recall vividly sy first meeting with Jayaprakash, It was some
time I.n: in 1952. The Indisn Hational Congress had then been declared
s unlawful organisstion snd those of us in the eity of Sombay who adhered
to it and ite activities were functioning '‘underground’. 1 was then a
practising Barristor in the Bosbay High Court and ome day a quiet, thoughtful
ﬂhmﬂltpltthnhrlr!m:w, asked for me and introduced himself
as Jayaprakash Zarayen. Ho was then Acting General Secretary of the All
India Congress Committee, also ‘underground’. V¥e stood on the verandah facing
the pea and discussed various satters whieh hsd brought tiis visitor to see me.

The next time I met Jayaprakash was in the 'B' Yard of Hasik State
Central Prison some time in January 1933, whore he had slready preceded me.
i-cﬂhlam'-ﬁamtmlnuuthmewt,ndnml-rtlmk
around the end of tha

Nobody

could be a more charming and considerate fellow prisoner,
Jayaprakash, finding hisself a stranger among s host of Hombay people, wom
all hearts. In our goodly crowd were Bhulabhai Desai, Mangaldas Fakvasa,
B.G. Kher, Norurjee Desal, ichut Patwardhan, Ashok Mehta and many others.

”»

Year.

Juyaprakash and I spent the greater part of that year drafting a
prograsse for the Congress Socialist Party we both thought India needed as
an integral part of the Indian National Congreess. There was one issue that
sarred our comarsdely discussions, and that was the issue of Democracy ve. the
Pletatorship of the Proletsriat, Jayaprakash had been indoctrinated in
Harxism by the iserican Comsunist Party under the leadership of Jay lovestone,
mow a pillar of snti-comsunisse in the AFL-CIO, I was & product of the British
dderal Farty and the I.i.F. When the end of 1933 arrived, the dispute was
:::umm nwurmmrwm,mm-ntm
mmmmamurwtmu-nmmmalm
mmumuhmhn.mmzmm-.
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Subbas Chandre Hose and in opposition to Hahatsa Candhi and the

snd
"'y Indisn Nationsl Congress.

rest of the

wrench for all of us becsuse We were all still
This was & great e

friends, Juysprakash's generosity and tolersnce,
:L'L‘:.:-m-t, came into evidence st this point. I remember teking
our joint statement of resignation to him before relensing it to the
press and inviting his comments snd suggestions ia the way of alterations.
He had none to offer, saying it was a feir statement. I then invited him
to publish such rejoinder as he felt was BocosSSary, to which he said he
proposed to give no snswer. Two years later, in 1941, he went one step
further and in bis booklet The C ' P
he actually admitted that he had been sistaken in that controversy and had
thoredy injured the cause. Very few people in Indisn politice have been
known to make such & publie confeseion,

Jayaprakash is & person with whoa persomal friemdship is not
affected by political difference and our f{riendship, which 1 vanlue greatly,
has, therefore, remained inimpaired through the years, despite the fact that
there arise occasions where We find ourselves in disagreement, as when in
1947 Jayaprekash refused to believe that the Sritish were reslly handing
over power and insisted as head of the Socialist Party that Independence
had not sctually arrived and in consequence refused to become a member of
the Conotituent Assesbly, and again when geveral years later in 1952
aprakesh advocated an electoral understanding between democratic
Upposi tion I-Y-l the Communist Party of India.

all
It is & pity I have not preserved his letters over the last three
decades, but ono little bunch has survived, These are the lettere he wrote
where he was held incomaunicado, during the

§
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: & posteard,, "after 16 months I have at last
the deliverance was dramsfer to the Agra Central

i
1
1
:
5
4
25
£
:



-3 -

The British sdministrators
nearce and a demand for hie release.
: r::::akuitmhdmdth theoppoduoa'udth-ruult Lt
prlve 54y John Thorpg followed by en

invitation to visi
gpend the best part of a day wi

teen yoars since, Jaysprakash and 1 have vorked together
in many ::u-:r:::ﬂ orpalntim'lih the Indisn Committee for Cultural
Coumcil for Tibet snd Against Colonialism.

Freedoa and the Afro-isian
¥e have broken sary & lance together, whem occasion has called for it,

shether it was in comnection with the brutal suppresaion ot‘Ew by
Soviet tanks in 1956 or the invasion of Tibet by Cossunist China in 1950.

In the lsst few years, a groat part of the Indisn intelligentsia
have expressed irritation with Jaysprakash for "deserting” politics and
thus, in their view, failing the country. Nany of them have written him
off. The gulf between the Indisn intelligentsia and the people of India
is wide, snd this appears to me to be one of many examples of this
alienation. Has Jayaprakesh retired from Indisn or world politice?
Watohing bia, I find that & great part of his activity - and this is
considerable - is political in the linest and best sense of the word,
which, as a look at the dictionary will confirm, is concerned with
'orgenised society’ and 'public affairs’.

I would be inclined to concede that Jayaprakash is not a clever
politician, India is full of clever politicians and one more or lees
vould not make sny difference, but the quality and the character that he
brings into public affairs is very rare, and so we have reason to be
grateful for Jayaprakash. Weighed in the internationsal scale, our publie
lﬂuhnm-hhuntulmmntupnmummd
h-wofﬁ-mwhthohlﬁﬁ.tthnrmmhot
country of Gandhi? In service to Man and devotion to the Truth as he
nnlt.ﬁmﬂ-t-xhlﬂiuﬁoeﬂmnﬁlol’-



Gandniji till nesr the end, he accepted him
on his part, while regretting
define clearly his attitude on certain basic

fought
death.
o
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after his
inabili
long

tragedy that
fully only
iesues,

iy,

Host "intellectuals"
[ I s convinced
to, as 1 believe it has,

future?
India's future
not
whether he
itis £
all
t can
and worthwhile sctivity,




