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WY went to be left sbsolutely »lpne so that T cen take
rest, do some thinking, writing =nd resding", .aidlinruprnklnh
Nersyen in » stotement on October 28, 1972, in the course of which
he srnounced thet he had retired from public 1ife for » full
yesr vﬁich would end on his next birthdey on October 11, 1973.
Jeyaprakesh went as for es to sey thet he should b“e left alone
end would not be in s pesition to reply te sny lettrrs.

But this was not to be. On 8th April, 1974, Joysprakesh
weg to be found 2t the hesd of =n impressive snd dignified
1s{lent merch' in Pstne snd » few deys leter he presided over #
Convention in Delhi which brought into existence » new orgenisa-
tion eslled "Citizens for Demoprspy"eAs I write, Jaysprskesh 1s -
todnsy one »f the most discussed people in the country.

There are those who sre glad thet, at long last,

Jn;nprlkash hes emerged toplay the role for which they hed 2lveys
believed he hed been cest by destiny. oOn the other hend, there
are those who a2re sngry end sre to he found gnaghing their teeth.
That their renks should include cormunists snd eourtiers keen to
plesse wes perheps only to be expected, but it 1s indeed o pity
thet the Prime Minister should also have been found smongst the
ronks of Jeyaprakesh's denigretorse Jayapraknsijhc is herd snd

slov to move to enger, found it necesssry to resct by ssying

L3
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"My humble submission to Indireji is not te teach me and other

S8arvodnys workers where our duty lles end not to use her proven

sikill 4n trying to creste » wedge between me sna Vinoba ji ang

thus split the Sarvodays movement".
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Be thet ss it mey, the more {mportant question is vhy snd
how the pendulem should have swung 211 the wey from complete
retirement to complete cormitments How come this chenge 2ll within

# period of eighteen months ?

Democracy's Best Hope
Perhsps the snswer is thet there is tndrsy in India nobody

else with the record snd the eredibility thet mnke people rrlly
round Joysprakeagh ss they hsve done. Wot for nothing 1s he widely

regerded na democracy's best snd 1sst hope.

Into this imesge have merged verious strends which make the
mens There ig o story thet Winaton Churchill sfter World Wer II,
while referring to the two parts of his life thot mede up his
past, told sn smused French sudience in hils inadequate French,
"Quand je regsrde mon derriere, je vois qu'il est divise en deux
perties". Unlike Churchilly one crn gay thest Jeyeprakash's pest
is mnde up not of two but of four fecetse These con be labelled
his love of freedom, love of the country, 2 psssion for socisl
Justice, end e deep religious or gpriritusl sidee These four
strands run through his public 1ife which now extends over four
decades and 2 helf - semetimes intertwining, »t other times

unravelling and et yet other times crossing one snother,

Jeyeprakesh's pegsion for ssciel fustice led him ints the
renks of the communists while he wes » student in the n.s.a; in

the twenties. Joy Lovestone wes then the lepder of the Americsn

owerful
P 1/ Communist Terty. Leter he wnas cured and beceme

en advisor of the
£
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him sbout his contribution d=a meking Jeysprakash » conmunist.

On his return to Indin, hovever, Joysprakesh found e peculisr
situstion in which the Comeunist Perty in Indies wos opposed to
Mashotme Gendhi's eempeign for Civil Dissbedience ngainst British

?;hperinl rule. Joysprskesh's petriotism revolted sgeinst this.
Devisting from the perty 1ine, he became by 1932, one of the

geeretrries of the 11 Indie Congress Committee.

My first meeting with him wes in that capscity. The Indisn
Netionel Conzress hed been declered unlawfule I wans then prscticing
o5 8 Barrister in the Bombey Hirh Court but wss slso npersting
"underground” on behslf of the then illegel Bombay Previncisl
Congress Committee. One dey, 8 quiet, thoughtful youngz man came to
the Bar Library end introduced himself ss Jrysprekash, the Acting
Genersl Secretary of the 2.7.CeCe I remémber we stond on the versn=-
deh looking at the wide ncenan which wrs then visible but is now

obscured by s grest meny buildings. We discussed verious mettors

of common concern which hed brought him to see mee

Fellow Prisoners

The next time I met Joysprekesh was in Jenusry 1988 in the 'Rt
Yord of Neegik Roed Centrsl Prison where he hed slresdy preceeded -n;
Sinee we both hed » sentence of » yeor's rigorous inprisonment, we

spent the whole of 1933 together. One could not have had 2 more

chorming snd eonsiderste fellow prisoner. Though » stranger to the

prisoners from Bombey, Moharsshtrs snd

Culeret, he soon won a
hearts. -
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Though we were both socislists of a kind,our back;rognﬂl
were very different, with Jeysprakesh @ stounch Marxist end I
s Socisl Democret of the British Lebour pottern. We srgued long
snd furiously sbout the relative merits of Democracy vs. the
Dictetorship of the Proletarist. We decided to pugh this
"theoreticel" difference of opinion under the carpet and csme out
of prison st the end of 1933 to establish the Congress Socinrlist
perty. This wss an ect of opportunism, thourh like most oppor=
tunism undertsken with good intentions, for vhich we 811 had

to pay & price for meny yesrs to comee

Working with Jeysprakesh is, with one exception, 2 Joye
Thot exception is the problem of securing s reply to one's letters
end telegrems ! But the issue thet hsd been swept under the carpet
kept bobhing up and at last in 1939 we ported compeny over the
issue of the United Front with the Communistse. It spenks volumes
for Jeyaprakash's unfniling generosity thet, when T took my letter
of resignation to him before publicstion snd scked him to remove
from it snything he might feel unfair to himsel fy Jeyoprakesh

not only ssid thet it wes #11 right but thet he would not reply to

my oriticism even nfter it wes publisheds Thouch he felt strongly

enough to part company with me rather than with the comamuniats,

he wes generous enough to lesve my criticism uncontredicted., Tt g

8ifficult to quarrel with Jeyeppakagh and I
others find it possible

"Quit_ India®

Jayeprskagh's exploits sg g rovulutionrry during the
India" campaign made him » :

®lways wonder when some
to get Into » controvergy with him.

"Quit
hero of Indien youth..

)



He had been held incormunicado for such 8 long time thnt, uhun I
got elected to the Indisn Legislative Assembly from Bombuy\city

in 1945, the first gpeech I made in the tgsembly wrs to demqu
Jeysprokash's relesses I described Jeyeprakesh es o greﬂt pitrint
and os 8 gentle person who would not hurt s fly. While co yﬂ-
menting me on my msiden speech, JP sent me @ raspberry fro lg*b
Prison by ssking the question : 'Do you think it right to Qonegho
thet only those who 2re too gentle to kill flies should be =t
liberty %'

When Indies schieved independence Jeysprakash, slways slow to
move, found it somewhet difficult to sdept himself intellectuslly
to the reslities of Indisn freedome He wes enourh of 8 Vorxist
to be suspicious sbout # trengfer of power that had not been
preceeded by # holoceust of bloodshed. One of the ecosusliies of
this attitude wes thnt Jeyeprakssh, slong with other socieligts,
declined to join the Constituent Assembly of Indis, where people
like me missed him grestly.

&R ond Candhi

Jeyoprakesh's relstionship with Csndhijl and the chenseg thet
it underwent mnke e fescineting study. In the thirties,

Joyeprekash wes much more eritierl of snd angry with Gendhijq

then T wass On the other hand, while I shook hsnds with the 514

man, Jeyeprakesh would bend snd touch Candhiji's feet. I
remember T used to teese him sbout this, but it reflecteq g

combinstion of twon of the faur strands to wvhich T hove referrea
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esrlier ond which mede Jayeprokes™ something of # Hindu Mrrx!st.

Gnnéhiji on his pert was most generous to his critics »nd
both of us hed iu opportunity to be grateful for Gendhiji's
. generosity == I vhen my passvort wos taken swey by the British
Government in 1935 and Jsysprekash when he tried unsuccessfully
fto smuzcle out » let'er to his wife Prebhavati Devi during sn
Eiutnrvicw in Deoli Detention comp in the esrlies fortiess

Jaysprakash, having cessed to be 8 prescticing Hindu, clung 11
the more tensciously %o the substitute religion of Merxisme. When
I tried st 8 susmer gchopl we h2@ orgsnised »t Sonepst in Bihsr in
March 1983 hi-'toﬁre;ﬁ'EugéEh Lyon's "Assignment in Uteopis™
telling the story of his dishllusionment 23 s communist in the
Soviet Unisn, Joysprakssh refused to reed it on the Ernund that
he 44 not wish to be derailed from his new frith. If he gave up
this creed which had replaced his Hindu orthodoxy, he vas not
gure where he would end up.

Though greestly sheken hy the Communist trenchery during
World Wer IT embodied in the "People'’s Wor" line ©of the CePeT,,
JePe was still reluctent to Afscard Marxism or to commit himself
to non=viplence rs » ereed.

Cendhiji, who looked to him 25 s future leader of the Tndian

people, told =e once sbout his sedness st Joysprokesh's indecision

in regerd to fundementels. Tven 50y Cendhiji wished Jeyepreksgh

to be the Congress President In 1947 on the eve of the tronsfer

of powere” I felt then thot Gendhiji wes thinking of Jayeprekegh

83 » countervelling force end » check on Pandit Nehru snd
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gardsr Potel who were to hepd the new government »nd were in the
process of tending to turn their bescks on gendhijl ond vhet he
stond for. Gandhiji tried the ides out on Nehru vwio turned = eold
shoulder to 1t snd suggested Achsrys Ferendra Deva instesd. But
But Nerendrs Deve's neme wes vetoed in turn by Sorder Patel, mnd
finslly Dr. Ra Jendrs Prasad wes nominnted Congress President.
Gendhiji died without witnessing Jeyepreakssh's conversgion to
Servodeys, though the ferment wng elresdy proceeding within. It
wos not ti111 his fest in 1963 in Poona th-t Jsoysprrkssh publicly

renounced Merxism,

Poons TFast
When T intervieved Jayaurakash for the Illustrrnted Weckly of

India in June 1978/ ond sgked him whether T was rirht in holding
the view thet it wss during the 1953 fesgt thet he finelly jetti-
soned Marxism, Jeysprekesh's reply wes 3 "T hed three weeks to
think it over and, es you correctly sry, I come to reject the
philos‘ophical basis of Merxism = dislecticr]l m terislism = becouse
it did not offer me »n snswer to the guestion :'why should » msn
be good?' or 'why should enyone be goodi'." It 1s eleer thot the
spiritusl element in Jaysprekagh hed won out in the ende

Servodeye 1s in & wey Jeyasprekesh's third religions 1In

Merch 1938, he could not see to what he could turn to !¢ he dis-

corded Morxism. In 1958, he found the snswer. It was in » way o

step bsck to Hinduism slso, thourh only e psrtisl one.

In » letter to the Indien Lxpress of September ?0, 1972
’



A
L
Fo VA

e 4

-

Hinduism between Dre Kersn Singh end Mre Frenk Morsese "Whot merks
# Hindu", he wrote, "gre not cegte and untouchsbility slone, but
customs, ceremonies, riturls, our worship of stones, trees, onimals,
and the veriteble Jungle of m@ﬂ. Tt 13 th ot terribly tengled
net which binds snd constricts Hindu society nnd blocks its morsl
end moterisl developmenteseecessss¥e Hindus have beon prone to tnke
ghelter behind the loftiest structures of thought built by some of
our Aistinzuished forefsthers and behind thet screen we eontinue to
practise » form of religion end rituesls thet sre millions of miles
swny from the spiritusl insights of the Upenishadic rishise It is
this self=deception, that gelf-petting of our becks thot stands
between Hindu society of todey snd enlightenment and progresse

Let us be frenk with ourselves snd confess that ours is » decedent
gsociety which perheps needs » new Buddha to clesnse it snd relesse

it from the cobwebs in which it 1s ceuzht".

Trusteeship

Jeynprakagh has devoted the lsst two decedes of his 1ife in
the villsres spresding the Gendhien doctrine of Trusteeéhip vhich
tokes the form of bhonden, .nupattyiann °nd shremdhsn. Since 1085
he heas been the spearhesd of the compeizn to meske Pusiness avare
of its socinl obligetionse In 1965 he e~1led an Internstionrl
Conference in Delhi which issued » Declorntion on the Social
Responsibilities of Business which still holds the fbrt;rThn

response, except for pioneering by one or two industrislists 1in

Boabsy, hes been diseppointing. When I ssked JP, during my

int
nterviev sbout the Cheambalghati deooitsluho he found the more
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intrsctsble, the decoits or the businessmen, Joyeprakesh replied:

nT think it 1s the busines=men who sre the more intrsctable.

T™het ig why we have this creeping disesse of Stntism in Indis
todsy". Wig disillusionment with politicisns wes however just

ss complete begsuse, vhen I referred to him 2 suggestion made

by & pressmen thet Medho Singh should stend for Perlisrment and ssked
whether in that event he won'd rot be in good compeny, Jaysprakesh
demurred °nd seid : "He would probebly not be in good company,

Minoo, becruse he would be s reformed decoit v

Joyoprokesh esme to Judge e man or a group by vhether they
vere sincere in their scceptence of the doctrine of Trusteeahip.'
When the 3Jwstsntrs Party was formed in 1959, with en scceptence of
of Trusteeship smong 1ts bssie prineiples, he welcomed the birth
of the perty. He wes lnter to express dissppointment st the lack
of sincerity on the psrt of wmany members of the perty, snd who
enn blame him ¢

JsPs 2nd the VNaxelites

In 1970 Jeysprakesh went to Muzsf“esrpur in Bihrr to use his
influence to wean the ares swey from the Waxelites »nd to offer =
perceful mlternstive to their programme for the landleaa; He trieqd
to rrgue with the Vexslites : "The centrsl issue of #11 revolutisng
is thet of pover and though they ere s11 mede in the nsme of
people's pover, power comes inverisbly to be usurped by » hsndfy)

of the most ruthless emong the egstwhile revolutionaries.

¥or osn
it be o

herwise when pover comes out of the barrel of the pun ana

Fet S st
| ¢
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the sun is not in the hends of the common people but in those of
the orgenised instruments of violence thet e successful rovoquion'
slways throws up == the trevolutionsry' srmy and its auxilier paﬂ.

\
\
\
\

\

H's other objection to Nex-lism stemmed from his petrio=
tism. He objected to their anti-nationelism sand went on teo
obgerve thst "certsin forms of nntionalism may be nég-otioulhnc
such ns sgoressive, expensionist »nd neo-colonisliste. But Indisn
nltiona;lll certainly does not belong to thot e~tegory. Chinese
Hon nationslism, on the other hand, perticulerly as expressed in
the cleim thot sny territory th:t st eny time wes e psrt or under
the influence of Imperinl Peking 1s for ever Chins, is certainly
8 voriety of not only objectionsble but dengerous nationalisme
A1l bronds »f comrunists suffer in nou?ﬁaasura = the lesst
perheps the Mapxists = from extra=territorisl petriotism but
the slogen 'Chairman Mro is our Cheirmen too'! Lests them 8ll
in enti-nati-nalism end in toadying to foreign mesters®.

A similer concern for fundsmentsls eeme to the surfece when

Mre Biju Prtneik sppronched Jrynprakash in Februery 1973 to lesd sn
All Indie Tront which would provide sn slternntive to the

Congress Partys Jovepraskssh promptly pricked the bubbles While

expressing his view thot no sensible verssn who hed s feeling for

humen liberties snad democrscy could be heppy shout tle politien)
situation in Indin, he turred down Mr. Petneik's invitation sng

Sus-ested thot no such opposition front would succeed unless the

consolidetion of the opposite forces wes 'principled »nd not



Opyartunintic' end thet i1t must not be consumed by meras nog-tive
sims such s 'Indirs Hetso' but plfce before the people @

positive policy and programre™e

Consistent Inti-;!ngrillist

Unlike most 'snti=imperislists' in Indis, Joysprakash's
snti=imperislism begins at home. While » greant petriot, he
evidently seems to shere Edith Cavell's thought that ‘petriotism
ig not enough's Jaysprakesh hos been Indis's un~fficiel
Ombudsmen snd its esnscience whenever our Civernment hes erred.
When Pandit Nehru could not meke out who wasg sggressing sgainst
shom in Budepest in 1956, Jaysprekesh stood up for the freedom
of the Hungoeriens sgeinst the Soviet tenkse In 1959 he chemp-
ioned the ceuse of Tibet agrinst the Chinese Corrunist invssion.
In 1964, he was instrumentel in bringzing sbout » cessefire
between the Indisn ‘rmy on one hand snd the Negs Netionsl Army
on the others Tle has never wenkened in his sdvoecsey of the
right of the people of Kaghmir to Justice end freedom #nd,as foun-
der of the Indo=Pek Concilistion Committee, he hns unrknzszr
friendship between the two neighbouring countries in the

sub-continent for meny verrse

It 1s only during the lsst six months thet Jeyaprakash hes

got embroiled once sgein in politiesl controversy. It wes 1in

December 1973 theot Joayaprakesh published some correspondence he |

Hes
hed been carrying on with Tndirs Gendhd enrlier that yesr, Tt
A ve
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| ended with Joyaprekash confessing to "s sgense of utter diseppoint=
sent snd distress” st the lsck of response from the Prime
Minister. Jeysprekssh followed this up by publishing an Open
Letter to the Members of Perliement which wes published in
Everymen's, his new journcl, on Tecember 29, 1973,

Time For # Chenge

By the beginning of 1974, Jeysprokesh had come sround %o the
view thet it wes time for 2 chenge snd on Februsry 8 he was sble
to look shesd ond see that "there is snother 1942 movement in
aight to chenge the course of history". GCujerat and them Dihar

were goon to prove thet he was not & bad diegnosticiane.

Jeysprakegh Nersysn is seventy now snd has given generously
of himself in the service of the Indisn people, with considersble
dsmsge to his heslth. The pessing swey of his wife, Prabhavati
Devi, » wonderful 1ittle wvomen in her own right, in April 19?,3/
hae left him bereft of the effection snd ceare which she bestowed
on hims Will the body keep pace with the mind snd the
conseience in whet he has set out to do ¢ Will he be spared to
serve Indis st » time when the country needs him mosts One

puts these questions to oneself with » tremulous hesrt but with
intense hope.



