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Editorial

NSG Fiasco

ecent scuttling of India’s bid for membership of the Nuclear Suppliers” Group (NSG) points
Rtowards many chinks in the Indian armour of nuclear diplomacy and foreign policy. This fiasco is
serious enough to warrant a serious review of India’s diplomatic and foreign policy strategy.
Undoubtedly, Chinaplayed a prominent role in scuttling India’s NSG bid; nevertheless, Beijing played its
cards openly and at this juncture, merely laying blame at China’s door-step without a serious introspection
of our own failures is unlikely to serve any useful purpose.

Some analysts tout this incident by far the real crucial test of PM Modi’s foreign policy and diplomatic
acumen which has fallen short of expectations and the big issues like seeking a permanent seat for India in
the UN Security Council are still hanging afire. Undoubtedly, PM Modi in his recent interview with Times
Now TV has asserted that foreign policy decisions are taken by the team as a whole. However, the
sequence of events that preceded this fiasco tells a different story. Creation of too much hype around
NSG bid without doing sufficient smart diplomatic homework is puzzling. Prime Minister as the Head of
the Government is called upon to sign the deal when the entire groundwork is done by the diplomatic team
and the topmost executive head is not expected to put his personal prestige at stake by raising the issue
with his foreign counterpart at personal level.

While addressing public gatherings within India or in foreign lands, PM often plays to the gallery by
indulging in free-wheeling rhetoric as if he is still in an election mode without realizing that such indulgence
can work with the domestic audience to some extent, but its replication in foreign lands makes the mockery
of the country being represented. As an analyst has pointed out, the so-called ‘personal rapport’ seldom
delivers the goods because national interest is what decides as to which way the wind will blow. China’s
opposition to India’s NSG bid was very well in the public domain many weeks prior to Indian move and
Beijing had repeatedly issued statements that made it amply clear that it was in no mood to let India into the
elite nuclear club. This could have alerted the top brass in the Ministry of External Affairs to advise the
Prime Minister accordingly. How it happened will perhaps remain an unresolved puzzle.

China’s opposition to Indian bid can be understood in terms of its unease with India’s rise and its strategy
of hyphenating India with Pakistan. What came as a complete shocker was Switzerland, which had earlier
extended its complete support, opposed India’s bid citing it being anon-NPT state. This comes as ajolt
for Indiaas earlier, during PM Modi’s visit to Switzerland; the European nation had extended its complete
support. India’s induction into the Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR), an exclusive club of
countries controlling exports in missile technology, which has come days after Chinastalled India’s entry
into nuke club NSG is awelcome move. India’s membership of the MTCR will enable it to deal in high-
end missile technology. Chinais notamember of the MTCR, however. Beijing’s application to join the
MTCR is pending, affording an opportunity for New Delhi to use it as a bargaining chip with China.

In the wake of Chinese diplomatic manoeuvres in the light of its opposition to Indian bid to seek entry into
the NSG and UN Security Council, New Delhi needs to follow well-concerted and farsighted diplomacy in
general and with China in particular to harness optimum gains with minimal efforts. Instead of displaying its
magnanimity, New Delhi needs to enhance its bargaining power on the ‘give-and-take- basis and this can
be attained through augmenting its economic and political clout domestically and externally. Major Powers,
including the US and China, are known hard bargainers and possess a chequered record of ‘arms-twisting’,
while granting some concessions to adeveloping country. While negotiating with these countries, their past
history of diplomatic negotiations and pattern of bilateral relationship need to be taken due note of before
finalizing the diplomatic strategy. Besides, the dispensation in power should take cue from the past and do
enough homework before embarking on any diplomatic adventure. Those who ignore history are lost in its
wilderness. —BK
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Intolerance — Tolerance Imbroglio

Dr. Md. Mushfique Alam*

[There is a feature unique to each civilization and nation, said Swami Vivekananda. Political
liberty to French, economic interest to Britons, universal brotherhood to Islam and tolerance and
universal peace to India are precious possessions.']

olerance means a willingness to allow
I something that you do not like or agree
with to happen or continue. It implies that
the one who tolerates refrain from interfering in
the morally unacceptable or repugnant beliefs
and practices of those who are tolerated even
though he has the power to do so. It is heavily
influenced by pantheism: ‘God creates visible
differences whereas the Reality is the same’. This
in a sense is the philosophy of ‘let thousands
flower blossom’. This is not only a way of
knitting the fabric of peaceful co-existence, but
also a gateway to mobility and progress as it not
only allows multiple ideas to germinate but also
to survive and thrive.

This laid the foundation of a diverse, plural and
multi-cultural society, a ‘Rangoli’ representing
all shades, hues and colours. This would not be
an exaggeration to claim that India represents
more diversities than the rest of the world
clubbed together. From the primitive Jorwa
Tribes in Andaman & Nicobar Islands to post
post-modern elites, all contributing its share
making that ‘Rangoli’ attractive, unique and a
complete unit, an organic entity, ‘India’.

In the post-colonial India, the tolerance got re-
incarnated in the guise of secularism. It means
the belief that religion should not be involved in
the organisation of polity and entire edifice built
around it. It is a positive concept as it prohibits
discrimination among individuals on the basis
of ascriptive categories such as religion. As a
matter of fact, it grants equal status to all religions
irrespective of their origin, rituals or theology.

* Associate Prof. in Pol. Sc., T.N.B. College, Bhagalpur,
Bihar.
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By depriving the state of its power to discriminate
among its people on the basis of religious
affiliations, it renders each individual equal to
others, a cardinal virtue of modern democracies.?
Indeed, it acknowledges and recognises the worth
and dignity of every human being independent of
religion.

Unfortunately, in the contemporary times it has
become a beleaguered doctrine. Forces are
active, leaving no stone unturned to give it narrow
meaning and bad name. They interpret it in the
narrowest sense, declaring it to be a foe of one
religion and friend of others. Politicking it for
the sake of bigotry and myopic shaping and
mending of institutions is sheer injustice to such
a powerful and emancipatory doctrine.

Democracy, secularism and tolerance are
complimentary, endorsing and strengthening one
another. Democracy is a very comprehensive
concept both in procedural and substantive
aspects. But ultimately it is about choices,
options, liberty, freedom, equality and ‘public
reasoning’ as argued by Nobel Laureate Amartya
Sen. Democracy is a government by consent.
Rational consent can be obtained by persuasion
for which an atmosphere free for discussion is
essential.®

Any regime where the consent of the people is
sought to be obtained without freedom of
expression of divergent opinion, does not qualify
for being called ‘democracy’ even if it maintains
certain democratic institution. Thus, democracy
takes into account every individual as an entity,
fully endowed to imbibe ideas and entitled to
express them. Tolerance is the ingredient that
facilitates and props up this democratic milieu.



Analysing democracy in post-colonial societies,
we find that India is only one of the very few
such states where democracy has not only
survived but is thriving in full bloom.

One of the factors scholars ascribe is tolerance
and culture of reasoning and discussion being
part of our heritage. Before toeing the line of
Lord Krishna, Arjun has an intense discussion
with the former on the ethics, rationale and
consequences of war. Similarly, Jivali had some
serious arguments with Lord Rama before falling
in the line of later.*

No society can claim to be in insulation, bereft
of violence. It could be manifestation of anger,
anguish and frustration. But, simultaneously, it
could also be part of a well calculated strategy
chalked out by some extremist groups to threaten
or eliminate a few select individuals whose ideas
are not in conformity with that of these groups’.
This kind of violence and targeted Killing is on
rise over a period of last few years.

The rationalist thinker and activist Narendra
Dhabolkar was shot dead on August 20, 2013 in
Pune. The communist leader and rationalist
Govind Pansare was shot at on February 16, 2015
in Kolahpur. He succumbed to his injuries on
February 20. Rationalist writer and Kannad
littérateur Prof. M.M. Kulbargi was murdered
on August 30, 2015 at his home in Dhadwad.
These were high profile murders but many other
activists and writers too have been eliminated,
for instance Kannad writer Linganna Satyampet
was Killed. Investigating agencies have reported
that there is a uniform pattern in all these killings,
that is involvement of some rightist Hindutva
organisations.

On September 25, 2015 in Bishara village in
Dadri (Noida, UP) Md. Akhlag was lynched by
a mob on the suspicion of storing beef in a
refrigerator at his house. The mob was instigated
and provoked after a call was given from a
nearby Shiva temple. Perhaps, for the first time
a call was given from a temple to kill a Muslim.®
This gruesome killing was condemned by cross
sections of our society. It pricked the conscience
of entire nation.
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This act of violence raises an alarming question.
Will anybody or everybody be allowed to take
law into their hands if he/they perceive/see
something happening illegal or immoral? Are we
not indoctrinating our society towards a course
where rightist whim which replaces the courts
and laws? Is it not an alarm bell of fast
approaching anarchy? Let the police take action.
Let the law take its course.

Enough is enough was the call of the intelligentsia
and exhorted to register their protest through
legitimate means against the growing menace of
such violence and intolerance. Taking clue from
our own history, many of them decided to return
the awards to register their protest against the
marked silence of Sahitya Akademi. Uday
Prakash, a Hindi Writer was the first to do so on
September 4, 2015 in protest at the murder of
Prof. M.M. Kulbargi. This triggered the chain
reaction.

Host of other writers representing all most all
Indian languages followed the suit. Nayantra
Sehgal, Ashok Vajpayei, Krishna Sobti, Shashi
Deshpandey are few to name. Jayanta Mahapatra,
the first English poet to receive Sahitya Akademi
award in 1981, gave up his Padma Shree. Eminent
scientist P.M. Bhargav returned his Padma
Bhushan. The famous film maker Anand
Patwardhan too returned his award. All together
some forty writers and twelve artists hailing from
film industry surrendered their awards. These
developments spawned a serious discourse on
the issue of increasing intolerance, ‘shrinking
space’ as a serious threat to freedom of thought
and expression and democratic milieu of the
country.

In the midst of ongoing development, some
counter voices emerged strong enough to be
audible and visible. Some organisations and
individuals affiliated to RSS criticized the move
of surrendering awards alleging that there is no
threat to tolerance and this move is an effort to
malign the image of our country and to give it a
bad name abroad. On October 23, 2015 a number
of eminent writers along with those who returned
awards carried out a ‘Peace March’ to mark
protest against growing incidence of intolerance.
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Simultaneously a counter protest was held at
Sahitya Akademi by those against the idea of
returning awards. Initiative was taken under the
banner of Joint Action Group of Nationalist
Minded Artists & Thinkers. This protest was led
by Narendra Kohli and Suryakant Bali. On
November 7, 2015 Sanskar Bharti, the RSS
cultural wing organised a rally named the ‘March
for India’, led by film actor Anupam Kher. This
was organised against those writers and artists
who had returned awards citing growing
intolerance in the country its reason. They were
unequivocal about what it thought their
colleagues were: ‘traitors who deserved to be
thrown across Wagha border’. The march started
from the National Museum and concluded at
Vijay Chowk.

Delegation included actor Anupam Kher and
director Madhur Bhandarkar met President Dr.
Pranav Mukherji and Prime Minister Narendra
Modi. After meeting the delegation Prime
Minister issued a press statement saying, “Indian
culture goes beyond tolerance and talks of
acceptance”.® In 1893 Swami Vivekananda said,
“we believe not only in universal toleration but
we accept all religions as true”. In a sense our
Prime Minister was re-iterating what Swamiji
exhorted one and a quarter century ago.

Debate, discussion, arguments and counter
arguments are true essence and basic ingredient
of any democratic and pluralistic society. We
need to rise above allegation and counter-
allegation and give a serious thought to whether
really there have been any erosion of tolerance
and shrinking of space of dissent? The Journey
from Dhabolkar killing to Bishara village
lynching is an indication in affirmation.

If it is so, what are the factors responsible?
Among the factors, has Narendra Modi’s
elevation to the post of Indian’s Prime Minister
abetted the deterioration and boosted the morale
of “fringe element’? Are the ‘fringe elements’ no
more at fringe, and have successfully occupied
the centre-stage? These are certain uncomfortable
questions that ask for some rigorous thinking and
analysis.
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Narendra Modi’s tryst with New Delhi began on
February 6, 2013 with an address to the students
at Lady Shree Ram College, New Delhi, albeit
he got green signal from Nagpur much earlier.
Bhartiya Janata Party’s national executive met at
Goa conclave organised from June 6 to June 9,
2013. At this conclave Narendra Modi was
designated chairman of BJP’s poll campaign for
2014 General Elections. Then BJP president
Rajnath Singh formally declared Modi to be
Prime Ministerial candidate on September 13,
2013. He took oath of the office of India’s Prime
Minister on May 26, 2014.

Even a cursory look at the incidence of violence
and killing cited in the preceding paragraphs and
Narendra Modi’s elevation to the position of
India’s Prime Minister, there seems to be a
propensity in increase of such acts of intolerance
after decks were cleared for Modi to become
India’s prime minister. This can’t be a mere co-
incidence. Narendra Modi’s coming at the helms
of power has certainly boosted the morale of
fringe elements.

The spectacular silence on the part of our prime
minister and provocative and irresponsible
statements by various BJP leaders have further
worsened the situation. At times succinct silence
amounts to sanction. A Muslim couple on board
Gorakhpur bound Kushinagar Express was
harassed, humiliated and tortured by the members
of Gauraksha Samiti on the suspicion of carrying
cooked beef. This incident took place at Khirkiya
railway station in Harda district of Madhya
Pradesh on January 13, 2016.

Before concluding, | cite an episode that | have
been witness to. It was August 21, 2013. | was at
electricity office in front of T.N.B. College
(Bhagalpur Bihar) to deposit my electricity bill.
While | was waiting in a long queue for my turn
to deposit the bill, a well-dressed man came and
tried to handover the bill and money he carried
to a familiar person quiet ahead in the queue. A
bearded man, wearing skull cap just behind that
person (to whom the intruder want to hand over
his bill and money) vehemently opposed. The
intruder had to leave with his bill and money.
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After depositing the bill I came out to kick start
my bike. | heard the same intruder speaking to
himself, ‘let Modi become Prime Minister all
Muslims would be butchered (Modi ke Pradhan
Mantri bane daheen, sab miyan ke kaat dabey’.

Reference

1. The East and the West, A collection of Swami
Vivekananda’s speeches, published by
Advaita Ashram, Kolkata, pp. 23-25.

2. Bhargav, Rajeev (2010), What is Political
Theory And Why do We Need it? New Delhi,
Oxford University Press, p. 277.

3. Sen, Amartya (2005), The Argumentative
Indian : Writings in Indian Culture, History
and Identity, London, Penguin Books, p.12

4. 1lbid, pp. 3-5
The Hindu, September 27, 2015.

6. The Indian Express, November 8, 2015.
L & 2

o

Religion and Communalism in India

Dr. Kiran Bala* & Anuj Bist**

[There is a need for a change in mindset whereby nationalism should be promoted in place of
jingoism. There is a need to develop rationality and logic, so that the consciousness of people in
society evolves to the realm where they could become competent enough to understand that it is
man who created religion, and not the other way round.]

The origin of religious beliefs can be traced
back to the formative phase of human
civilization. Varied forms of religions are
evident from ancient societies to the civilized
one. Experts propound a number of theories about
the origin of religion. According to the spiritual
thought that rests on the existence of soul, belief
in soul forms the basis of religion. The believers
in consciousness maintain that there is life and
sense in everything, whereas naturalists attribute
the origin of religion to the natural forces.!

According to Durkheim, religion springs from
social consciousness. August Comte explains
religious thought as the initial stage of intellectual
thought.?Antropologist Malinowski and Radcliffe
Brown have clarified in their study that religion
was responsible for maintaining social unity and
controlling personal conduct.® Marx believed that
anxiety and fear caused by natural phenomenon
gave birth to religion.* Fear has played a major

* Asst Prof. (Sociology), SSDPC Girls (PG) College,
Roorkee.

** Researcher in Sociology, H.N.B.G.U. Srinagar,
Gharwal.

10

role in the evolution of religion. It’s a fact that
cannot be denied. In defence of this fact, Sir
Thomas Browne has stated that, “I am God
fearing, still I am not afraid.”

In primitive societies, religion was considered
to be the prime agent of social control. Even in
modern society, as long as man does not
understands everything about his future and all
about the secrets of natural forces, the importance
of religion will endure in some or the other form.
In the beginning, man used to attribute all
incidents to divine powers, but with the
development and expansion of mediums of social
control, there has been a reduction in
conservative thought to some extent. Even then,
the distorted form of religion is promoting
communalism through politics and violence.

The inherent values of various religions are
broadly quite similar, whatever variation there,
are due to its origins, period and circumstances.
From this viewpoint as well, secularism should
be the sign of progress in modern society. Despite
making a rapid progress in social, scientific and
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economic areas in the twenty first century, human
civilization has also witnessed an increase in
the religion-oriented violence, which compels
us to ponder on egotist and disintegrating agents
flourishing even in the developing civilized
society. Here, it is also important to understand
that the main reason behind this is lack of social
control which is fostering aimless leadership.

The actual concept of secularism is and non-
alliance with any particular religion, and
fearlessly having equal respect and approach
towards all religions, which means that there
should be no discrimination on the basis of caste
and religion. Because religion can only hold any
importance for a person if he upholds humanity
above everything else. In Nehru’s words,
“Secularism doesn’t mean discouraging religion,
it is the policy of offering privilege to religion
and consciousness and those who don’t believe
in any religion are also included in it.”®

Modern society is evolving and progressing
ahead in the fields of education and technology,
yet there remains much of hindrance due to
various political and economic reasons.
Communalism is a term which means domination
by a particular religious community which, being
in majority, considers itself superior than the rest,
assuming governance their divine right.’
Prejudice against each other is also a reason
behind conflicts arising in the name of religion.
As they say, all the terrorists in the world are
Muslims; Muslims are orthodox and they believe
in resorting to violence.

We need to contemplate on this another picture
at global level. Indonesia is the biggest Muslim
country in the world, yet it remains an absolutely
secular nation. Of its total population, 88 percent
are Muslims, 13 percent are Christians, and 3
percent are Hindus and believers in other faiths.
Countries like Turkey, Syria and Mali are big
secular countries with predominantly Muslim
populations. According to the National Family
Health Survey, young Muslim and Hindu women
have equal rate of procreation.

Different forms of communalism exist in different
countries. In some parts of America and Africa,
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communal conflicts took place due to racial
differences. Although, followers of Christianity
renounced conservative approach and started
giving priority to reality. The reason behind this
was the study of science as part of education.
Scientific awareness helped this community
become educated and progressive®. In modern
capitalist countries, the religion takes root mainly
within the society?.

Communal thinking can perpetuate in any society
even without violence, but communal violence
cannot exist without the proliferation of
communal thought™. The spreading of communal
thought is like a silent volcano that can blow
apart the basic structure of human civilization
which takes generations to reassemble. The
premise of flaring up of communal violence does
not rests on any immediate incident, but it is the
result of embers that have been smouldering
silently for a long time, and the flaring up of the
communal frenzy is also spurred only by rowdy
elements who take it for granted that their religion
as superior to others.

In India, the concept of community is outrightly
linked to religious fundamentalism. Followers
of a particular religious order consider their own
religious beliefs as superior in comparison to
other religions, and this belief leads to conflicts.
The feeling of supremacy and conservative
beliefs gives rise to hatred, enmity, neglect,
contempt, sparks violence between different
religious groups. Politicians also take advantage
of such situations while using the youth as their
vote bank to achieve their self-centered political
ambitions™.

In much the same way as the British government
did to maintain its colonial existence by creating
schism between diverse communities with
cultural differences by playing on the tendency
of Indian culture to disintegrate.

There has been a harmonious relation between
various religions in India since ancient times,
but many groups with conflicting beliefs on
various fronts also evolved in time. Colonial
powers present in India too tried to divide the
people on the basis of caste, language, religion
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and regions for their own vested interests. Till
the very beginning of twentieth century, the issue
of communalism was as challenging as that of
the freedom struggle, and the divide and rule
policy of the British Government continued to
nourish communalism.

Recognising this challenge, secularism was
adopted by Indian National Movement to combat
it.22 In the aftermath of the post-partition Sikh-
Muslim communal riots in 1947, it was felt that
there will be no more riots in future, as Punjab
had become free of the Muslim community, but
flaring up of the dormant embers of communalism
was witnessed following the assassination of
Indira Gandhi, which resulted in widespread
riots involving Sikh and Hindu communities.®
Thus, it proved again that religious
fundamentalism can only lead to destruction and
doom.

Indian society is still divided into many creeds;
diverge in interest, and often opposing each other.
Communal political opinion is founded on the
notion that people can be tackled together only
on the basis of their religious beliefs, for common
cause ranging from their economic status, to their
social and cultural goals. People of a particular
group behave in a particular manner not only in
religious matters, but even otherwise, if they
belong to the same religion.

Besides religion, politics is one of the matters.'
In this regard, two streams of thought prevail.
Firstly, people from different religious
communities also have their personal and secular
interests, and secondly, all societies have their
common goals as well. This commonality brings
them together as a nation.?® This feeling lead each
religious group to consider itselfa separate entity
giving prime importance to their own interests
and dominate the other with opposition, conflict
and violence, as today there is a struggle for
domination, which also lies somewhere deep
down.

Whether it is the quest for religious dominance
or political dominance, it prevails in every
society and verifies inter-caste and religious
conflicts. The desire for dominance among
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communities affects every caste and religion and
justifies every conflict, acquires a distorted form
and takes the path that starts with religion and
takes the route of communalism, ending up in
violence. The basic purpose of all religions is
to establish peace.

In his book, “The Truth,” Dr Radhakrishnan has
said that piety, purity, and generosity are not
exclusive domains of any particular religion of
the world.* Still, every community claims
superiority, and looks down upon others, which
somehow raise questions about the existence of
religion itself.

Currently, representatives of religions and
politicians form a self-serving nexus to incite
the public in their own narrow interests. Faith in
a religion is a truly personal belief. As a rule,
religion never divides any society, but distorted
interpretations and explanations of religion
makes a person eye other religions with contempt.
This ill-will gives rise to communalism. In a
country like India, where caste system is
embedded in religion, if we build up on the idea
of unity, a practical definition of religion can be
figured out which will envisage mutual respect
between all religions.

In Indian society, due to gaping caste-oriented,
religious and cultural differences and disparity
in distribution of economic resources, the youth
is severely hit by unemployment. Using the youth
through the inappropriate path of conflict, the
opportunist political leadership smartly exploits
this situation to the best of their advantage. Such
behavior also affects ‘secularism,” the basic
spirit of the Indian Constitution. Due to the
interference of religion in judicial matters,
Supreme Court has said that India is a secular
nation, but can’t say till when. Religion must be
kept away from the law.”

Misusing the young generation of the country to
their ends has become part of the psyche of
aimless leadership and communal violence has
no longer remained an administrative problem,
but taken on political hues. The solution to
communalism lies not in resistance, but in
establishing equal standards of morality. Davis
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has stated that, “a thief acts in a more logical
manner, but we will not call him better than an
ordinary citizen.”8

In Indian society, since Independence, name of
leadership emerges in some way or the other in
cases of communal violence. The fire that has
started earlier in western Uttar Pradesh is still
ablaze. The incident has caused severe damage
to the social fabric of the area, but political
parties take them as opportunities and to make
the most of them to boost their malicious politics.
Actually, in any country, communal feeling of the
majority population is more dangerous than
communalism among the minorities.

It has also been observed that the situation during
communal riots is often deliberately made
perilous.? In fact; a nation only grows stronger
when its internal issues are resolved, so that it
may face the global challenges firmly. Therefore,
to overcome the problem of communalism, it is
necessary to impose acomplete ban on communal
organizations, blind devotion towards religions
checked at every level, and encroachment of
religion into secular areas is opposed. There
should be restrictions on electoral campaigning
on communal lines. Besides, moral science
education should be included to nurture religious
harmony.

Only then we can expect the growth rate of India
to surpass that of China. In many areas, India is
vying with developed countries. Success in
sending a spacecraft to the Mars at a lower cost
is certainly a matter of pride. But, we must also
accept the fact that we can still not openly discuss
matters related to religion and caste within the
larger segment of society which remains
backward. Even minor incidents tend to attain
violent form.

Politicians think that they can have their hold
over the common man by luring them with petty
things. Blind faith prevails to such an extent that
even after the dirty acts of fake godmen are
exposed, the number of their followers hardly
declines. Thus, blind faith that manifests as
communalism becomes a barrier in national
integration. There is a need for a change in
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mindset whereby nationalism should be promoted
in place of jingoism. There is a need to develop
rationality and logic, so that the consciousness
of people in society evolves to the realm where
they could become competent enough to
understand that it is man who created religion,
and not the other way round.
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Mahatma Gandhi and 1940 Lahore Resolution

Dr. Kanwaljit Kaur*

[Mahatma Gandhi was one of the great activist theoreticians of the twentieth century. His attire
and simple life style to which millions of poor could identify earned him the title of the Mahatma
or the Great one. He was a great freedom fighter and non-violent activist who always followed
non-violence all through his life while leading India for the independence from British rule.! He
always stood for the Hindu-Muslim unity and integration of the country. He always followed the
policy of peace and co-operation with all the religious minorities in India.]

This paper analyses his reaction towards
Muslim League’s? famous Lahore
Resolution (1940). All India Muslim
League inits Annual Session at Lahore in March
1940 passed its Resolution regarding partition.
M.A. Jinnah® said in his presidential address:
“The Hindus and Moslems have different
religious philosophies, social customs, literature,
they neither inter marry nor dine together and
indeed they belong to two different civilizations
which are based mainly on conflicting ideas and
conceptions. Their views on life and of life are
different... To yoke together two such nations
under a single state, one as a numerical minority
and the other as a majority, must lead to growing
discontent and final destruction of any fabric that
may be so built up for the govt. of such a state.”

Ethnic groups always try to protect their
identities. If they are in a dominant position in a
given society, their task is not difficult. But if
they are in a minority, they have to face problems
in retaining their separate cultural identities.
They often feel insecure about their well-being
if they are living under the threat of dominancy
of other religion. So, for the protection of their
rights they generally stood for the separation from
the majority ruling class.

It came as a shock to the political parties in India.
Indian National Congress’s® all major leaders
stood with the concept of Hindu-Muslim unity.
Especially, Mahatma Gandhi was amongst the
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greatest champions of Hindu-Muslim unity. He
not only stood firm for establishment of
communal harmony but also sacrificed his life
in its pursuit.” Mahatma Gandbhi stated: “Religion
is a matter of the heart. No physical
inconvenience can warrant abandonment of one’s
own religion.”

In his newspaper Harijan he repeatedly showed
his indifference towards this scheme. He asserted
that no compromise could be made on any such
lines. He argued: “Partition scheme is a more
threat and pressure tactic from Jinnah. We should
be indifferent to it.2 Gandhi’s argument was that
the religion could not be the basis for
nationality.”® He further wrote: “I am striving to
become the best comment between the two
communities. My longing is to be able to
comment the two with my blood, if necessary.
There is nothing in either religion to keep the
two communities apart. In nature there is a
fundamental unity running through all the
diversity. Religions are no exception to the
natural law. They are given to mankind so as to
accelerate the process of realization of
fundamental unity. The need of the moment is not
an establishment of a universal religion but there
is a greater need to develop mutual respect
towards the different religions.”

Gandhi called the two-nation theory an untruth
and showed that the similarities between the
Hindus and Muslims were greater than any
differences. He equivocally stated: “A Bengali
Muslim speaks the same tongue that a Bengali
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Hindu does, eats the same food, has the same
amusements as his neighbour... The Hindu law
of inheritance governs many Muslim groups.”*!

According to Mahatma Gandhi God has no
religion. No culture can live, if it attempts to be
exclusive. Gandhi’s long and lively association
with both Muslims and Hindus in South Africa
had made him conscious of the fact that both had
much in common and their traditional harmony,
which had been somewhat fractured in the
preceding decades could be re-established in
India.

Gandhi was very upset by the propaganda of the
two-nation theory. He tried his level best to
convince the League and particularly Jinnah. He
again stressed that: “I proceed on the assumption
that India is not to be regarded as two or more
nations but as one family consisting of many
members. The proposal of partition has altered
the face of Hindu-Muslims problems. There can
be no compromise with it. At the same time |
have said that if the eight crores of Muslims
desire it no power on earth can prevent it
notwithstanding opposition, violent and non-
violent. It cannot come by honourable
agreement.”

He again asserted that “religions are not for
separating men from one another, they are meant
to bind them.*? Use of force to enlarge the
following is not advancement of religion. God
is beyond denominationalism, doctrinarism and
factionalism.”*®* He repeatedly said that the
division of India would be only over his body.*

As the Individual Satyagraha®™ movement was
going on at all India level, the Congress Party
could not pay much attention towards Lahore
Resolution of the Muslim League. In 1941, it was
clear to Gandhi that unity could not be achieved
through an agreement with the Muslim League.
The situation deteriorated considerably in 1941
and there were many communal riots instigated
by the Muslim League to ‘intimidate the
Congress’. Gandhi was prepared to ignore this,
since it was the people who would ultimately
decide the communal question.*
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Though Gandhi’s efforts to establish Hindu-
Muslim unity did not succeed in the long run due
to many extraneous factors, it cannot be denied
that his lack of bias, his zeal for establishing
harmonious relations between different sections
of India’s population and his personal integrity
won himthe love and trust of important segments
of the Muslim community. Pakistan was won in
the end, but no one can forget the efforts and
actions of Mahatma Gandhi to make India a united
free land with all the communities who live in
India from ages.
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Right to Information under Indian Legal System

Dr. Subir Kumar Roy*

[Freedom of information effectively promotes participatory democracy and enables the people to
involve in the decision-making process. It is considered as the soul of the democracy as the
informed citizenry keeps vigil upon the activities of government. It creates a direct linkage between
the people and government. Right to get information is also a human right as the people cannot
apply the freedom of speech and expression without having the information.]

s we are living in the era of ‘knowledge
Arsvolution’ it is quite clear that the person
ho has the information is the rich person
in the world. So it has a link with the economic
system of a country. This article discuss at length
about the place of ‘Right to Information’ in Indian
legal system. Right to Information Act, 2005, no
doubt, is a salutary legislation but it fails to fulfill
the aspirations of the people as still we are
battling hard to get responsive and corruption
free governance. This article scanned the legal
provision in India to detect the inherent flaws of
it and puts suggestion to overcome them.

The Concept of Freedom of Information

The free flow of information and the recognition
of ‘right to know’ as basic tenets of human rights
is considered as the life-line of democracy.
Informed citizenry can only pave the way for
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transparent, corruption free and effective
governance which will check the abuse of human
right and save the polity from becoming the
tyranny of majority. So, it is axiomatic that right
to information takes its colour from right to know
and basically evolves from the freedom of speech
and expression which gives a rock solid
foundation to democracy.

The concept behind freedom of information lies
in the idea of sharing of sovereign authority which
establishes the functioning of the government and
the knowledge of common people about such
functioning and thus makes a democratic polity
in between people and government. Freedom of
information is also considered as an important
element of human right. Lack of information keeps
the people at distance from the decision making
process and also debar the people from forming
the idea or concept about their own life, society
and the polity under which he or she survives.
Without having the ideas of concept about the
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matter a person neither can express him or herself
properly nor can exchange the ideas with other
in an apt way. So, lack of information causes a
barrier into the way of a people to explore their
potentialities to the fullest extent.

Freedom of information effectively promotes
participatory democracy and ensures good
governance as it creates opportunity for rulers
and the ruled to come in close and which in turn
helps to initiate the pro-bono measures in social,
economic and political front by ensuring the
participation of all formal and informal
institutions and actors within society. Freedom
of information is also considered as a potent
weapon for empowerment because it enables
people to improve their status and position.

We have crossed the era of industrial revolution
long back and now we are in the era of
knowledge revolution where information
becomes the yardsticks to achieve prosperity and
enlightenment. Information becomes the
determining factor for proper development and
enrichment of society and that is why now a
day’s good governance depends upon the extent
of democratizing knowledge resources.

Freedom of information enables the people to
become part and parcel of the governance and
thus provides an opportunity to become an
effective participant of the decision making
process. Under a free society the citizen gets
the detail information not only about the ongoing
policies of the government but also the policies
which will be introduced. Needless to mention
the well being of the people and prosperity of
the nation remains directly connected with the
policy of the Government be it is internal or
external affairs and directly affects the life of
the people of that area so freedom of information
imposes a check and balance into the working
of the Government and becomes an effective
device to check corruption and bring
transparency in running of the affairs of the
Government.

It makes the Government accountable and
sensitive towards the aspirations of people
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which lead towards good governance. ‘Openness’
and ‘Secrecy’ are antagonistic to each other
because behind the curtain of secrecy the devices
like corruption, oppression, arbitrariness etc.
germinates as it thwarts and suppress the voice
of the people and gives the birth of the
authoritarian state. So, freedom of information
plays a significant role to make the democracy
vibrant, meaningful and also creates the scope
for the masses to associate themselves directly
with the governance process.

The people can scrutinize and assess the activities
of their Government by accessing the information
about the actions of the Government in social,
economy, cultural, educational, spiritual,
religious fronts as it is a condition precedent in
an open and free society to supply information to
the people by the Government. Under ‘Freedom
of Information’ regime the information is provided
to people from the custody of “‘Public Authority’
in two different ways under which one method is
to supply the information by the authority
concerned by the request of the information
seeker and other method is called as ‘Disclosure
Law’ whereby the Government is bound to
provide certain information for public purposes
suo moto, even without having any request from
the public.

Freedom of Information not only deals with the
issues related to political matters but also deals
with all those matters which are required for self-
development. Dissemination of knowledge and
information helps the people to know about the
different welfare measures and schemes initiated
by the government for their welfare. It is the right
of the people to claim their share in the beneficial
measures taken by the Government as it uses the
public money.

Right to access the information is essentially a
human right as it enables the people to know the
reason whenever they will find unequal tre