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“Tis theseason for chest-thumping.
The Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP)is
unquestionably on topof the heap.
Butwhataheapitis, Over the past
couple of weeks, quitea bit of nasty
triumphalismhas been ondisplay.
Such eruptionsneeda trigger;anda
handy one was provided by the de-
parting remarks of Vice-President
Hamid Ansari. .

Theamountof opprobrium heaped
on Ansariwas astonishingand dis-
proportionate. Justtwo weeks before
Ansari's retirement, President
PranabMukherjee, inhis own fare-
well speech, had said India’s soul re-
sides in pluralismand tolerance. “We
may argue, we mayagree or wemay
notagree. But we cannot deny thees-
sential prevalence of multiplicity of
opinion. Otherwise, afundamental
character of our thought process will
wither away” Mukherjeealsospoke
of therisingtide of violence: ‘Atthe
heartof thisviolence is darkness, fear
and mistrust.”

These are stark and unambiguous
statements, but they did not draw the
kind of vitriol that Ansari’s “sense
of insecurity” remark did. In the
dayssince, the BJP’s op-ed writers
have weighed in with what can be
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charitably described as selective in-
tellectualism. This ishappening
alongside a continual re-telling of
history. Both strands converged ina
column by the BJP's national gener-
al secretary Ram Madhav titled
‘Coming Full Circleat70".

Madhavwroteaboutthe “genius of
our country, which is rooted in its reli-
gio-social institutionslike state, fami-
1y, caste, guruand festival”’, and went
ontorubbish Jawaharlal Nehru's
leadershipafter independence, com-
paring him unfavourably with strong-
men like David Ben-Gurion in Israel,
Mao Zedong in China and Kemal
Ataturkin Turkey

Quoting froma sharp exchange of
letters in 1945 between Mahatma
Gandhiand Nehruover ‘native wis-
dom' and village life as the centrepiece
innew India. Nehruwas peddlinghis
colonial masters’ views, Madhav said.
He ignored the fact that the twomen g
may have differed, but wereextraordi- =
narily close-Gandhididnotdisavow %
Nehruasthebest choice tolead inde- =
pendent India or waver fromnaming - <

NO END TO THE WAIT
The State shall
endeavour to
secure for the
citizens a uniform civil
code throughout India

ia Shake Off Its Grand Delusions?

Nehruhispolitical heir
Nehrumay have been westernised,
but he certainly had deep connec-
tions withrural India, fravelling of-
ten into the countrysidefrom his 20s.
Inthefirstyearsafter independence,
hewrestled with food scarcities, a bet-
ter deal for farmers, and the abolition
of the zamindarisystem sotheshare-
cropper would get totill hisown land.

-

“For the Congress the agrarian ques-
tion was the dominating social issue
and much time had been given to its
study and the formulation of policy,”
Nehruwrote in The Discovery of
India. Twelve yearslater; thethen
prime minister wrote toa chief min-
ister: “TI woulld repeat that the key-
stone of our planning isagricultural
production, We cannever have sur-
pluses for industrial growth unless
these come from agriculture.”

Tronically tounderlinehis point
Madhav quoted a Western writer:
“Theliberal uneaseis palpable. Their
plight is best described by Edward
Luce in his book through aless-used
Greek word demophobia—fear of the
mob. Themob, humble people of the
country, are behind Modi. They arefi-
nally at ease witha governmentthat
looksand soundsfamiliar: They are

enjoyingit,” Madhav wrote.

Madhav is being disingenuous. Luce
hasused ‘demophobia’ in hisnew book
TheRetreatof Western Liberalism to
highlight the anxiety of theelitesin
westerndemocracies. Inarecent inter-
view on Vox.com, Lucesays that the
United States and Britain are more vul-
nerable to populism because of their
triumphalistand complacentstand on
theireconomicand political models,
“soit'snotasurprise that wealthier

people in the West, who are doing better
than they'veever done before, are feel-
ing way more demophobic”.

‘When there was dismay at hisappar-
entendorsementof vigilantism,
Madhav responded thathe had meant
thehumblemasses, “not themobin
conventional sense”.

Inanother celebration of cultural
nationalism, Delhi University profes-

sor Rakesh Sinha eriticised Ansari's
‘binary’ view of majority and minori-
ty and noted: “From 2014 onwards,
there has been amarked consolida-
tion of saffron politicsasIndia’s politi-
cal executive is completely Congress-
muki— theoffices of president, vice
presidentand primeminister are held
by RSSmen.”

Hequoted Tajamul Hussain, alaw-
yerand member of the Constituent
Assembly, assaying there had never

beena tyranny of themajority in
India. True-but that was becausethe
subcontinent had allowed itself tobe
ruled by tiny minorities-the Mughals
and the British—for four centuries. In
the Assembly, Hussain foughtlong
andhard againsta proposal to set
asidereserved constituencies for
Muslims. Thiswas understandable—
hewasthe only Shiaamong3l
Muslim representatives from the
provinces. On 26 May 1949, for exam-
ple, Hussain argued thatno ‘speck of
separatism’ ought tobe permitted in
the new Indian constitution: “Other
minorities willalsobe encouraged to
demand it. Minority withinaminori-
tymustbelogically entifled toitand
thus, far from addingand aiding unity;
it will only serve to promote separa-
tism and create sectional strife, lead-
ingtountold religious, social and po-
litical complications.”

The makers of our constitution de-
cided wisely in the end against con-
stituenciesreserved for minority reli-
gions. That has stood us in good stead.
Thesame Nehruwhoisnow beingair-

STILL STRUGGLING
Bigotry & bias
still stalk our
land. But we
deceive ourselves we are
an egalitarian democracy.

brushed outof ourhistory and politi-
caldiscoursesaid in the Constituent
Assembly on August 14,1947, hours
before independence: “Ata time when
weare onthe threshold of freedom,
weshould remember that India does
not belongtoany one party or group
of peopleor caste. It doesnotbelongto
the followers of any particularreli-
gion. Itisthe country of all,of every

religionand creed. We have repeated-

ly defined the type of freedom wede-
sire.Inthefirstresolution, whichI
moved earlier, ithasbeen said that our
freedom isto beshared equally by eve-
ryIndian. All Indians shall have equal
rights,and each one of themisto par-
take equally in that freedom.”

Seventy yearsafter independence, we
arestill struggling with many of the
fundamental questions the Constituent
Assembly grappled with. We havestill
notfulfilled Article 44 in our Directive
Principles of State Policy: “The State
shallendeavourtosecurefor the citi-
zensauniformeivil code throughout
theterritoryof India.” Bigotryand
biasstillstalk ourland. But we deceive
ourselvesthat weareanegalitarian de-
moeracy Iremembered Adi
Shankaracharya, the genius who in his
very brief life (788-820 CE) cemented
Advaita philosophy and sanatana
dharma (eternal duties) and wrote nu-
merous treatises while criss-crossing
India. Inhis Maya Panchakam (five
verses ondelusion) the refrain is:

(that isthe unique effect produced by
deceptivedelusion). When willwe
emergefromour delusions?
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