserted that
he can support any scheme which can better the
lot of Muslims provided they remain as a minority
and an integral part of India’s population. Mr.
Jinnah, too, has definitely asserted that the
minorities in Pakistan will be assured of all
safeguards which they will consider necessary for
the protection of their religious, economic, social,
cultural and political interests provided they agree
to remain an integral part of Pakistan’s population.
If the Muslims in Hindu Provinces can agree to
accept their lot as minorities, what prevents Hindus
in Muslim provinces from accepting a similar
position ?

His second criticism is, “And what is to happen
to the very appreciable number of Muslims outside
these independent States in the north-west and
eastern zones of India ? Are. they to take appre-
hended risks of submission to the majority rule of
Hindus for the sake of Muslim majorities in these
two favoured parts of India ?” Here again we may
ask Sir Tej Bahadur, if one-third of Indian
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Muslims are to remain as minorities in a scheme
of partition, will it offer a better alternative if all
of them, in their ¢al] strength, are to accept @
minority status in India as it is at. present? If for
the sake of the idea of 2 united Indian nation, 90

millions of Muslims can_be persuaded to take risks

of submission tO the majority rule of Hindus,

there is no reason why 30 millions of them should
not take a similar Tisk: when there is the additional
consolation to them that ¢0 millions of their
brothers will be in ¢ull political power in their

two independent States.

The history of Europe shows that minorities
enjoyed greater protection when their kinsmen
held power in SOme :ndependent States than when
they merely depended on the safegaurds of their

own constitution.

The case of Sudetan Germans clearly proved
chat their rights as 2 minority Wweie carefully
protected because Of the moral support that they
tound in Germany: Similarly. the rights of
Muslim minorities in Hindu India will be carefully
procected, once two :ndependent States come into
power a8 the latter will be able to give them ful

moral support.

As a matter of fact,

the question of risks for
s does not arise in a schem

e of partition

minoritie .
4s their rights will be safeguar_dc;d on a reciprocd
pasis. Ambedkar 12 ‘"Thoug}ﬁts <f3n
5. ; h
Pal«nst:an1 repudiates 10 strong terms t e O
¢ Hindus that Pakistan does
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not offer a solution of the Communal Problem.
He invites attention (1) to the effect of Pakistan
on magnitude of the communal problem (2) and to
its effect on communal. representation in the
Central Legislature. Under the Pakistan scheme,
there will be, according to him, 48 millions of
‘Muslims in their independent statesand 18% millions
in Hindu India. He then draws the conclusion,
“that while without Pakistan, the communal problem
involves 6% crores of Muslims, after Pakistan it will
involve only 2 crores of Muslims. Is this to be
no consideration for Hindus who want communal
peace ? Similarly after Pakistan the Muslim
representation in the Central Legislature will be
reduced from 33 per cent at present to 20 per cent
in Hindu India. Dr. Ambedkar thus appreciates
this result, “To me it appears that it- is a great
improvement in the position of Hindus at the
centre which,-would never come to them if they

oppose the result.”



4. The North-W est Frontier
Bogey.

Mr. Sanadhi, a Madrasi Hindu, while criti-
cising in the January issue of ‘Federated India’ the
views expressed by Mr. Patrick Lacey in the ‘Con-
temporary Review' in support of his suggestion for
the creating of two Indias, exposes his real nature
and makes some sweeping remarks which are utterly
untenable. There is no justification fo: his asser-
tion that “the Pathan isalways against Hindu pros-
perity and power.” nor is he on his moral grounds
when he says. “It would not do therefore to give a
fillip to the unruly tribes thus by creating a zone
entirely under a Muslim State, though in letter
subordinate to the British sovereignty. "His Mental
derangement becomes apparent when he expresses
the fear that once the N-W.F.P. “is made part of
Pakistan, the Hindus cannot have peace” and then
as a remedy he suggests that the India’s Land Gate
way and Political Sore should be under the jurisdic
tion, civil and military. of a Body in which the

Hindus should be in the majority.”

These remarks, from a Hindu whose avowed
sympathies are with the Congress, must come as a
shock to the Congressite Muslims of the N. W.F.
Province who have been the staunch supporters’ ot
Songress so far. Mr. Sanadhi is not the first Hindu
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who has played upon the fears of the Hindu mind
against a possible danger from the Pathans
Mahatma Gandhi in an article in the “Harijan”
gxpressed the same idea when he wrote. "‘Consider
for one moment what can happen if the English
were to withdraw all of a sudden and there was no
foreign usurper to rule, It may be said that the
Punjabis, be they Muslims, Sikhs or others, will
overrun India.”

It has been the favourite theme of all
prominent Hindu leaders to stir up the feelings of
their community by the bogey of the Frontier
danger. This serves their sinister motives In many
ways. Firstly, the British Government is reminded
of the need of pursuing a strong policy against the
Frontier people, and tribes. Secondly, the Hindu
minority in the Frontier Province, which 1s in reality
the most aggressive element in the Hindu
community, is encouraged and emtoldened in its
pursuit of its baneful activities and in extorting
concessions from the Frontier Government -at the
expenhse of Muslims. Lastly, by an appeal to the
historic fears of the Hindus that the N. W. F,
Province has been a source of danger in the past,
a sense of political unity is created among them to
prevent the Muslims from coming into power in
any part of India.

A careful examination of the Frontier Ques-
tion will prove that the Hindu fears are absolutely
groundless, The N.W.F. Province no longer retains
the same importance that it once held in the past.
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The danger to the security of India lies not so
much in her land frontiers asin her long coast-
line. India is now exposed to an invasion by sea
trom Japan ora European power hostile to Great
Britain. Her real frontiers have been extended as
tar as Singapore in the East and the Suez Canal in

the West.

If, however, it is still conceded that. the
Frontier Province is a danger zone. then the menace
to India’s secutity can no longer be expected from
the Tribal Areas or Afghanistan, but from Soviet
Russia which 1is seeking access to the Sea
southwards and is coveting the sea-ports on the
Persian Gulf. The Muslim countries of Turkey,
Iran and Afghanistan, even when united, cannot
successfully ward off a Russian invasion without
the assistance of Great Britain, If these countries
had any sinister designs on India, now was the op-
portunity for them to create trouble as the British
Empire is involved in a life and death struggle for
its very existence. But their friendly relations with
Great Britain, and their mutual pacts of alliance
against a possible threar to their integrity from
Russia or any other quarter clearly reveal that their
attitude is one Of defence and self-preservation.

Those who find in Afghanistan of to-day the
same urge for expansion and conguest as was the
characteristic of this country in the past are utterly
mistaken: Afghanistan’s present position is that
of a buffer State between two Imperial Powers and
it cannot dare, to displease either. In the past,
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Afghanistan freely drew upon the resources of
Central Asia, which was then the breeding place
of the most warlike races of Islam; but since this
vast country has been subjected to Russian rule,
the people have been entirely disarmed and lost
touch with their military traditions.

Moreover, wars in the past were decided by
a mere display of superior physical strength and
enthusiasm ; population then never counted as -a
source of real strength. Modern wars depend upon
a deliberate study of science and a number of other
factors which were unknown in the past. Of the two
countries, with a similar standard of civilisation, the
one which has a greater knowledge of science and
greater resources in man power and natural wealth
is sure to win. In the conflict between Germany
‘and France, the former was bound to triumph, as
it could bring to bear the full weight of her
resources upon France which is half as much as
Germany in population. A Hindu India awakened
to its full political consciousness stands in no
danger from Afghanistan. This also refutes the
idea that Pakistan is meant to be used as a weapon
against Hindus who cannot defend their in-

dependence.

Chances of conflict, however, are bound to
occur -on the Frontier if a policy is pursued in
administration deliberately inimical to the interests
of the original inhabitants. The Frontier Province
has a population of 5 millions including the Tribal
areas, with a Hindu minority of a quarter of a

4 s
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million, These Hindus are not the original
inhabitants of this area. They do not claim the
same descent, religion, language, or' culture as the
_Pad}a'ns. They have in fact settled there mainly
tn cities during the British rule as traders, shop-
kezpers and money-lenders. In some ciries like
Bannu, the Hindu element is predominant. The
general impression about the economic . positfon of
the two communities is that the Hindus possess
wealth and property out of proportion to their
numerical strength, and hold a privileged position
in trade and services. Muslim farmers and
labourers toil hard to manage a marginal existence,
But che Hindus prosper and thrive on the fruits

of cheir labour.

This unequal distribution of economic facilities
has forced more and more Muslims to migrate from
cities to villages to be thrown on the meagre
resources of thew land. There is no vocation in
which the Pathans can compete on equal terms
with the Hindu and so their middle classes have
been practically ruined. This is the reason why in
almost all the cities and villages, the internal trade
is entirely carried on by Hindus.

The Frontier Problem is at the bottom 4 political
and economic problem. The pathans love indepen-
dence and cannot tolerate interference with their
tribal life. They are conscious of the fact that their
kith and kin in Afghanistan enjoy perfeet indepen-
dence under a Muslim King while they are not
allowed to retain even the ordinary political rights

i
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to-which they have been traditionally accustomed.
The British Government is constantly moving to
advance her frontiers and thereby increase her
power and prestige among the independent tribes.
Hence conflicts arise frequently. The economic ques-
tion is also very acute. The tribesmen have been for-
ced to retire into the barren inteior of the Frontier
Province while the fertile parts lie within the British
jurisdiction. Their very sense of self-preservation
moves them from time to time to make inroads upon
British territoy and to rob and plunder the people.
They make no discrimination between a Hindu or a
Muslim when they commitan act of brigandage. The
Congress leaders have often said that if they were
allowed to visit the Tribal Areas, they could win
over the tribes in no time and establish peace and
friendly relations between them and their neigh-
bours. If their' political .sentiment is satisfied and
they are assured of economic advantages, they will
cease to disturb the peace of the settled districts.

It is'a slur upon the fair name of the Pathan
to say that he is always against Hindu prosperity
and power. The Hindu has made a huge fortune
for himself in Afghanistan and the' Frontier Pro-
vince. He owns -exchange banks in Kabul and
Kandhar, monopolises the entire carrying trade and
pursues his trade in peace in the remotest frontier
villages.  All this tends to prove the peaceful
intentions of the Pathan. But for his toleration,
goodwill and fairmindedness the Hindu would not
have been permitted to dominate the urban element
in all the cities and to ‘exploit the resources of
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country. Political consciousness is now forcing him
to take a due share in the wealth of his country.
If he agitates for the restoration of his economic
rights or It he starts a Buy Muslim campaign, that
does not imply that he is against Hindu prosperity
and power. The Hindus being a foreign element in
the population, and a drain on its economic life,
naturally the Pathan has a right to question the old
economic system under which he finds the doors of
trade and shopkeeping closed to him,

- The suggestion that the Hindu should have a
d.ommant voice in the civil and military administras
tion of the Frontier Province, if he is to live at
peace, is absurd. immoral and undemocratic. There
is no method known- to constitutional practice
which can convert a minority of 2% lacs into a
majority so as to possess greater rights than 50 lacs

of Muslims. ‘

]

Granted it may be enforced under a, future
Congress Government. But will it ensure peace to
the Hindus? The Pathan is the last person to bow
down before coercion and threat to his indepen-
dence. He knows how to retaliate. The safety and
peaceful life of the Hindus lies in their refraining
from all political intrigues which may bring down
upon them the wrath of their Muslim neighbouts.
If ever the Pathan realises seriously that the Hindu
wants to make his Province a subservient part of
India to be governed in the interest of the Hindu
minority, he will be forced to adopt the same
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methods against the Frontier Hindus as were emp-
loyed by the Turks against the Armenians when
they suspected them of playing into the hands of
- foreign agents.

Unfortunately, the Pathans have been duped
at present by a false sense of exaltation which their
great leader Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan enjoys in
Congress ranks. Mahatma Gandhi is shrewd
enough to humour the Frontler Gandhi, and con-
sults him on all, matters of high policy.

. The stress laid on non-violence may have been
really designed to shatter the Pathan’s belief in
violence and thereby disarm him and minimise his
importance as a military factor. There could be no
better method of overcoming the possible Frontier
danger than by converting a powerful section of the
Pathans to the Gandhian philosophy.

The best way to destroy one’s enemy is to lure
hium to a false sense of security and then to kill him
outright when a favourable opportunity presents
itself. By enlisting the Pathaus as camp tollowers
of Congress, Gandhi has done a great service to the
Hindu community. He has taken the first step in
dispelling their historic fears that the Frontier is a
danger zone for India.



5 Radhakrishnan on Unity

In his convocation address to the students of
the Dacca University Sir S. Radhakrishnan re-
peated the same arguments that so often have been
advanced on the political platform of Congress and
have been openly challenged by the Muslim League.
He snatched isolated instances from history to
prove that India is an indivisible unit and pleaded
tor India'’s unification on the grounds that “eco-
nomically the different parts are interdependent,”
that “we are all faced by the same economic and
social disabilities,” that we all face a3 common peril
that the faith of Islam is not hostile to the tra-
ditional policy of racial and religious fellowship.
and that the problems facing us are neither Hindu
nor Muslim but Indian. I will take up in this
article the main argument in support of India’s
political unity in the past to prove what it 1s
worth for.

Throughout the Hindu period in History
which according to Sir Radhakrishnan s said to
have commenced from fourth millenium B.C. and
lasted down to the conquest of India by Muslims
in 1200 A.D. during a span of over 5,0C0 years, Inc%xa
never existed with its present bounds and limits
except for a short period under the Empire of
Asoka. Even then the empire was a result of
conquest and not of the natural desire on the part
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of the then independent kingdoms to unite.
When Asoka conquered Talinga, a Hindu state in
the South he had to wade through a river of blood,
and it is said that more than a hundred thou-
sand people were killed and even a greater number
were led into captivity. The sight of bloodshed im-
pressed the King so much that thenceforth he
discarded Hinduism and became a convert to
Buddhism. This single incident is quite sufficient
to prove how far the unity of India under Asoka
was based on the goodwill of the people. Asoka’s
new faith and pious life asa faithful follower of
Buddhism did not leave a permanent effect. The
empire did not survive its founder and was split
up into pieces after his death.

Even yet there is no unanimity among the
historians that Ascka’s empire included the whole
of present India. The extent can only be traced, in
the absence of any other authentic record from the
edicts which he caused to be engraved on stone
piliars. Some of the Asokan inscriptions have been
discovered near Peshawar, in the Himalayas, in
Bengal and in Mysore. But one historian does not
accept this evidence as pointing out towards the
extent of Asoka’s empire: in the following words;
“May we conclude from the existence of these
remains that the sway of Asoka extended over all
the country marked out by them? Did his empire
include Afghanistan, a part of Kashmir and Nepal,
and the whole of India save ‘the southern extremity?
 The inference is doubtful. The zeal of the

missionaries of the Buddhist monarch is known to
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have outrun the boundaries of his kingdom, and
they may have engraved these inscriptions on the
rocks of solitudes that did not own the sway of
their Imperial Master.”  Finally this historian
concludes that Asoka's authority over the remote
districts within the area was only of a loose and
light ordev and that “he ruled over a larger area
than was governed by any monarch of India before
the Mughals,” Those who know that the Moghal
Empire even at the height of its power under
Aurangzeb did not include pares of India south of
the Deccan and that the Muslim kings before the
Moghals did not rule over the southern half of
India. as well as Afghanistan, Kashmir, and East-
ern Bengal and Assam, can well imagine the extent
of Asoka's empire. '

I quote from the evidence of another historian
on the efforts made by the Hindu Kings in the past
co establish India's unity. P. E. Roberts writes in
che History of British India, "No lasting imperial
Jominion in India was ever established by a Hindu
people, though on three occasions such an event
appeared to come within the bounds of probability.
The short-lived empire of Asoka : supposed by
some authorities to have extended frown the Hindu
Kush mountains to approximately the nc_)rther_n
frontier of Mysore. Again, Samudragqpta of Patli-
putra, A.D. 400. and Harsha of -Kanauj, about 200
years later, extended their suzerainty over a great
part of northern India, but neither founded a last-

ing dynasty.’
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Turning to ancient times, prior to the invasion
of Alexander the Great during a period extending
over -L000 years, we tind that India was “parcelled
out, like Palestine and Greece, mto a number of
small kingdoms, cach under the government of its
own Raja."  The eailiest traditions of India as
recorded in Mahabharata and Ramayana speak of a
period of constant war among the numerous small
kingdoms that made up the country at the time,

Even prior to Muslim invasion of India, dur-
ing a long period of history extending over 600
vears. which is known as the Rajput period, India
was split up into a number or independent states
and principalities often at war with one another.
The threat of common danger from foreign invaders

never acted as a permanent unifying force in the
past.

If the yeople of India had united during the
long span of 5000 years under a central Hindu
Kingdom on a lasting basis, the-series of foreign
invasions that were a distinctive feature of the
history of India in the past would have never dis-
turbed the peace of this vast sub-continent. The
Persians, the Greeks, the Parthians, the Scytheans,
the Kushans and later on the Arabs, the Pathans
and the Mughals had each in turn to contend
against individual states or a group of states loosely
united for the time being.

At the time of Alexander’s. invasion, the
Punjab was split up into a number of states and so
could not offer an effective resistance against the
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foreign invader. When the Arabs came in the 8th
century, they wrested Sind from its reigning Hindu
Raja. Later on Mahmud of Ghazni made a series
of invasions but he met with no organised Hindu
resistance under a central Hindu Empire. The
same story was repeated when Shahabud-Din Ghori
invaded. The various Rajput kingdoms were
seporated from one another by the dynastic jealous-
ies of their Rajas, and could not unite on definite
lines for defence against the common danger.

Even in later times on the decline of the
Moghal Empire, when the Mahrattas had raised the
standard of revolt for the liberation of India from
Moghal domination, the Hindu sense of unity in-
stead of being awakened from the rude shock that
it had suffered in the third battle of Panipat, was
further frittered away under the States of Maha-
ratta confederacy, each of which pulled on indepen-
dently of the other. If the British had not entered
the field at this time, the so-called unity of India
would have remained a pious dream, and India
would have been parcelled out into a2 number of
independent kingdoms.

: Those who argue that the Mahratras would
have succeeded in establishing India's political
anity, overlook the insurmountable difficulties
that lay in their way. The Muslim State.of
Mysore in the south, the Sikbs in the Punjab:
and the Rajputs in Rajputana were oo strongly
entrenched to be forced to acknowledge Mah-
ratta sway. Moreover, the Mahratta Confederacy
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had grown weak on account of the ambitions
of the Confederating Chiefs. There was no
guarantee that the Confederacy would remain
united for' the achievement of India’s political
unity. Holkar and Sindhia were, real rivals of
power. At the utmost, even if Muslim and
Sikh opposition is minimised, it can be safely
said that the Maharatta Confederacy would have
finally succeeded in splitting up India into 5
separate sovereign States. The Maharashtra, Baroda,
the Central Provinces, Indore and Gwalior each.
would have been an independent State under the
Peshwas, Gaikwars, Bhonslas, Holkars and Sindhias
respectively, and the rest of India might have
been parcelled out among them in proportion to
their respective strength. But this would have
not yet solved the problem of India’s political
unity though Hindus might have been gratified
to reckon to their account five independent Hindu
_States and further sought satisfaction in the per-
manent domination of Muslim parts of India.

In view of the clear verdict of history that
India was near a single political unit during the
long period of 5.000 years prior to the Muslim
invasion, it is preposterous to suggest that India
is an indivisible unit. Under the Muslims, for
the first time, an attempt was made to establish
a Central Empire on a lasting footing, and the
Khiljis, Tughluks and Moghuls did succeed in
extending their sway over the. whole of India
except the extreme south, but the Muslim em-
pire owed its existence to the imperial ambitions

i
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of the reigning dynasties and not.to organised
support on the part of their subjects. In fact,
it will be true to say that India’s unity under
the Muslim Kings was maintained under the
threat of arms and Hindu sukjects never missed
an opportuniry to rise in revolt if they felt
themselves strong enough to bear arms and force

their terms.

The same can be said of India’s unity under
the British. The people would have risen in arms
against the British, as they did at the ¢time of
the Indian Mutiny, but for the superior military
power of the ruling nation which has held in check
the turbulent elements in the population
and forced the people in general to pursue a peace-

%ful life.
All talk of India’s integrity, indivisibility
and unity is a recent development. The Hindu
conception in the past was limited to kingships
of an autocratic type. The Raja held supreme
political power and recognised none superior to
himself in the State. The Ramayana and Maha-
bharta describe an India which was parcelled outinto
numerous independent monarchies. The Rajput
period prior to the Muslim invasion represents
the same picture. The Mauryas’ attempt tq.found
"a central empire for the whole of India did not
meet with lasting success, while no othgr_Hmdt{
Raja was able to rule more than two-thirds ot
Northern India. Kingship was the oider of the
day while the empire was an exception. It 1s
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mly under the British influence that for the
tirst time Hindus have dreamt of India's political
unity. The conciousness among Hindus that they
are one by religion and culture and that in the
past their weakness lay in their political divisions
has led them to aspire for unity. They have
been encourged in their new aspirations by the
example of new nations in Europe. Nationalism
has given a new force to popular movements in
other countries and Hinduism was bound to be in-
tluenced by it.

But Hindu nationalists have failed to re-
. cognise that nationalism is both a unifying and
a disruptive force. It unites people in a homo-
geneous State where there is no clash of religion
and culture, but it disintegrates a non-homo-
geneous State into its natural parts where people
are not. united by common ties of race, religion,
-language and history. Thus while Germany and
Italy were unified in- Europe in the nine-teenth
century, smaller nations in Central and Eastern
Europe seceded from the bigger States of which
they formed integral parts. .The Balkan Peninsula,
Central Europe and western parts of Russia
gave birth to a number of new States. The em-
phasis on nationalism is bound to break up India

into separate States.

It is'the essence of nationalism that the right
of every group, whether big. or small, has to be
recognised for independent existence. A group
cannot be deprived of its independente simply
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because its independence will bring it into conflict
with a neighbour or that it will not be able to
defend its frontiers from aggression.” Nor again
the argument that union with a large group will be
more advantageous to it or to the two groups
separately or combined can be a sufficient induce-
ment to the group to give up its right to self-deter
mination if it thinks that separation alone will
satisfy its national pride. If nationalism denies the
right rto determine its future to another nation
which is conscious of its own political and historical
role, it gives place to Imperialism which seeks ex-
‘pansion at the expense of others. .

Mere insistence on India’s unity without
recognising the rights of Muslims who are numeri-
cally stronger than every other great nation except
Russia or U.S. A, is to betray lack of understanding
of the real problem that faces India today. India-:
forced into a union against the will of 90 millions of
Muslims will be like a house divided against itself
and will invite aggression from outside. Political
unity, to be effective and lasting, must be based
on the goodwill and support of all those who live
within the bounds of India. If it is not desired by
a powerful element which numbers one-fourth of
the population and forms a distinct majority in two
separate regions of India, of well-marked limits, only
a Government with an Imperialistic policy and
programme can find measures to enforce it. The
right to secession is as much the sacred right of a
compact community within a state provided it Is
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Strong enough to gain recognition for its demands,
as it is the right of a nation to determine its own
form of government.,

The Indian problem is an inter-national
problem and it cannot be solved on the principle
of one nation for one-fifth part of humanity. The
notion of India’s unity is the dream of the Im-
perialist which will never come true. The days of
empires are over. No Asoka or Akbar can
command the allegiance of 400 millions of people
as subjects of a common empire,

The example of the British Empire furnishes
no parallel. The British Crown no doubt reigns
supreme over one-fourth part of the world,
and reckons among its subjects more than 500
millions of peoples but its real strength is based
upon the resources of the British nation. The
empire is held together by the dominant position
which Great Britain occupies.



6. Will Freedom Lead
to Unity ?

To mislead British Public' opinion, Hindu
leaders have oftendeclared in their public statements
and speeches that political advance could not be
denied to India simply becaue Hindus and Muslims
cannot reconcile their differences and that the
declaration of complete independence, which is
interpreted by them as equivalent to the grant of-
Dominion Status, will lead to the unity of the people
of India. In support of thisargument, the examples
of British selt-governing Dominions are cited and
the British Government is reminded that it never
insisted on consent as a condition precedent for the
grant of Dominion Status in case of Canada, South
Africa, Australia and Ireland. -

Mr. Nalini Ranjan Sarkar. a prominent Hindu
leader of Bengal, and a member of the Viceroy's
Executive Council, thus defended the Hindu case
in an interview which he granted to pressmenin
Calcutta on the eve of his taking over charge of his
new post on QOctober 13, 1941; “The monotonous
insistence in London of perfect internal unity
among all the different elements of national life,
preliminary to any constitutional advance was
naturally rather irritating to Indian feelings”, Unity,
be admitted, was a precious asset. But was it ever
a pre-requisite to the grant of freedom in any
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Country ?  If so, South Africa could not have got
her freedom 40 years ago, neither could freedom
be given to the many European countries under
Nazi occupation whose freedom England had solemn-
ly pledged to restore. Was there perfect internal
unity in Ireland ? Was China so united that her
freedom should be guaranteed by British and
America ? Perfect internal unity thus, though not
an essential pre-requisite to political freedom, was
" no doubt necessary for the effective preservation of
the treedom, of a nation when this freéedom was
achieved. Mr, Sarkar concluded his statement with
the prophetic assertion that "freedom itself isa
vital and deciding factor towards the achievement
of unity and that history has taught us that freedom
will lead to unity.”

An attempt will be made to expose the fal-
lacious nature of this line of argument and to lay
bare the motives that inspire the Hindu mind. I
take up first the main argument that freedom leads
to unity. In a country which is inhabited by a
homogeneous people allied together by ties of a
common religion, race, language and culture and
temporarily under the occupation of one or more
foreign "‘powers, freedom will undoubtedly lead to
unity as was the case of Italy in the 19th century

“and of Poland after the last war.

Italy was broken up into a number of petty
states and principalities, each with its own Duke or
Prince while the Emperor of Austria and the Pope
held important parts.under their sway. The.people
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werée culturally one and were conscious of their
common heritage and their heroic past. They had
been roused from their torper and lethargy by the
stirring  appeals of Mazzini who  was held in the
highest esteem by the Italians of all classes. There
was no tendency in any section of the population
for the separation of any part. Nor there was any
important political organization which ' questioned
the leadership of Mazzini. The latteér’s own des-
cription . of the Italian people shows them in
marked contrast with the people of India. Mazzini
wrote in 1845, “We are a people of from one and
twenty to two and twenty millions of men, known
from time immemorial by the ~'same name,
as the people of Italy, speaking the same langu-
~ age, modified by dialects varying from each
> other less than do the Scotch and the English;
# having the same creed, the same manners, the same
" habits, proud of the noblest tradition in politics;
science and art, that adorns European history;
having twice given to humanity a tie, a watchword
of Unity—once in the Rome of Emperors, again,
ere they had betrayed their mission, in the Rome of

the Popes.” ' \
To compare with this description of Italy. I
teproduce here the picture' of India drawn by Lord
Dutterin in 1887. “This population is composed of
a large number of distinct nationalities, professing
various religions, practising diverse rites, speaking,
different languages, while many oi: them are still
further separated from one another by discordant
mreindices. by conflicting source of usages, and even
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antagonistic material interests. But perhaps the
most potent characteristic of our Indian cosmos is
the division into two mighty political communities
as distant from each other as poles asunder in their
religious faith, their social organization and their
natural aptitudes, on the one hand the Hindu
numbering 190 millions, with their polytheistic
beliefs, their temples adorned with images and idols.
their venerations tfor the sacred cow, their elaborate
caste distinction to successive conquerors— on the
other hand, the Mohomedans, a nation of 50 mil-
lions, with their monotheism their iconoclastic
fanaticism, their animal sacrifices, their social equali-
ty. and their remembrance of the days when,
enthroned at Delhi, they reigned supreme from the
Himalayas to Cape Comorin.” A contrast of Italy
with India reveals that whereas Italy had atrained
complete cultural unity before it aspired for free-
dom, India still lacks cultural unity and vainly hopes
that political unity alone will unite the people on a
permanent basis. \ ‘
Poland too lacked political unity prior to its
independence after the last Great War. The
country had been split up into three parts, which
were included in. the former Russion, Austro
Hungarian and German Empires respectively, but
as the people were one by religion, race, culture and
history, hence the grant of freedom on the collapse
of the three empires led to the achievement of
complete unity, History is replete with examples
which show that cultural unity of a people is an
essential prerequisite to their political unity or
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what is called in popular language “freedom.”

Countries in which the inhabitants have
lacked cultural unity have always disintegrared into
parts when they had to face some great crisis. The
examples of Czarist Russia, Hapsburg Fmpire of
Austria-Hungary and the Ottoman Empire prior to
the last areat \War clearly illustrate this. These
countries were united under ties of political unity
as represented by theit reigning dynasties, but
their inhabirants differed on cultural, racial and
religious grounds. Grant of freedom to them on the
collapse of the empires under which they lived
meant the freedom of each nationality to determine
its own future. Insead of leading towards the
achievement of unity, freedom led to the dismember-
ment of these countries into their natural parts.
The minorities occupying compact territories were
converted into majorities and recognised as inde-
pendent nations. Thus the Finns, Esthonians,
Latvians, Lithuanians and Poles, former minorities
of Czarist Russia, formed their own national States.
Similarly, the minorities of Austro-Hungarian
Empire, the Czechs and Slovaks., the Serbs and
Croats, the Magyars, and the Austrians were
conceded the right of self-determination. "

India’s case falls into line with non-homo-
geneous countries which lack cultural unity. Free
dom will not lead towards the achievment ©
political unity but towards its disintegration 1nto
parts, on the principle of self-determination. It is
absolutely wrong to say that the mere grant ©
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freedom-to a country, divided on cultural grounds
'will help effectively to preserve anity. Where unity
Joes not exist, freedom will only hasten the process
»f disintegration. 1f the British were to withdraw
their armies from India to-day. the country will be
plunged iato a civil war where one community will
be ranged against the other. The struggle for
political power and the opportunities which
political power confers is alone responsible for the
present communal tension. Unless the political
differences ate adjusted by mutual consent and
n agreed constitution can be devised for the future,
nere declaration- of freedom on the part of British
Tovernment will do no good.

1t is for this reason that the Mushm League
insists on consentas a pre-requisite to the grant of
freedom. Muslinys are not opposed on principle to
the independence of India, but they are not prepared
to accept-a constitution which will reduce them to
the position of an insignificant minority, If the
Hindus are really keen for independence, they
should satisfy the Muslims as to how this indepen-
donce will turn to their advantage in a scheme of
united India. The Muslims, will not be a party to
any compromise which will lead to the formation of
what is called a national government at the centte,
responsible to a Legislature. They have made 1t
clear that they are a separateé nation, and that they
cannot accept any scheme of govetnment which

places the Hindu majority in permanent possession
of power.’
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The present political dead-lock clearly proves
that the two major communities have fundamental
differences in regard to the form of government
under which they want to live, The Hindus want
on the pretence of Indias unity, intergrity and
indivisibility to keep under permenent subjection
the two distinct Muslim Zones in the north-west
and north-east of India. They argue- their case as
it India were the home of a united nation which
simply needs independence to complete the process
of unity. On the other hand, Muslims claim the
partition of India on the principle of self-
determination and do not want to lose their
separate political indentity. In face of such
insurmountable political differences, it 1s futile to
ask the British Government to declare India’s
independence and to establish so-called national
government at the centre. The Leagueis
commited to 1its creed of Pakistan, while the
Congress to a Federal Governmenton a unitary
basis. The Muslims know that if they accept a
government at the centre, responsible to an
elected legislature, they will be striking at the root
of their own political goal and be strengthening
the Hindu scheme for the domination of India as 2
whole. Political expediency demands that in a

non-homogeneous * country, where political dif-
ferences have reached astage making compromise
impossibly except on the principle of self-determi-
nation for each community occupying a cempact
part of the country, no -efforts should be made to
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enforce a constitution which is strongly opposed by
an important nationality,

But it is very unfortunate that in India pro-
minent Hindu leaders have formed a clique to
mislead the British Government in regard to the
political aspirations of the Muslims and to force its
hands to establish a government at the centre, na-
tional 1n appearance but utterly aggressive and
communal in actual practice. To quote Mr. Jaya-
kar's own words, who said in a speech at Dhariwar
on October 8, “a compromise formula is possible on
the basis of Britain making a definite promise of
full Dominion Status within a fixed period after the
tarmination of the war and establishing a national
government at the centre with non-officials who
enjoy public esteem and confidence, selected by the
Viceroy”., The Muslims see through the game.
They ave not opposed to the grant of Dominion
Sta}tus but they cannot accept a national government
which is established on the principle that India is
the home of a single nation, If the Muslims are
assured of a 50% representation on the Viceroy's
Council during the war, as representatives of a
nation on terms ot equality with Hindus, then alone
this compromise formula could make its appeal to
them. It is, however, irritating and galling to their
pride when they find Hindu politicians lecturing to
the British Government that consent should never
be insisted on as a preliminary to the grant of free-
dom and that the framing of the constitution should
not be left entirely in Indian hands, as t° =~
Tences cannot be reconciled.
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‘ In one breath these Hindu Leaders assert that
treedom will lead to India’s unity and that these
internal differences will disappear after a national
government has been established, but in the other
breath they remind the British Government that
Congress-L2ague differences cannot be reconciled
and that it is useless to insist on consent as a pre-
requisite to the grant of freedom. The Hindu
leaders try to deceive the Muslims by couching their
arguments in a hypocritical language, not easily
intelligible to laymen, but in reality they want no
compromise with the Muslim League and seek.
instead, a direct agreement with the British Govern-
ment to enforce their own demands.’ All falk of
complete independence for India will vanish if the
the British Govérnment were to openly declare that
they do not recognise the Muslim League as the
spokesman of the Muslims and were ready to come
to terms with the Congress as the only national
organisation of India.

There are signs that if the Muslim demand for
Pakistan is finally rejected by the British Govern-
ment, the Congress and all other Hindu
organisations will be quite willing to revis,e their
present policies aud to conclude a geptleman s agree-
ment, The Hindu Mahasabha’s active co-operation
with the Viceroy and Mr. Savarkar’s appeals for
militarisation of Hindus were inspired by similar
motives. The Mahasabha had held out the threat
of direct action against the British Government 1n
India if their demand for independence was not
accepted, but immediately on Mr. Amreys using
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some harsh words in condemnation of Pakistan, the
Mahasabha began to reverse its policy and offered
full co-operation. The selection of Messts, Anney
and N. R, Sirkar as members of the Viceroy's Coun-
cil, both of whom have been strong opponents of
Pakistan, was really a step to -appease the Hindu
Mahasabha. It has often been asserted in the
Hindu press that if Congress had not retired into
wilderness and instead pursued its parliamentary
programine in the Centre and provinces, the League
would never have gained its present strength and
importance gnd the demand for Pakistan would have
never raised its ugly head. It istruly the character-
istic of a non-homogeneous State that the political
awakening and progress of one community are the

CaLﬁse of jealousy and bitterness on the part of the
other.



