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LETRODUGTIONs

Bhimrao Ramji Anbedkar has loomed lavrge in the
history of our eountry as a greut msoholar, thinker,
emancipator and a ooﬁntttutianaligt of eminence, iiis
is a faniliar nanme foxr all studente of Indian rolitics
and constitution, Ho enmerged on the political soenc of
Iandia, primarily as a ninority leadexr, “hile putting
up a stout &stance.af the righte and the privileges of
the ainorities, he was participating positively and
offectively in the politioal life of our ocountry during
a deocisive period in her history.

 Dre BeReAmbedkar was a brilliant academician,
a great legal luminary, an erudite sonolar, a powerful
writer, barkister, a great conetitutional pundis,
enancipator and champlon of tae dumd, downtrodden peopls
fron whose very ranks he spruns. He was a bdorn  un-
touciiable fron Hatnagiri Jloetriot in Haharashtra, He
was bera.an April 14, 1891 into one of those poor and
unfortunate families of the :lgpharg., An untouohable lad
with no means but industry and dediocation, had a
brilliant aoademic oareer and was destined to shlne oud
as a distinguiesed alumnus of §he columbia University
{UeSeAe)y, and the London usehiool of Hoonomios and rolitical
woienoe, where he came under the inspiring influence of
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great teaoh«rs like John lewey and Edwin Jannan
respectively. A great social reformer like booksr .
¥ashington,and an eminent parliamentarian like sdmund
Burke influenged his thoughts and politieal actions o

2 great extent. Baok at home, ho came under the
1llusinating influsnce of iahatna Jotiba Fule 'the greatest
Shudrae' of Hodern IndiaQ Dr. Ambedkar's soholastio
attainnents wers i.As, PheDey DeS0s, 8nd Bar-at-Law,

In addition, the Jolumbdia University chose to homour hin
by ccnferring the Degree of 'Doator of Laws® Ronoris
SAUSE upon "... one of India's leading oitisens -~ a
great eocial reformer and a valiant upholder of human
rights.” The Osmania University conferred on him the
honorary degree of *Doctor of Lﬁt&dﬁn&iaaong witn Dy,
SsRadhakrishinan and Shri. H.K.Vollodi, in reeognition of
the meritorious services he had rendered to the nation.
idd these scholastio attainments and recognitions seemed
inadegquate to wipe out the stigma of untoushability that
was atiached to his caste, Nevertheleasn, it was his
privilege to have come $o be ranked as *one of the top
dosen great Indians' of the century. .

The Sooial Setting:

Dr, Ambodkar was known and recognissed as a man
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witi @ sense of urpose and aiéa:.oa in hio publiic life,
His oourage of oonviction and his resentaent for
ooapromise were essential ingredieats of his parsomuty)
which wae characteristieally his own. He was the

victinm of a soeioty and peligion that was highly un-
demoeratio and oonservative. Devuid of an egalitarian
outlook, it chose to troat a considerable paxrt of its

own people as '?ntcumble' and henoe woree than inferior,
The practice of untoushability for several cemturies in
India had its own repurcussions on the social and politioal
life of the gountry, In such an atmosphere of freesing
conservatisn and sooial ealumny, anyone that dared point
out these evils was bound to be branded and ostraocised.
'Dx-. Ambodkar was no exeeption to this phemomenon. .le

was bound to be misunderstood and misrepresented. ihe
‘whirling gyatars of learning' ‘that £liew in his several
learned writings and innumerable public utteranoces were
alleged to have been prompsed by sectionalism and persoanal
bitternese., Such a pronouncenent was typical of the
sooiety into whioh he was dbown. Dr, Ambedkar belonged to
that clase of people who would not detract from Sheir
oonvietions and responsibilities by such abuses and
oslumy. Undaunted by the depressing .naonphore, he
stuck to hie guns and did not hesitate evea to leave the
folds of the Hindu religion itsclf., Such individuals
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are very often the products of the sooial, raligious and
the politiesl melieu around tiem. It is essential,
therefore, t© gxmmine the thoughts and writings of suoch
men in the light of the soeial set-wup in whioh they
grow and think, It is ondeavoured to provide, in tae
gourse of Ghapters I and II of the thesis, the ®moeial
and politieal setting of the country, 1n OChapter II
attention is fooussed on the task he set to hinsolf as
*the miesion' of his life, Ir, Ambedkar had developed

a theory of his own as to thé genesis and development of
untouchability in India and other related problems, Hie
views on the subject are also touched upon briefly in the
course of Chapter 11 with a view $o providiang she
proper perspective to the studying of his role in the
politiocal and oomstitutional evolution of India, ihe
ohapter also provides the canvass upon which his ideas
and misoion ars olearly depiocted, besides making ocertain
clains for hinm. In the remaining Chapters of the thesis
enoh one of the oclaius made, are exanined,

Emaneipation s the two approaches:

This thesis makos an attempt %o explain and
disouss the prominent points in his thinking. e are
fortunate indeed that Dr, Ambedkar belonged to that
vanishing tribe of lenalar;politiainns who were able to
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reduwoe all their thougshts, views and plans into goncrete
writings., A oonsiderable number of books, and other
writinge of Dr, Ambedkar formn the ehief souroce of our
infornation and study. Dr. Ambodkar sucoessfully comdined
in hiu the role of a sgholar, writer, thinker, leader and
an agitasor.| He was primarily a sooial revolutionary.

His revolt against Hinduiea and the sogiety it oreated,
was voloanic., Of course, his was not the first trenchent
attaok on the unseany eoide of Hinduism. He exprossed
explicitly his views om the problem in many bLroad-gides

of his, includin; the ones at the Round Table Conferences,
the Bombay Provinoial Legislature, the Central Legislature
and other national and iantermatioual forums. A close
study of his writingo would reveal that ao did not write
for the sake of writin: alone. wach one of his writings
had a par:ioular parpnse and was intended to provide the
neans for pressing forward the demands on dehalf of the
dowmmtrodden untouchables whose leadersihip he had oome to
assunc, It had to be *assumed’ by him, for, the untouchables
4id not have that much of awareness and understanding as
to appreciate the nesessity of having a leader of their
own flesh and blood, and ono who would oonsider their
humiliations and sufferings as hie own., BStill, it must
be said to hie oredit, he cane to have a huge followiny
in the ocountry.
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Dr., Ambedkarts battle had to be ardusus und
exagting in tne extreme, It was particularly 8o duse to
the olaios made by the Indian Hational Oongress under
Gandhiji's leadership to speak for the antire iHindu
society, nay the whole mation, inoluding the 'HARIJAHS!®
-~ the ohildren of God -~ as they were christened by
Gandhiji. 1t was naturally awkward for Dr, Ambedkar to
press his c¢ase £or the untouchablee wiihi the British, as
their lesder. iie had also to expose all she enormities
of injustiocs and wrongs endured and suffered by the
sixty nillions of untouchables, mutsly. Sues a procass
was bound to treduce tie olaims of the Congress direetly,
and also by iaplioution, denigrate the Hindu faith. Jhis,
however, degane inevitable when Dr. Ambedkar realised
that he was facing & problem which was deeply entrenched
and would not yield to reasonadle politieal nsgotiation
or good-»ills It was at this estage that ishatma Jandhi
stogpid#in to take up the cause of the untoushables., iow
zar.ﬁ§ndhixz'a claisn to represant and spesk for the
‘Harijans' was calculated to supersede Dr, Ambedkar's
clais requires examination,

The two aporoaches to the groblem of untouchadility,
by $the Hahatma on the one hund and Dr, Ambedkar on the
other, wore necessarily divergent., The iMahatma advocated
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and adopted the ameliorative stops such as lemple :atry,
and throwing epen other plaoces of public resort to the
Harijans, Gandhiji appealed to the good eense of the
gaste iiindus to aohieve this. Ho was opposed to seeking
& solusion Shrough & political arrangenent. He opposed
the proposal for separate elestorato even by staking his
own life. Dr. Ambedkar was, on the other hand, opposed
to this spiritual épptal thTough he realised that
untouchability bad a religious sanction, He also thou ht,
a opiriiua; appeal without an approprimte sveial aotion
geared by politioal power and sanotion would stand little
chanoe of survival. OChapter III of thia thesis sxaninocs
¢losely the two divergent approaohes, and the role of
each a8 smancipator,io determined in an objestive and
original way.

Dre. Amdedkar was also fully aware that to achieve
his goal he should not anly dxrqat his appeal to the
masses but $o tho inteiligentsia also, who were largely
loed by the National Congress and formed the core of the
national movement. He was also farsighted and astute
enough %o realiese the need for snlisting the sympathies
of foreign oteervers foy his caume., His writinge such
as : Annihilation of Caste (1938; °*37)s ir. Gandhi and
the Emanoipation of the Untouchables (31943); whut Congress
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and Gandhi have done to Untouchables (1540); Comaunal
Deadlock and a Way to Solve It (1945)3 Who Were The
Shudran? (1946)3 OStates and lHinorities (1947); The
Vntouéhaﬁlcoa Who dere They and Why They Becane
Untaannabion? (1948)3 Thoughts on Pakissan, or Pakistan

or the ?artitioa of India ( 1840, 1045, 1946 ); besides

a number of articles and monographe,fully served this
purpose of his, . His writings also inoludc works such

an 3 PederationVevu Preedon (1939); Ranade, dandnl :wnd
 Jinnah (1948); Problem of the Rupee (1984); volution

of Provinoial Pinances in Sritish India (1928); Oaste

in India (1916); Thoughts on Linguistioc States (1965),etc.,
dsaling with the political and eccnomio problems of tue
sountry., He was giving finishing touches to nis
posthumous publication.— The Buddha and His Dhamma (1987),
.'nen he breathed his lmast., 7This work o his ocontains

an entirely new and original interpretation of buddhien,
whion he embraced along with lakhs of his followers,as a

religion of equality and tolerance,in preference to
Hinduisn, ‘

Heed for speoisl proteations:

Theae works of his were not only olassics in
thelr very nature and treatnent bit contsin an advooagy
of the ocause of she untouchables in full drens. !ils writings
bear an faprint of original thou;ht and great scholurship.



(1x)

They were all timely and aleo taey stand out as bold and
forthright verdicts on the problems they deal with. .r.
Amdedkar'es views on the problen of religlous and linguistio
ainorities in Indis hLave Baen developed in some of his
writings, His suggestionoc to proteot ninority lutersets
in general and those ¢ the untouchables in partiounlar
were containzd in the memoranda he subtnitted to tue
S84in0on Commission and the Round Table Conferences, !lle
explained and pressed Lis demand for speciul electoral

. safeguards for taem if they were to b¢ saved from the
ignominy %o which they wers subjected. He advooated
that the uatouchables shouid partake in the politiocal
power, This they cannot do unless they are given speoial
slectoral safeguards on the lines given to the other
ainéritiea like the Huslime. Though he once delieved,
joint eleotorates with reservation of eeate would do,

he later on realised that special eleotorates alone would
enable his people to get into politiocal power. In
Chapter 1Y his views on the problem of minorities are
exanined, In the latter part of the chapter, his
to,{ugm.a Judglment on the oreation of iLinguistio
States has been exanined in the 1light of wnat is hs 'pening
in India since the reorganiszation of States, It is
olaiaed aoré. that dr. Ambedkar wae poriaps one oi t.e
very fow leaders wuo oould think of and antieipaie the
repurcussions asccurately. His plea for utilising the
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opportunity of the States reorzanisation for orcating
dtates of nearly equal sisze by adopting the principle

of more than one State for a language rather than one
dtate only for one language, ¢ould dbe ¢laimed as a
sonstrustive and thoughtful sugsestion., He even
anticipated the balkanising tendenoy between She Norta
and the South and suggeeted positive steps towards
national integration waich are highlighted in the course
of Ohapter IV of this thesiu.

Pakistan a political necessity:

Ir. Ambedkar's 'lThoughte on Pakiotan' is
undoudtedly his pagnum 9puS. The usefulness of the
book is established by she very faot that it went into
three editions in all. The study was devoted to an
objeative and dispassionate presentation of the coase for
and againat Pakistan when the iassue was hotly debated
botia in India and abroad, The book alsc contained his
own views on the Pakistan projeoct. Ir, Ambedkar had
assuned on the part of his roaders a sound background
knowledgze of the oourse of Hindu-~iuslim relationsiips
during the laster part of the 19th century and all
along the 20%h. To facilitate an objective aporcoiation
of not only the book dbut his views ond verdiot on Paxistan,
a separate chapter entitled 'Uommunal Tangle' was thought
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proper and necessary. This constitutes Jhapter V of

She tnesis whioch is essentially 1linked up with

Chapter VI on 'Pakistan or No Pakietan?'’, as a prologue

to it. It is a commonplace thing that the Hinduwilualin
antagonisn conatituted one of the dominant themes in the
political and constitutional evolution of India. Any

study of it, therefore, will be unrealistioc if it does
not take into account this mejor factor of communal

olains and oounter-oclains. It is very muoh 80 when

we exanine the views of Dr, Anbedkar on She issue of partie
tioning of the eountry as a prelude to Indian independenocc,
Henoe the justifioation for Chapter Vv, in the course of
which a comprehensive study of tae comaunal provlem
vis-8-vis the political and constitutional evolution

‘of India ia made, Moroover,.ir. Ambedkar's views on this
problem are also sxamnined in this Chapter. A xnowledge

of the developments discussad in Chapter V provides

the inesoapable historioal perspective to Chaptex VI,

Dr. Ambedkar's mastorly analysis of the uslin
demand for a separite home-state of their ﬁun is a
stinulating study exhibiting profound historiocal knowlecdse
and analytical skill, In Chapter VI & study of his
views on Pakistan are exanined, His contribution in
this regard is significant not only to the politioal
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evolution of India, but much more to the political tuought
of India of the day. The nerit of his study lay in his
recommendation of Pakistan idea to the attention of his
eountrymen, not because hoe was eager to concede the

Huslin demand, but decause he thought it was a political
negessity. This, he pointed out, realising fully well,
that 1t would be unpalatable to a large ssotion of Indians.
A$ a tinme when there was nmore heat than light in the
country on the issue, he was the one who showed tihe path
and prepared the ainds of top leaders of the nation for
accepting partition, however unpleasant it was,as a
negessary evil. Dr. Ambedkar, of gourse, without full
Justification, lays the blame at the doors of the Uongress
for leading the situation ultizately to such a stage as

fo oake 1% A political neceseity. With his ability to
look straight at fundamental facta, he poianted out that
the possibility of preserving a single Indiaa nation had
receded in view of 'the extravagence of the longress
policies and aotivities' and 'the bewildering political
theories of iir, Gandhi.' I[hoe role of the British in this
roegard is not highlighted by Dr, Andedkar. Diotated by
prudensce, perhaps, he 4id not want to antagonise the
brisisn. The study is valuable even to-day after ycars
of partition in a8 much a8 it is an eyitoms of the politiocal
and sooial history of Imdia during the Century and as



{x114)

such it is as well called ‘India‘’s politioal what is what'
of the periocd.

@: a orisis of paxttﬁtpasiouc

The pesturing of a politiocian may sometines be
ealculated by the loaves and fishes of hih offices,
Bus to some Shey come even without such a posturing.
ﬁr; Ambedkar was picked up by the British dovernment for
the high office of the iember of the Viceroy's ixecutive
Gouncil. He anocepted it with the avowed purpose of
serving the cause he had empoused, from a position of
strength, power and influence., As Labour lember, he
thought, he would be in an advantageous position to
serve the cause of the untoushables who sonstituted the
bulk of the labour olass, Hie asogeptance of the high
office w:s bound to be used for Gaé@rst&ng hi: as
playing the stooge in the nunds of the British! <his was
nost ungeaorous a oriiicxaa, He did serve the onuse
effectively during the time of his office, e was further
oondemmed for als aotive support to the Sritish war-
effort. Thouzh there was nothing to be surprised at in
tuis aotion of his, he was, nevertieless, the target of
soathing oriticiam from the sowonlled nationalists. or.
Ambediar, in fact, was a nationliat to the gore. 1In
Jhapter VII his nationliast fervour has been olearly



(xiv)

brought to the surface, At the sane tine, attention is
devoted to examine his etance in Ipdian politics in the
most diffioult years,inmmediatoly preceding independence.
‘1% was a period of political set-baak in the publie life
of ur, Anbedkar. Ihe nominees of tue .cheduled Jastes
Poderation were ooupletely routed in the 1946 Heotions,
whieh was a great shook to Dr, Ambedkar. He also realised
that the proposals of the 'Gabinet iission' were too
stringent and unhelpful to the Depressed Classes, He
registered niinsally 8 stout protest to the proposals on
behalf of the rcdnructbn. He,also,was aware that it was
a testing and a trying period of his public life, urivem
to almost near despondenoy he sont out #ppoala to the

Iory and otheyr British leadera. Ho opposed even the
projeot of the Constituent Assendly as totally superflaous
and wasteful, His seseasment of the situation was, of
sourse, oonpletely wrong and 4id not behove a leader of
his etature, ZThis was an unfortunate development. Ihe
siming-up of the situation by hi:u was one of miscaleulation.
In the oouree of Ghnpter.!Ef thess strategio: . errors and
miscaloulations of his are exanined in detail and the
oonolusion 16, he should not have ailowed himself to be

80 sasy a target for attack.

This was, however, a period of partiasl eclipse.
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But he wae soon to emer; e a® the man of the hour. shen
the Constituent Assembly was formed he entered it,

onos agnin with the purpose of guarding the intercats

of the Schedaled Castes. He was aloo invited by ur.
Rehru to join his Oabinet us Hember for Law,whioh he
Auoncpted sonsistent with his polioy. r, Ambedkar wase
nore surprised than anybody else when he was first put
on the Drafting Committes and later as its Chair:ian.

de 48 desoribed as the ‘ohief arohiteot' and the
tfather' of Indian Conssitution. In the opinion of the
author of this thesis, he was,no doubt, the oaief
draftsman of the constitution. He oould not bo the
philosopher of the oonstitution, This, however, is not
t0 suggest in the least that he was ineapable of a
philosophy, but it was beoause he did not have the freedon
to write the gonstitution according to his own
philqaophi. His Jjob was purely that of a teocunoccrat.
2hese obaervations on his role as tie umaker of our
conatitution are emaained and sudatantiated in Chapter
VIII of the thesis on the basie of the debates and
dsgussions in the Constituent Aseandly of India. In the
course of Chaptor 1X a final assesenent of his contribution
i attempted, In doing so the precise role of ir.
Anbedkar is sought to be deternined in a dispassionate,
objeotive and original manner,




