T  CHAPTER -V

" RAMMANOHAR LOHIA'S IDEAS AND THINKING ON SOCIALISM.

|

5.1 Introduction.

The Nat|ona||st Movement in India which orlglnated as a consequence of

the total- lmpact of British rule in India was a part of the world wide reaction

- agamst the colonial exploitation. The impact of the British rule on the socio-

econOmic structure of the Indian society and the percebtions of the early Na-
tiionalists on this impact provided the political philosophy of the freedom struggle.‘
Any economic and. political ideolog)} that developed in Modern India could be
sttudied and analysed against this total background of the Nationalist
Movement1

|

; The early years of the 20th century wutnessed several significant events in
human hlstory The first World War and the Russian revolutlon marked a turn-
|ng point in the revolutionary movements in the colonlal countries. In India
: n\‘ational liberati-on movement under Gandhi’s Ieaderehip was gaining new
helghts and dimensions. Nationalist leaders were of the opinion that poverty
and backwardness of the colomal people could be eradicated by removing
c:olonlal rule. A section of the nationalist leaders held the belief that the British
" l”l;Jle was the root cause of India’'s poverty and backwardnese and so they felt
that political independenee would solve India’s backwardness. They wanted -to
eI|m|nate British rule and put emphaS|s on Independence for they believed it
: .would remove poverty ignorance and miseries of the Indian people. By the
e}nd of 1920s and the beginning of 1030s the rising left wing in the congress
strongly maintained that political inden\endence without economic independence

vs);ould not eradicate the miseries and problems of the people.
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The emerging left wmg in the congress wanted to instil and infuse eco-
nomrc and social content to the freedom struggle so that economic indepen-:

dence could be achieved along with the struggle agalnst the colonial rule, which

could fetch, the real freedom to the people. It was in this background that Lohia -

entered the Nationalist movement and joined the struggle against the Bntlsh
rmpenallsm in 1934 as a congress socialist.?

|

~ Lohia’s contributions to socialist thought and action are manifold. He wanted
to free the individual from ignorance, backwardness and all kinds of supersti- -
tioris and prejudices. He put maximum emphasis about resoring the dignity

and individuality of human being. Lohia highlighted the ideological problems of

the socialist movement in India. He wanted to assimilate the fundamental te-

n‘iets of Marxism with Gandhian ideas. Though he was inspired by Marxism yet
hie. did not blindly accept some of the postulates of Marxism. Lohia was of the -
dpinion that Gandhian ideas and principles should be re-examined and recon- |

sridered in the Iight of the changes in the socialist and communist movements
aII over the world. He made it a pornt to look into the economlc problems a
country is facrng It should be ‘pointed out that Lohija’ s |deas and thinking on
spcuahst thought and movement came to be inluenced by Gandhian teachings
a:nd techniques. One scholar says : “Among those who tried to give a new
oir’ientation of Marxist and Gandhian principles. Lohia who tiied to work out the

d}octrinal foundation of socialism occupies the pride of place.”™

‘ A democrat by conviction socialism apoealed to Lohia as a way of life. He
strongly advocated the plea that socialist movement in India should have a :
dfistinct Indian character. Lohia championed “the principle of equal irrelevance
of capitalism and communism in respect of the creation of a new human civili-

“zation.” This ‘new civilization’ is called by Lohia ‘sociali:sm.’
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52 Forrnative Influences
: An mdmdual s percepttons and V|ews are not empty abstraction isolated
f‘fom the social reality around him. The formatlve mfluences on an individual
can be explained by taking lnto account the historic and social conditions in
vyh|ch one is born and grows up.

’ Rammanohar'Lohia‘ was born on 23rd March -1910 at Akbarpur village on
Uttaf Pradesh in a Marnari family. His father, Hiralal, was a devoted freedom
flghter and a follower of Gandhi. Lohia was greatly influenced by his father
Haralal and Gandhl It was from his father that Lohia derived his interest in his
early years in the nationalist politics led by Gandhi.

The political interest of Rammanohar Lohia took a radical characte? during
hiis student life in India. After his primary education in the village he was admit-
ted'to a school in Bombay (Marhari Vidyalaya) and passed High School exami-
natlon from Bombay in 1925. He had his college educatlon in Benaras (1925-

1927) and Calcutta (1927-1929), and in August 1929 he went to Europe for

ngher studies.*

Lohia’s schooling started in the village of Akbarpur. Later when his father
shlfted to Bombay, Rammanohar was exposed to the urban envnronment which
rnlght have been conducive for a better interaction with the latest develop-

nﬁents in the coUntry.

i
|
i
|

Rammanohar got himself admitted into the Vidyasagar College in Calcutta
for his bachelor degree. In Calcutta he came into contact with nationalistic

p;olmcs sentiments and tradition.
L N
|

The penod of his student days in Calcutta was a perlod of intense pohtlcal
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excitement and national unrest. The period was marked by non-cooperation
rnovement,, movement against the'Simlon Commission, fise of leftism and the
djfemand for compiete independence.® The emergence of Gandhi in Indian poli-
tics and the introduction of mass politics were landmarks |n the freedom struggle
a}t that time. Nationalist Ieadvership were thinking to start a movement against
the British imperialism. Gandbhiji was instrumental in designing the parameters

of a theoretical model for the development of India.

| Lohia's education in Berlin was a turning ooint in hie ideological evolu-
tijon He took admission in the Berlin University and started his Ph.D. coursev :
under the reputed economist Bernhard Zombart. The title of the Ph.D. thesis
was ‘Salt & Satyagraha.’ The intellectual background and political conditions

in Germany in that period immensely influenced the thinking of Lohia.t

_ During the turn of the century, Beriin wae the cuit_urai capital of Europe.
"~ German philosophy tradition enriched by Kant, Hegel-and Nitzsche had pro--
_ v‘ided a philosophical background to Berlin. Germany was vibrant with the ac- '
tivities of working class movements during this time. The association of Marx
and Engles with some of them had give German poiitics a distinctiveness.

Hegelian influence was still widespread among intellectuals and students.”

Lohia had come to know the exploitative nature of capitalism and how the
Briti’sh imperialism was perpetuating exploitation on the Indian people while
staying in India. The writings of economic nationalists might had provided Lohia
a‘n insight about the economic drainage and its result and effect on the Indian
: economy Lohia understood that the root cause of stagnation and under devel-
opment of Indian economy was the epr0|tat|0n perpetuated by the British im-
perialism and he came to know the burgeoning hold of British capitalism. As
one writer has put it : “The experience in Berlin Widened his understanding

“and perception as was evident from his writings in the; congress socialist dur-
| 136 "'



ih‘g 1934-35 and his critical views in his essary Economiics after Marx’ which

~was written in 1943."8

Therefore, the grOth of German nationalism and its :reflections in all walks
of German life had a deep influence on Lohia. V.K. Arora writes : “lt was in and
through German language and philosophy that he developed the faculty of

orlglnal thinking and critical acumen.”®

- Madhu Limaye obserVes that Lohia was deeply influenced by German
'phllosophlcal influenced by German philosophical influence. A SIgnlflcant as-
pect of Lohia’s personallty is the philosophical bent of his mind as evident from
his search for philosophical truth and ultimate reality in most of his writings.°
Fé.A. Prasad points out : “His language and philosophical bent of mind had the
imprint of German influences. His lofty sense of nationalism was strengthened

in the German environment.”"

Thus we may say that Marxism, European socialism and liberalism had
exerted a tremendous influences on Lohia. He was expesed to the drawbacks
of capitalism and a nationalistic feeling enlightened hisf mental horizon. Lohia
eame back to India as an aﬁti-imperialiét and plunged himself to fhe struggle
fer Indian liberation movement under the leadership of Gandhi and Jawaharlal’
Nehru.

| Rammanohar Lohia was essentially a man action. He was a man of vision.
He always kept himself abreast with the latest developments in the world of
iaeas and thoughts. A commentator concedes that Lohia is “a rare intellectual
in the socialist movement he had that adequate academic backgrouhd and
tfaining which most of our socialist leaders lack.”'? It should be pointed out that
the influence of Gandhi on the evolution of Lohia’s ideas and through pro-

cesses was deep and profound. Lohia wanted to make a synthesis between
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Marxism and Gandhian ideas. Though he was inﬂuencedvand impressed by
some of the fundamental tenets of Marxism yet he did not develop any dog-
| matic affinlty with MarX|sm He disliked blind adherence to any dogma. He had
the temperament of a rebel. He was a champion of freedom and equality. He

detested parachialness and religious dogmatism By temperament and out--

look he was social democrat from the veiy beginning.

5.3 Emergence of CongreSs_Soc’:iaIism.

t
1
|

By the middle of the twentieth century, Indian thinkers were inspired and
impressed by socialism. While they began to be influenced by the thinkers of
the west, but they would not like to follow their ideas and thinking unquestion- "
mgly They were notin favour of taking theirideas in toto Indian thinkers wanted
to retain Indian identity and specific distinctiveness and characteristics of In-
dian socnety They sought to apply and introduced the foreign ideas which they
feit would suit Indian culture, conditions and cwcumstances Thus, indianization |

of socialism became their dominant creed

- In this connection if we seek to study the emergence 'of congress social-
ism we will have to analyse the historical background and the necessary per-

spectives connected with this trend.

~ The National and International forces that had began to operate on the
Indian political seen from the early nineteen twenties, was pushing the Nation-
aiist Movement in India to new dimensions. The First World War and the Rus-
sian Revolution elightened and enthused the Indian Ieaders to organise pro-
test movements to end the .British rule. The emergence of Gandhi in Indian
ppiitics at this juncture is another noteworthy event. Gandhi's insistence on
vfalde-based politics and his introduction of mass politics hclped immensely to

awaken the consciousness of the Indian masses to revolt against colonial rule
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and exploitation. The leadership of Gandhi exerted a profound impact on the
p;syChe of the Indian people and gave a fillip and new or}ientation to the Indian

national movement. K. Gopinathan Pillai writes :

“The radicalisation of Indian bolitic_s as the result of ci\;il Disobedience Move-
ments and the spread of socialist ideas among the younger generation of con-
g;ressmen coupled with the strong resentment and disenchantment against
the conservative.Gandhian Ieadérship of the congress ..... led to the emer-
g%ence of a left wing inside tﬁe congress organisation which assumed an
&rganiSational form in 1934 with the birth of All India Congress Socialist Party
(AICSP)."3

V.K. Arora writes that a section of radical nationalists “who were dissatis-
fied with the Gandhian ideology .... as well as the constitutionalism of the Swaraj
Party, studied and embraced socialist ideology and lbegan to evolve rival

p“rogrammes of Indian Independence from the standp',oint of the new ideol-

ogy."

&

Jayaprakash Narayan says : “.... The socialist mévement ih India must
efvolve its own picture of socialism in the light of Marxist thought, .... and of
conditions in this country and our historical background .... There can be no
room for dogmatism or fundamentalism in Marxist thought.”'® He says further,
*We must be extremely careful in choosing our ways to socialism.”® (Empha-
sis added). Ramm,anohar Lohia also made a very important contribution to
evolving a positive ideological content of democratic socialism keeping in view
the conditions prevalent in Third World under developed and developing coun-
tries, including India. He came forward with the doctrine-'Equal. Irrelevance’ of

communism and capitalism - to the developing world, including India.

The radicalisation process of the nationalist moverﬂient since the Civil Dis-
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obedrence Movement of 19203 passing through dlfferent phases culminated in
the emergence of the left wing inside the congress Among the younger radical
leaders of the congress, Jawaharlal Nehru and Subhas Bose were the precur-
sors of this left wing group. Also M.N. Roy had a very |mp0nant role to play in

organrsrng leftlst movements around this time as a communlst leader.

Around this time Independence for India League (lIL) was constituted by
'tne radical Nationalists led by Nehru, Bose etc. The basic objective of the
League was to step up the propaganda for independence and oppose the
rghtistC ongress kadershp .’ Meantime workers’ and Peasants’ Party (WPP)
was formed and it played a notable role in the freedom struggle. The left wing
leaders and the WPP were disheartened with the Motilal Nehru report seeking
dominion status. They demanded nothing short of Independence. By this time
tne Congress Left Wing emerged as an ideologically distinct group and a rift
ensued between the left radicals and the rightist leadership led by Gandhi and
Mot|lal Nehru. The left Wing asked the Congress to explaln its social and eco-

nomlc goals.

Socialist ideas began to spread among the rad{CaI youths. Nehru and
Bose launched a big campaign for organising Youth Leagues. The Youth
Leagues began to press the demand for independence. The Bombay Provin-
cial Youth League was formed by Jusuf Meherally in 1928. The first congress
or the Socialist Youth Congress was h‘eld at Calcutta on 27th December 1928
-under the Chairmanship of Jawaharlal Nehru.'® The growth and expansion of
youth organisations and student associations clearly indicated a rapid
radicalisation of the nationalist movem'ent in the late 1930s. As one another
rightly suggests tnat “the emerging left wing in the Congress which was grow-
ing in influence demanded nothing short of complete independence and wanted
to broaden the base of the nationalist movement byéincorporating the eco-

nomic and social grievances of the working class and ;peasantry."19
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‘ Gandhr was getting too much worrled seerng about Nehru’s leaning to-
wards left-wing politics. Gandhi wanted to check and contain Nehru’s involve-
ment and rnfatuatlon with radical left-nationalist movement "After this inspite’

~ of all the rhetorlc in the name of socialism, Nehru could never come back into
the b ofthe C ongress LeftW figBobserwes K S .Pﬂh;

|

5:4 Fervmation of ConQ'ress Socialist Party.

| The decision to form the'Congress Socialist Party was taken by a group
df ydUng congressmen who were impressed and inspired by socialist and radi-
caI natlonallst thlnklng They were arrested during the Crvrl Disobedience Move-
ment and were imprisoned at Nasik Central Jail. (1932-33). Jayaprakash
| Narayan was the chief architect of this group. He conceived first the necessity
o:f creating such a group within the congress along with other socialists. Minoo
‘Masanl writes ; ‘ |
An |nCIp1ent group of socialists emerged form our discussions in Nasik
Prlson Among the main pamCIpants in these drscus310ns were Jayaprakash
Narayan and myself Others who joined in were Achyut Patwardhan and Asoka
Mehta 2

. Some of the other Congress leaders who were in the Nasik Prison and were
in:strumental in the formation of the Congress Socialist Party were : Minoo Masani,
Asoka Mehta,-Achyut Patwardhan, N.G. Goray and M.L. Dantwala. These lead-
ers, along with ACharya Narendra Deva, Rammanohar Lohia, Yusuf Meherally
and S.M. Joshi, constituted the core of t'he leadership of the socialist movement
through most of its phases.?? These socialist leaders planned to work within the
Iddian National Congress, seeking at the same time to influence the Nationalist
I\/iovement’ in the direction of Socialism. On May, 17, 1934, the first All-india Con-
ference of Socialists was held in Patna under the charrmanshlp of Acharya Narendra

t
Dev Rammanohar Lohia Attended the conference.
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5:5 Congress Socialist Party : Leadership and Ideological Issues.

The AICSP conference which was held in Bombay on October 21-22,
1934 declared the objective of the party to be the achrevement of ‘complete
mdependence in the sense of separation from the Brltlsh Empire and the es-
tablishment of soc-ialist society.’ It env-isagjed working yvithrn and outside the
c}ongre‘ss. The Socialist thinkers believed that independence should precede
the establishment' of the socialist state and therefore, wanted to remain within
the Congress. They wanted to influence the pollmes of the Congress Party
remalnmg within it and to sharpen and spearhead the struggle against British.
ru_le. Whll_e urging the Congress to adopt socialistic programme, it undertook
the task of "Uniting the Socialist and other radical elements within the Indian
National Congress, into an organization in order to accelerate the growth of
the latter into an anti-imperialist body having the requisite ideological and

organisational basis.”?

'From the inception, the party leadership was divided among three ideo-
loglcal tendencies of socialism, namely, Marxian socnalrsm Fabian or Social
Democratlc Socialism and Socialism tinged with Gandhlsm with different lead-
ers espousmg each of the three ideological trends In the early years
Jayaprakash Narayan and Narendra Dev had greater say in determining mat-
ters related to organization and ideology of the party respectively. But later on'
bl’ecause of his contribution to the formation of the party and his unique role in

.the freedom struggle, Narayan was able to take decisions in’dependently. How-
e?ver, in the early years, the maxist influence was the most dominant in the -
party. Commenting on the ditferent id'eological strands among the socialist
stalwarts, Minoo Masani writes : “l was a stanch democrat of the British Labour
Raﬁy kind and had little sympathy with communist methodology or technique,
though | was a rather starry—eyed admirer of the October Revolution in Rus-
si:a... J.P. on the other hand was a stanch believer inthe dictatorship of the
‘; 142
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pro|etériat, whatever that may mean. Marxism was the bedrock of his socialist
faith."?* There was a fourth stand which emphasised adherence to India’s cul-
tural, historical, political and economic background. Thejexponents of the first
were. Jayaprakash Narayan and Narendra Dev, of the $écond Minoo Masani
and Asoke Mehta and of the third Achyut Patwardhan and Rammanohar Lohia.
The fourth strand was represented by Sampurnanand \;vhom the communists
contemptuously called “Vedantic Socialists.” This ideological division in the
party naturally affected the organisation and programme. None of the groups

was ready for compromise on doctrinal issues.?

On the formation and objectives of Congress Socialist Party.
Sampurnanand remarked : “Interest in Socialism was growing apace and people
felt that somehow socialism would provide a break-though from the dead end

‘which congress strategy seemed to have been reached.”?

C.P. Bhambri writes, “Ever since their birth as a éeparate party, the So-
cialists have been making efforts to have a programme and an ideology dis-
tinct form those of both the congress and the CommiJnists. Indianization of

Socialism has been another crucial issue with the Socialists.”?’

5":6 CSP. & Rammanoha_r Lohia.

The independent way of thinking by the Indian socialists intended to
constitute the C.S.P. were consciously alive to the need for evolving. Indian
socialism fargely on Marxian lines, but iny as a mixture diluted with the Indian |
conditions. The congress Socialist thinkers urged the necessity to evolve a
democratic way of life and build an egalitarian society to ameliorate the miser-
ies and sufferings of the Indian people. Marxism wa_é, the chief goal of the
congress Socialists, but they were influenced by Gandhian principles of non-
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violent means and demo'crat_ic methods.

RammanOhar Lohia played a very important role ':tn the C.S.P. The first
lndla Socrahst Conference which was held at Patna on: May 17, 1934 consti-
tuted a commlttee to draft a constitution and programme for C.S.P. Lohia was
selected a member of this committee. The C.S.P. started rpublrcatron of a weekly
eintitled ‘Congress Socialist from Calcutta in 1934. Lohia was made the editor
of the new publication. It is through the columns of this magazine that Lohia

bjrought out many illuminating articles and editorials in this weekly.

_ At the Lucknow Congress of 1936, the Congress Party opened the For-
e|gn Affarrs Department under the initiative of Nehru. Nehru requested Lohia
to take the charge of the department. Accordlngly. Lohia took up the responsi-
b?ili'ty of this newly formed Foreign Affairs Department as General Secretary.
L“ohia rendered commendabte_ service as the chief of the department. Under‘
-trére' a‘nspices of the Department Lohia published a few pamphlets such as
‘Fight for Civil ‘Liberties,’ ‘Indians in Foreign land’ and arlfticles like ‘The Foreign
Pjolicies of the Indian National Congress and Bri»tis'h Latéour Party’ which bears

the te'stimony of his inquisitive mind and scholarsnip.zsf_-

Jawaharlal Nehru was very sympathetic about the formation of C.S.P.
Young Socialist thinkers looked to him as their leader and adviser. Minoo Masanr
states that ‘Jawaharlal ... was willing to give us the support we needed.”?®

.Jawaharlal welcomed “the formatron of socialist groups in the Congress to
|anuence the ldeology of the Congress and the country.”® Inspite of expecta-
'trons from the Socialist leaders, Jawaharlal did not want to associate himself
offcrally with that group. Jawaharlal's attitude & behaviour in this regard shocked
and dlsheartened the Somahst leaders who wished to project Nehru as their
mtelleotual ‘Guru.’” Nehru wanted to play the role of a national leader in the

national liberation movement. Lohia also was attractéd towards the charis-
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matrc personalrty and charm of Jawaharlal Nehru. Minoo Masann asserted : “l .
must soon have become one of Jawaharlal’s pet young men and | shared that
dlstrnctron with JP, Ram Manohar Lohia and Achyut Patwardhan "1 It may be
sald that Rammanohar Lohra got actively involved into the national movement
wrth the formatron of Congress Socialist Party in 1934 and he was regarded as.

o’ne of the stalwarts of the socialist movement in India.
5:7 Gandhi And Lohia.

‘ ‘The emergence of Gandhi in Indian politics and the introduction of mass
pplitics were landmarks inthe freedom struggle. Rammanohar Lohia was deeply
influenced by Gandhi. Gandhiji_’s ideals and principles had a strong impact on
Lphia. But Lohia did not's\uc.cumb completely to Gandhian ideas. He consid-
ered many of the views of Gandhi inadequate.v Lohia did not blindly accept all

“the ideas of Gandhi He was critical about the inconsist'encies and drawbacks .
|n Gandhian ideas. Though Lohia was not opposed to Marxism, he endeav-
oured to strike a synthesrs between Marxism and Gandhlan ideals and tech-
niques.

'Gandhi and the Rightist Leadership of the Congress Party viewed the’
formation of the Congress Socialist Party with reservation. Gandhiji was scep-
tioal about the role and function of such a group within the Congress. Gandhi
dtd not like the birth of C.S.P. because he thought that another group within the
parent organisation might wreck the unity and cohesiveness in the Congress.
So Gandhi wanted to contain and alienate Nehru so that he might not formally
assocrate himself with that group Gandhi observed in a letter written to Minboo
Masanr on June 14, 1934 :

| 1 welcome the rise of the Socialist Party in the Congress But'|

1 can't say that | like the programme as it appears in the printed

pamphlet It seems to me to ignore Indian condltrons and | do
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not like the as‘sAumption underlying many of its propositions which
" go to show that there is necessarily antagonism between the
classes and the masses or between the Iabourers and the capi-
tallsts such that they can never work for mutual good. My own

- experlence covering a fairly long period is to the contrary.?

Rammahohar Lohia hailed Gandhism as the great invention of the twen-
tieth century. Lohia sought to combine socialist principles with the four Gandhian
ioeas. namely, satyagraha, ends and means principle, small machihe technol-
ogy and political decentralization. He cherished the view that Satyagraha is
sﬁ‘uperior to both constitutional and revolutiohary methods. Lohia believed that
éandhi’s hon-violent Satyagraha was an effective method to bring about so-

cial change.

Gandhi had emphasnsed that-means are more |mportant than the ends.
Accordmg to Gandhi, the nature of our achievement ond depend on our
methods both are inseparable, they are two sides of the same coin. Following
Gandh\ Lohia mamtamed that truth cannot be ach|eved on the basis of false-

hood 3

ohia stood for %‘labnsi‘n'nem of a soaarst socuety in India after inde- :A e

pendence He thought that democracy and national freedom, together with the N
need for change, should constltute the goals of Indian socialism. Lohia pleaded
| that Gandhism along cold provide the proper base for socialism in India. Lohia
ralsed the issue of the doctrinal foundation of Indian Socuallsm and pleaded for
the incorporation of Gandhian techniques in socialist movement Lohia main-
tamed that the true ideal of socialism could be achieved only through Gandhian
method Thus we find Lohia’'s leanings to Gandhian |deas if we thoroughly

. analyse Lohla s thought processes in general

|
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5:8 Lohia’s Approach to Suocialism.‘

| Lohia’s ideas and thinking on socialism lay seattgred through his writ-
ings and speeches. Lohia gave socialism a novel dimenéjon gnd set new goals.
Socialism was to Lohia a broad tendency. He envisionefd socialism as a ‘new
civilisation.’ Lohié advanced his concept of Socialism ir.';depéndent of capital-
ism and communism. His theories and ideas on Sociélism can not be dis-
cussed separately. They are synchronised and conglomerated into a complete
whole. In order to understand and appreciate his views and ideas on Socialism
itjwould be convenient and benefiéial to analyse and study Lohia’s ideas and
theories mentioned below. His social ideas and thoUghts also have a great

relevance and importance.
5:9 The Doctrinal Foundation of Socialism

' Rammanohar Lohia forcefully raised tﬁe issue of the doctrinal founda-
tion of Indian Socialism in 1952 at Panachmarhi session of the party. In his
fé‘mous Preéidenti’al address at Panchamari in 1952, ;Lohia emphasised the
need of an independent doctrine of socialism. He espoﬁsed the thesis that the
Indian society must develop on its own. According to hir’h, the new creed could
not be developed on the basis of a borrowed erred. To quote Lohia, “In India it
leads to hesitancy in action, to frequent lagging behind the cohorts of capital- |

ism or of communism.”3* Rammanohar Lohia observes :

r “Socialism is a newer doctrine than capitalism or communism ... There
must be adequate doctrinal foundation of consistent logic that gives socialism
an antonomous direction in thought and action and saves it from confusions
that disperse and scatter. Socialism must ever be a doctrine that grows, but it
must also ever seek the principle that hold its various limbs together. Socialism -

should cease to live on borrowed breath.
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Too long has it borrowed from communism its economic aims and from capi-
talrsm or the liberal age its non- economlc and general aim. An acute dishar-
mony has resulted. To explore once agaln the economlc and the general aims
of souety and to mtegrate them into a harmony should be a hlgh endeavour of
socuahst doctrine.”® :

| Lohia's ideas and perceptions ‘on socialism was'highly pragmatic. So.it
h}ad a distinction from the dogmatic and doctrinaires socialism expounded by
the European socialists. Lohia was of the opinion that European socialism
Iacked a world outlook. Lohia observed : I missed in European socialism the.
eithos and the elan so necessary for the final victory of a doctrine ... European
siocialiSis are so much taken up with the problems of the rnoment,.the statisti-
" cal evidence and requirements of their own nation, that they miss the complete

view and the world view.”s”

’ Lohiawas opposed to capitalism and communism.iTo quote Lohia :“Capi-
_ talism' cannot even fulfil its primary funotion of providini; capital to mankind ...
Communism inherits from capitalism its technique of pfoduction; it only seeks
to smash the capitalist relations of production. Commgnism claims to be the
continuato'r and develope_r of capitalist technology, when capitalism is no longer
able to do s0,"% According to Lohia, capitalism and communism are but two
parts of the single complex of existing civilization, whose main features are the
hbnge‘r for rising living standards to be achieved by the use of dynamic tech--
- nology and large- scale product|on Capitalism depends upon a free enterpnse-v
' economy for ever-rising standards of living; communism, upon social owner-
snlp of the means of productron.’~“9 Lohia observed : “Capitalism and commu-
nism share a certain community of economic aims insofar as the latter inherits
tne former’s processes and forces of production and alters only its relations...
The new world must go beyond them both, beyond capitalism and beyond

communism, if for no other reason than that the technfiques of mass produc-
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ti:‘on are inapplicable to two thirds of the world. Communism alters only.the
capitalist relations of production and seeks to reproduce its forces; socialism
must alter them both.”® Lohia stated, “Communism wants to move history back-
wards and to repair the ravage of capitalism by |m|tat|ng its ways of mass
production That cannot be done. Somahsm must know how to move history
forward "1 | ' |
| Lohia oame to the conclusion that communism and European tradition
of socialism are irrelevant_in the existing socio-economic realities in the third
world countries. In this perspective L'ohia advanced his theory of socialism. He
pomted out that modern concept like capitalism socialism, equality, liberty,
etc ‘Which have evolved in the context of the European experience should not
be universallsed and should not be applied to Indian conditions in toto. Lohla_
defined socialism as “the best way to achieve equality and prosperity.”? '
/ :

Lohia opined that Marx did not sufficiently take into account the peculiar
and specufic conditions of the third world. Lohla conceived his socialism as a
new civilization which would arise in the backward regions of the present Civi-
hzation and might ultimately cover the whole world. It was largely influenced by
the needs and requirements of the present third world countries.43 V.K. Arora
writes . “Disillusioned with Marxism and other traditional socialist doc'trines.,
L’ohia formulated hid independent philosophy'of Socialisn*; whose- focal point
was the local Asian Scene,"”#
_ Lohia did not accept Western liberalism. He regarded freedom as impor-
tant. Lohia ha.d abiding faith in democracy, freedom and individual liberty. Such
a belief repelled him from Communism or Marxism. Lohia socialism is against :
all types of totalitarian and monolithic society. It can never lead to totalitarian-
ism as it based itself on the moral and integrated |nd|v1dual and not on the
fragmented and self—allenated individual of the eX|st|ng civilization. Lohia was .
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fully aware that freedom can exist only when there is equality in all the walks of

life, 4>

Lohia cherished that Socialism is superior to capit?lism because it is not
based on the idea of the use or exploitation of other for éhe’s own aggrandize-
ment or enrichment. He agreed with Sampurnanand a:'nd Acharya Narendra
Dev thét sometimes the capitalists go to the extent of sacriﬁc;ing the freedom

of their own country for their own selfish end.*®

Lohia had firm faith in democracy as a government of the people but he
opposed the tendency of democracy to lead on elitism. He agreed with think-
ers like Harold Laski who believed that the political democracy has no mean-
ing in the absence of economic democracy.4” He put maximum emphasis on
production and effective distribution. Lohia was in favour of democratic
decentralisation and he talked about adapting it to the peculiar socio-economic
conditions of India. | |

¢ i

Lohia did not want to accept any foreign creed or dogma uncritically. So
he had reservations about Marxism. His concept was that "Socialism need not
proclalm itself as Gandhian or Marxist on the one hand and as anti-Gandhian
or anti-Marxist on the other...”® To Lohia the talk of being a Marxist or an anti-

Marxist is fultile and irrelevant.

According to Prakash C. Shastri, Lohia's basic criticism against Marx-
ism is three-fold : | .
1. Some of Marx’s fundamental formulations are incomplete.
2: Marx's postulate of the evolution of capitalism will remain a half truth if it
fails to state the basic contradiction capitalism products.
3. As a limb of European economy Marx could not seék beyond the interests

of European working class. As a philanthropist he vaguely wanted the whole
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V\tOrId to ‘prosper.“g

Rammanohar Lohta emphasised .that india socialis;m must develop along
its own lines; it should not tilt towarde capitalism or com‘munism Accofding to
L'ohla fundamentals of socialism should be clarified and democracy and na-
tlonal freedom, together wnth the need for change, should constitute that goals
of Indian socialism. Lohia pleaded that Gandhlsm alone could prowde the proper

base for socialism in India.
5?:10 Lohia’s vision of a new Socialist Civilisation.

Lohia thought that neither communism nor capitalism would be univer-
s'ally valid principles for the change-Over maximum to total efficiency. Lohia
thought that the existing civilisation in its dual aspects of capitalism and com-
rnunism was in*elevant to create a new world, hence he drea‘mt of a new so-
cialist civilisation of tranquil activity free from the Asian sloth and European
strife The quintessence of this civilisation is the development of man’s total -
man s total personahty through ‘outward activity and mward poise.’ This new
c:vmzatlon would attempt to achieve approximation of the human race and the
overcomlng of class and caste and regional shifts of power and prosperity
through comparatively equal production all over the world. Lohia visualized thei
véarious aspects of the extsting civilization in its dual forms of capitalism and-

communism and exposed its weakness to bring the entire world within its fold.

Lohia identified poverty and unemployment as the fundamental obstacles
|n the way of socialist transformatlon of the underdeveloped countries. He noted
that the destruction of pnvate property and the natlonhzatlon of the means of
p{oductlon following the class struggle are inadequate to achieve socialism in
thte'third world. Lohia observed that a new mode of ecdnomic ration’lization

and appropnate forms of organization and social control will have to be
’ 131 ‘

P “



devised.%’

Lohra s approach to socrallsm was characterised by a certain degree of
mdependence and to provide Socialism a new world face Even while in Berlin -
in 1932, Lohia realized that “the face of Socialism was blurred and not recog-
niizable ! Lohia felt that unless it acquired a clear féce ;it could not serve hu-
manrty After mdependence Lohia was right in his conception that unless So-

|a||sm acqurred a clear image and became recognizable as capitalism and
cpmmunlsm, unless it became cohesive, powerful and mighty, its feature would
nije|t into one or the other system as time and place dictate, Judging from this
vtewpoint Lohi/a endphasised the need of an independent doctrine of Social-
isim.50

‘ ‘Ever since | started thlnklng, | have been a phllosophlcal liberal,’ said
Lohra His philosophical bent of mind was nurtured in the German environment
where he went for higher studies. Lohia was a profound nationlist. His upper-

rnost desire was to free his country from the yoke of fo:reign domination.

\ In the Presidential address at the spe_ciel conventton of Socialist Party in
1?52 at Panchmari, Lohia pleaded for the need of assimilation of Gandhian »
ideas in sdcielist thought. Lobia cautioned that neither capitalism nor commu- |
ntsm would be suited in India. He maintained that the true ideal of socialism
cbuld be achieved only through Gandhian method.

Lohia regarded capltahsm and communism as two major expressions of
the existing civilization. According to Lohia, both capitalism and communism
are parts of a single civilization. ‘Modern civilization, Lohia observed, ‘cannot
be understood in terms of democracy or totat}tarianism, private or state prop-

efty alone.”®



l ~ Lohia had no faith in the automatlc development of socialism. His social-
|sm rejects the new productlon technique of the capltallst and the communist
systems for Ind|a and underdeveloped countries. Lohlan socialism stands fori

soc1a||zat|on of the means of productlon

Lohia says that socialism stands for equality and prosperity. In order to
achieve it, it should rely on vote (election), spade (constructive work), and
pnson (civil dlsobedlence) This new Socialism should pnnmpally aim at :

1 maximum attainable equality, towards which natlonhzatlon of economy may

be one necessary step;

2. a decent standard of living throughout the world.and not increasing stan-

" dard of fiving within national frontiers; , ' ,

3. a world parliament elected on some kind of adult franchise with beginning
towards a world goVernment and world army; "

4 collective and individual practice of civil disobedienée so that the unarmed
| and helpless little man may acquire the habit to resist tyranny and exploita-
" tion civilly; ; :

5. freedom of, the individual against unjust eneroacments of public authority

and safegua‘rding an area of free speech and association and private life -

over which no government nor organisation may exercise control; and

6 Eyolution of a technology, which would be consistent with these aims and

. processes.52

Thus Lohia’s socialism stood for a new civilization, basically commu-
~ n|sm He envisioned a just social order based on equality, decentralisation and
|nd|VIduaI dlgnlty It undoubtedly preferred social ownershlp of communism
and parliamentary democracy of capitalism but |t was not an attempt simply to

comblne the two, argues one anthor 53
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511 Lohia’s Analysis of Capitalist Development.
‘ Lohia understood that economic-progress and development of the thlrd
world countnes could never be achieved by emulating elther the capitalist pat-
'tern of development or the communist pattern. He therefore preferred for an
‘alternatwe path of development Lohia visualised the economic inequality preva-
_ Ient both within a nation and among nations. Both national and international
|nequal|t|es are related with each other and hence affect each other. Lohia felt
tnat so far inequality among the nations is not removed, inequality within a

nation cannot be completely eliminated.

Lohia in ‘Economics after Marx' tried to expose the weaknesses of the
tnen existing economic theories in order to justify the significance of a new
approach in the entire economic thinking. He was critical of tne economic think-
ers of Germany as well as Britain. To Lohia, Marxism is not applicable to India.
In a country like India, with the very special characteristi;cs which are not found
|n all other Asian countries, we cannot think of any poli;cy of direct application
OfM apcem 5 !

‘ To Lohia, ‘the essential core of Marxist doctrine is the analysis of\capital-
iet development,’ and ‘with the elemental force of this sociological law of capi- |
talisr'n ties up the ultimate picture of society which Marx and Engles drew.’
Lohia understood that Marx did not glve a conS|stent theory of capltallst devel-

.opment 55

; To Lohia, capitalism dld arise in west Europe grew in west Europe and
attalned its full maturity there, but even while it grew, it took a lot of dynamic
out of the territories which came under its imperialist control, but which were
nbt part of west Europe. Lohia felt that in order to understand capitalist devel-

opment it will be necessary to think of capitalist economy as consisting not
154 -



anne of an internal circle represented by the west European economy but of
' two circles, an internal west European circle and an externai world circle, from
which the internal west European circle draws its dynamic, its surplus value, its

expbiatbn, 1s suckig and so on

Lohia understood that capitalist development con;prised of two circles in
which the internal west European circle draws its dynamic from the external
World. Lohia therefore came to the conclusion that capitalists ‘as a historical
entity nas produced a greater contradiction between increasing forces of pro-
diuction in the west European' capitalist economy and decreasing forces of

" production in the rest of the world.”

Lenin defined imperialism as the highest stage oi‘ capifalism. Lohia did
njot accept this definition of imperialism. Aecording to him imperialism was not
the highest stage of capitalism but appeared along with it They were twins and
arose simultaneously. Lohia wrote : “Capitalism and in1perialism have been
t\i\/ins. Imperialism has net been the last stage of eapitaiism ... They were born

together, they rose together, they matured together ...

Lohia wanted to prove that Marx's analysis of capitalist development

was incomplete in as much as he considered capitalism as an autocentric

development and his position that the road to socialism is through capitalism.

-5%12 Lohia’'s Crusade Against Capitalism and Imperialism.

E Rammanohar Lohia presented his theory of twin orlgln of capitalism and
imperiahsm Lohia maintained that the development of the world capitalist cen-
tres and the under development of the two-thirds of making was the outcome
of the same historical process of joint development of capitalism and impenal-

ism S8
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. Lohia rejected Lenin’s theory of imperialism as theihighest stage of capi-
talism To Lohia, both imperialism and capitalism are interwoven' they have.
been twrns which born rose and matured together. To' the question whether-
cap|tal|sm is possrble wnthout imperialism, Lohia’s answer was that ‘in history
.so: far ther has been no capialsm wihout i peralsm .5

'+ Lohiafelt and believed that the perpetration of colonial rule and subjuga-
tion and exploitation of the colonial countries of Asia and Africa was the handi-
work of the European countries in order to extend and perpetuate their eco-
ndmic and political power. To Lohia, these tendencies and activities were im-
perialistic. Thus he asserted that imperialism was a twin of capitalism, and
they arose simultaneously. He maintained that it was only be exploiting these
coilonies and territories that west European countries 'were able to build up
thelr costly productive apparatus, and ultimately they used them as sources of

raw materials for their industries, and for other purposes 60

Lohia did not agree with Marx that what had. happened in European
coiuntries earlier would be repeated in Asian and other backward countries
Iat:er. Lohia upheld the view that ‘communism is the latest weapon of Europe
agfainst Asia.' Lohia thought that in Afro-Asia.’ Lohia thought that in Afro-Asian
backward countries the Communist objective was simply to obstruct develop-
ment along the capitalist lines, and not to replace capitalism by communism.
To Lohia, communlsm appeared as a weapon of Europe against Asia. As one
‘ wrrtes pomts out : 'Here communism was used not to promote Asian lnterest

but to safeguard the interests of one bloc in the great European conflict.’®

Lohia stated : “No greater dlsaster could befall socrallsm than if the his-
toncal peculiarities of its career in Europe were sought to be universalised and
reproduced in the other two-third of the world. Souahsm in Europe has been

gradual constitutional and distributive Socialism henceforth and in the rest of
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the world, must be drastic, unconstitutional, when necessary and lay the ac-

cent on productlon 62

; Lohia pomted out that communism was based on capitalist technology
or forces of production as developed by capitalism. Lohia-was of the opinion
that the third world countries must adopt a new pattern of economic develop-
ment “avoiding both capitalism and communism. He regarded capltallsm and
commumsm as ‘equally irrelevant’ for the backward countries. As one author
supcmctly points out : '

“The European'path was not the panacea for them. They must blaze a
new trail. And this new type of development was called socialism by Lohia.
This new path, he believed, would usher in a new civilization which might be

adopted by the whole world.”®?

5:h3 Lohia’s Theory of Equal Irrelevance of Capitalist and Communiet

. Models of Developmeﬁt.

| Lohia’s critique of Marx’s scheme of capitalist development and his theo-
retical formulation of twin origin of capitalism and imperialism constitute the
hellmark of his analysis of the political eeonomy of underdevelopment. Lohia
reformulated the Marxian analysis of capitalist development and highlighted its
drawbacks and limitations. Lohia's thesis of the equal irrelevance of capitalism

-and communism arises from his critiqu'e of the capitalist technology.®

Lohia’s thesis of equal irr.elevance of capitalist anﬁ communist-economic
m:edels of development in Third World is based on Mo assumptions. Firstly,
sirjce the western industrialisation and economic grovji__/th took place under a
seit of favourable conditions which were historically unfque, this model cannot

be reproduced in the third world. Secondly, in view of a world approximation
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aihing at a higher evolution of human society the eco;homic systems which
: héve endeared the larger part of the world underdeveloped and which do not
céntain the potentiality to spread its benefits all over the world, cannot bring

about the evolution of a just world order.®s.

| Lohia said :'“WorI’d capitalism has, like a knife, run through humanity
and cut it up into those generally living north of the thirtieth parallel, beaeficiaries
of the existing civilization, a‘nd. those living south of it, the disinherited of the
eérth... capitalism imposed the peace of death on Asia and Africa and else-
Where, caused their populations to grow' and their economic apparatus to de-
cay. The task of capital formation over two-thirds of the world is far too colossal
er private capitél to acceplish, Capitalism cannot fulfil .its; primary function of

providing capital to mankind.”®

Lohia stated : “Communism is a doctrine of sc;‘cial ownership and of
release of means of production from their relations of pfrivate property... Com-
mfunism inherits from capitalizm its technique of production; it only seeks to
sr{nash capitalist relations of production. Communism claims to be the continu-
at?or and developed of capitalist technology, when capitalism is no Iongér able
toi dd so .... In this situation of national and international decay, the doctrine of
sécialism is becoming the universal profession of the people. The Socialist
idteology is, however, beset with traditional forms evolved in Europe and now

current throughout the world under the name of socialism.”s

Lohia asserted : “Adherents of the Atlantic as well as the Soviet camp
aﬁe deeply hurt by the theory of equal irrelevance. They are correct in diagnos-
ing the virus of the opponent but are singularly blind to their own. Concealment
of_ such viruses denotes grave aerial to mankind. There is. no need to keep
qgiet over the suppressions and tyrannies of commur;ism, the disaster of its

economic aims when applied to the underdeveloped areas, and the barren
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cruelty that it represents.”®

Lohia further stated : “A living civilization prospers or is relegated; it does
Ariot change ... Possibilities of change within the framework of the existing civi-
I{zation are not altogether absent in corhmunism. They come unheralded and
\rvithout debate.... The two forms of the existing civilization, capitalist and com-’
munlst are equally |rre|evant to a new creation, but not so the peoples living

under them.”s®

Lohia wanted to give socialism with its pre'ference 'for social ownership

and democratic rights a s"trong doctrinal foundation and a distinct image of its .

c'>wn He said in December 1955 : “An ideology of‘socialism more universal = |

and valid than the traditional socialism prevailing in Europe 'has been evolv-
lng in India for a decade and more. The Socialist Party erI engage in this work

more earnestly and more massively.”

Lohia forcefully stated : “All forms of colonialism are a shame to mankind
and a serious impediment to the growth of an equal world. Political rule of an
occ'upation army and of one nation over another must go... Socialist interna-
t;ion-alisnd must stand behind all struggles against colonialism and render all
possiblelassistance to freedom fighters.” Lohia envisaged that India “must con-
tjnue unceasing efforts to build up a third system, which adheres to the prin-
oiple of equal irrelevance between the two camps and refuses to put itself in

" alternate service of either.”
5:14 Lohia and his Principle of Equi-Distance.

Lohia’s thesis of Equal irrelevance of capitalisrﬁ and 'co'mmunism and
his principle of Equi-distance are not the same as conceived by some schol-

ars The principle of Equi-distance bears a different meaning. In order to un-
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derstand the meanrng of this prmCIple we have to study and analyse the his-

tonoal perspective form which this theory emanates

In 1953 Jayaprakash Narayan met Nehru for exploring possibilities of
co-operation and understanding with the Congress for the Development of the
country. The talks yielded no positive results but Rammanohar Lohia did not
'l:ike the PSP-Congress co-operation. Asoke Mehta, the then General Secre-
t?ary of the PSP, presented his thesis entitled ‘Potitical compulsions of a Back-
~ward Econorny’ at Betul convention in June 195_3, where he advocated his
_ \E/ieWs seeking a broadLbased co-operation and understandrng with the demo-
A.c':ratic parties, namely COngress to accelerate the pace of developmental ac- .
'trvrtres of the country and to carry fonNard the country towards modernisation
and uplrftment He wanted to make the social revolution speedrer and strength-
ened by joining hands with the Congress Party. Lohia was antagonrstnc to this

stanoe of co- operatron with the Congress at this Juncture

Asoke Mehta wanted co-operation with the ruling C.ongress Party. Asoke
Mehta’s contention was that “the economic development of a backward coun-
try would be difficult to achteve through the democratic process if the demo-
cratic parties followed the traditional method of opposing one another.” He felt
|t would pose a hurdle towards the development of the nation. Mehta was in
favour of broadening the ‘area of agreement’ between the Socialist Parties
and the Congress Party.

o Lohia did not share the views put forward by Mehta in Betul convention.
Lohia opposed the move of extending co-operation wrth the Congress Party.
Lohla said : “The Praja Socialist Party is committed to the view that it is as -
drstant from the Congress Party as it is from the Communrsts and the Commu-
nalrsts. The ideological differences of views between Asoke Mehta & Lohia in

tne Betul Convention led to internal Bickering and dissensions within the party.
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Lohia maintained that his concept of social‘ism woijld be independent of
| {:apitalism é_md corﬁmunismﬁ In this back drop he enﬁnéiated his principle of
_Equi-distance. By this principle Lohia would try to mean that it will not be con; |
éenial and conducive to join hands with the Congress and the Communists for .
ﬁhe benefit and interest of the nation as he believed that those partiéé were
following the paths of development which would be detrimental to the all round
éeve!opment and prosperity of the country. Lohia, therefore, was in favour of
maintaining equal distance with the Congress Party and the Communist Party.
?rakash C. Shastri observes : “Dr. Lohia, who had always been a recognized
(€3andhian in the party, evolved the doctrine of ‘equi-distance which meant that
the PSP _shduld take up a position with geometrical exéctitude between C_on-
gress and Communist..”™® | ';

b

5:15 Decentralisation of Power : The Four-Pillar State

The principle of decentralisation is central to Lohia’s economic and po-
htlcal thlnklng To realise the prmcnple of decentrallzatlon Lohia stood for a four -
pillar state. The concept of the four pillar state, which must be the political
f}amework of the future socialist state,vas Lohia concedes, has been envis-
éged as a sure safeguard against the political centralisation, anthoritarianism

énd a guarantee for the practice of real democracy.

- Lohia contended that decentralisation will infuse new life into adminis-
tfative limbs, and allow maximum oppbr_‘tunity for the expression of individual

needs and experience.

Lohia’s concept of the four pillar state is the manifestation of
: decentrallsatlon of political and admlnlstratlve power. It is based on the prin-

clple of immediacy in democracy. It means devolution of real power - power
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that is often the attribute of sovereignty.

~ Lophia wanted the doctrine of socialism to be eériéhed by Gandhi's co_n?
tribution, he was clear in his mind that superimposition of non-violence on
éocﬁalism or demecracy eri socialism would be _infructuous. He emphasised
t;hat there should be ha’rnﬁony in the seeialist’integr‘ation of its economic and
éeheral aims;' Lohia stated that socialism in Asia must increasingly b'ecofne
fhe doctrine of maximum attainable equality through redivision of land and
eoCiaI ownership over industry. Its political structure must arise out of the
decentralised stéte and it must seek its technological framework in the small

machine.”t

Lohia wrote : “If the total affairs of a country canndt be simplified so as to
achieve the active participation of the common man, théey have to be cut upin .
small and yet smaller quantities. Federalism must go. Sovereign power must
not reside alone in centre and federating units. It must:;be broken up and dif-
fused over the smallest region where a group of men and women live.”® He
eontinued further, “The next great adv.ance‘in constitution making will be when
a country frames its constitution on the basis of the four-puller state, the vil-
lage, the district; the‘vprovince and the centre, being four pillars of equal maj;' .

~ esty and dignity."”*

ln‘this connection Lohia observed : ;‘Democracy can bring warmth to the
: Blood of the common man only when constitutional theory starts practising the
etate of< four limbs, the village, the district, the province and the centre, Organi-
cally covered by the ﬂesh and blood ofvequalities, this ;‘censtitutional skeletion
ef the four-pillar state can infuse democracy with joy.” iohia noted : “The cen-
tiral limb of the state must have power enough to majintain the integrity and

Unity of the state and the rest of it must be fragmented:’_'."75

162 ‘ » T



Lohia stated : “The four-pillar state is obviously not a mere executive
arrangement It is not as |f superior parlraments legislate and the village and
drstrrct organs are left wrth the execution of the laws. The four-pillar state is
both a Iegrslatrve and an executlve arrangement. It is a way of life and to all
spheres of human activity, for instance, production, ownership, administration,
;E)lanning, education and the like, the four-pillar state provides a structure and a
Way. The cornrnunity of a state is to be so organised and sovereign power so

diffused of each little community in it lives the way of life that it chooses."

‘ Lehia had made concrete thinktng to the cOnceptéof four-pillar state and
rnade genuine eﬁorts for its propagation. He highlightéd certain policy direc-
tions that may be followed in this regard. Lohia opined “The armed forces of
the state may be controlle_d by the centre, the armed pol?ice by the province but
all other police may be brought under district and village control. While indus-
tries like the railways or iron and steel may be controlled by the centre, the
small unit textile industry of the future may be left to district and village owrier-

ship as management.”

Lohia said, “The fourépillar state will provide some answer to the con- -
tlnurng debate on freedom and planning. Not through the mixed economy of
socral and prlvate ownership but through spreadrng social ownership over the .
four—prllars of the state will it be possible to diffuse economic.power and the
rrght to make decisions.” Lohia stated further : “The four-pillar state rises above |
the issues of regionalism and functionalism. It is a structure WhICh gives mean-
|ng even to the functionalist agencies of government and society... The con-
cept of the four-pillar state diffuses power also within: people s organlsatlons _
and corporations.” K.G. Plllar says : “Lohia hoped that only through such a
decentralrsatron in planning, decision-making, giving freedom to small com-
munltles the country can rise above the issues of regionalism and factional-
rsm |
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Lohia noted that the primary task of Indian sOciaflism is to create pros-
lperity. He pleads that the four-pillar state which provides the political structure
of the future socialist state is supposed to activate every section of the society

to a new life.

Lohia is in fovour of administrative decentralisation. He suggests that
- economic decentralization, oorresponding to political and administrative
decentralisatien, may be brought about through maximum utilization of small
machmes Lohia hoped that “a state orgamsed like this ... will surely be able to
rouse popular enthusiasm and encourage initiative in the social world; it will
idispel popular apathy and democratise and purify the administration.” N.C.
Mehrotra opines ’: "Th{rough the. means of democratic tnstitutions and decen-
tralization Lohia wanted to safeguard the society frornf the domination of bu-
teaucracy." V.R. Mehta rightly points out : “The most irnportant contribution of
Lohia is his development of the concept of political decentralization.” Lohia
t’hou‘ght that a truely non-violent society can be achieved only on the basis of
dece'ntralization. He felt that centralization leads to dictntroship and whimsical
exercise of power. Therefore, he came to the conclusion that in a centralieed
sooiety the human b'eings are relegated into the background and lose their -
freedom. Lohia put maximum emp_hasié on ensuring individual freedom and

“dignity.

Lohia was deeply mﬂuenced and |mpressed by Gandhian ldeals Gandhi
_ sa:d that state is good which govertns the least. To Gandhi, a decentralised
pollty provides full scope for the development of the capabllmes and potentiali-
t|es of the individuals. Thus Lohia, following Gandhi, suggested that powers
and authority should be dispersed and decentralised among villages, districts
and provmces Lohla maintained that the true ideal, of socialism could be

ach|eved only through Gandhian method.
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5 16 Lohia’s Concept of Small Unit Machine.

. "The most significant feathre of Lohia’s socialism was the economy ba_sed:
en small u.nit machine,” as one writer suggests. Lohia wanted India’s progress
towards mode_rhisationand upliftment. But he did not like the European path of
| develepment with emphasis on large-scale industrialisation. He aspired to see
andia’s'development and presperity along the'path which would suit Indian
" needs and conditions. He soughtlto devise technology which would be conge-

hial and conducive "to Indiah economy and environment. With this end in view
'Lohla emphasnsed to have small-unit machine which would be commensurate
to Indlan needs, conditions and reqwrements ,

Lohia emulated some principles and ideals of Gandh| Gandhi's antipa-
thy and denunciation on heavy industrialisation mlght have influenced Lohia to.
some extent. Lohia's insistence on small ‘technology may be a pointer in this
rkegard.,Drawmg‘ heavily from Gandhi, Lohia added an edge about the debate -
6n technology, development nexus a new dimension. Lohia categorically re-
jected the capitalist as well as communist path of development for India. To
Lohia capitalism a.s well as communism were inadequate in the context of
hrevailing problems of the world. He dismissed the two models as closed sys-
fems‘. Lohia presented the concept of small unit machine “As an alternative to
eapi.talist and communist mode of rationalisation originated primarily from an - |

underdeveloped country perspective.”’®

In his pre3|dent|al address at the special conventlon of Socialist Party in
1952 at Pachmahi, Lohla pleaded for the need of assmllatlon of Gandhian
|dea|s in souahst thought. He advocated the sngmﬂcance of a decentralised
economy and cottage industries. Like Gandhi, Lohia was against b|g machines
and pleaded for incorporation of small machines because of their requirement

of less capital and maximum utilisation of labour power in the country &
165



Lohia thought that to remove and eradicate poverty and unemployment
of the Indian masses emphasis should be given on such technology which
would act as a panacea. Lohia felt the necessity of widening the scope of
employment of the Indian workers. He pointed out that the economy based on
' small unit machine would provide opportunity for employment of a large num-
ber of people He sought for an economy “that will make an advance upon the
exustmg situation but will not make such crushing demands upon our general
'eoonomy as to cause dlslocatlons as to give the benefits of rationlization only
to a small sector and to deny it to the rest.” Lohia said : “Socialism aims eco-
nomlcally at a technology that rationalizes economy, not sector by sector, nor
;eglon by region, but, as far as possible, in all sectors and regions at the same
time.”®® Lohia said : “Socialism must devise forms of strt_flggle and organisation
which destroy capitalism in both its aspects. Its Struggleg'and organization must
eorvre.spond with its economic aims ... This irhmediacy must also characterize

its struggle and.organization.”®'

Lohia put em-phasisvon a programme of economic decentralization,
oemocratisation and the small-unit machine. He said : “The mind must no Iohger
be clogged by antiquated notions of la'rge scale industry or of cottage indus-
: tries A rigorous search must be made to see how far power, whether in the
form of oil or electricity or coal, can be used for the propelllng of machines that

do not need heavy cap|tal|zat|on "8z

Though Lohia stressed emphasis on small unit fhachine yet he did not
r;ule out the importance of heavy industry. He said : “This is not to deny alto-
Qether the heavi}er machine in steel works or in river-tréining projects,‘ but em-

phasis must heavily rest on the small unit machine.”

According to Lohia, industrialisation by means of the small-unit machine
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will have some advantages. Lohia said : “villages and f:towns of our country
have abundant raw material of various kinds. It is being v:vasted.» its processing

and manufacture would be possible only when small machinery is available.”®

Lohia is of opinion that Socialism must be decentralized and ' must evolve
on a regibnal basis through the application of technology and the exercise of
pol‘itical power in response to local conditions. Lohia feels that this is the au-
tonomous direction in which socialism must evolve. In his ‘Aspects of Social
Policy’ Lohia talks of a ‘Four Pillar State’ in which village, district, province and
centre all have defined functions and are integrated in a system of ‘functional
federalism’ in the Gandhian tradition. Lohia thinks that the theory of socialism
as depicted will cater for the provision of bread and the achievement of free-

dom.?

Lohia was optimistic that adhering to the prmcnple of small unit machine
Ind|a will be able to enhance her production capacmes and the economy will
get strengthened and India will achieve modernisation and prosperity. To quote
Lohia : “Perhaps with the small unit tool it would be possible for countries like
India td re-equip their economy, to expand their productive equipment. But in
order to achieve that condition, what kind of class struggle do we have to
wage? Would it be permissible for us to go through all that pathway of d‘eceit
and lies? Obviously not.”8 Lohia pinned his hopes that socialism would have
to be consjructed on the basis-of social ownership and a new type of technol-

ogy. This ‘New Technology’ is the other name of ‘Small unit Machine’ as con-

ceived by Rammanohar Lohia.
5:17 Lohia’s Social Ideas and Policies.

Lohia was a thinker par excellence. Like Gandhi, Lohla also had remark-

able contrlbutlons regarding social ideas and thoughts It is pertlnent here to
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r‘nention lhat Lohia was profoundly influenced and impreissed by Gandhi's ide-
als values and principles Lohia wanted to change the society He aspired to
: change the heart of the people He sought to rouse somal consciousness and
awakening to root out the social llls and problems of lndian society. He sin-
cerely felt that to eradicate social vices and evils the inculcation of social value _
among'the masses was important. His social .ideas and policies had remark-
able dimensions. Lonia’s analysis‘of the social structure of Indian society is
noteworthy and it bears relevance to undersland Lohian views regarding so-
cual transformation of the Indian society and the social problems with which
Indian somety is confronted with. Lohia drew attention to the pernimous social
‘maladies and eV|I designs and put forward remedial measures. Lohia’s social
thinking and the methods he envisaged and envisioned.to refurbish the Indian

social life are discussed below.
A. Lohia on Equality, Social Justice and civil Liberﬁies.

Lohia was a pathfinder of equality, social justice and individual freedom
and dignity. Madhu Limaye says : “Dr. Lohia was one of those great leaders
who not only advocated the need for a fundamental reorcering of our social
relations but also provided an ideological basis for this revolutionary transfor- -
mation. Dr. Lohia called this radical‘iransformation seven revolutions or.

‘Saptakranti.”s®

As to ‘The Meaning of Equality,’ Lohia writes : “Equality is perhaps as
nigh an aim of life as truth or beauty. But this aim has not been investigated in
serenity. Its direct and immediate repercussions on day-to-day life, on prop-
.erty and income and the general ordering of society, ‘are deep and many."®’
Lohla points out that if socialism is to be defined in two words then they are
equality and prosperity. He mentions that equality and prosperity are twins.

Explaining the principle of Equality Lohia says : “As an abstract concept and
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E’*generalization, equality can only mean. an atmosphere, an emotion, and per-
haos also a wish that all arrangements, political, social, or economic, shall be
equal as between one individual and another . The essential point is that
equality, unless it is expressed in concrete terms, is an atmosphere an emo-
tion, a wish, or a dream Elaboratlng the meaning of equality Lohia mentions
; "Legal equality |s equality before the Law .. . Once legal equality Was estab-
lished, the phase: of political equality came. Political equality means the equal{
ity of the adult vote . . Economic equality in the sense of an increasing stan-
dards of I|V|ng to everybody within national frontiers has become a common
element of all ideologies.” Lohia, however, warned that “We must beware of
how to seek to realize equality in different spheres. For each aspect of material
equality, a method should be sought that corresponds to its nature. Otherwise

une:xpected and contrary results may follow.”

' Lohia viewed liberty and equality as mutually complementary to each
other. He thinks that they can’t be separated.-Lohia was opposed to any kind
of tyranny, opprezssion and regimentation in society. He was in favour of assur-
ing :social justice?if and economic security to the individuals. He stood against
absolute state poi?ver and bureaucratic hegemony. He aspired that social equality
and:justi'ce should be the hallmark of every society. He wanted to have a egali-
tarian social order where all men will get equal opportunities tofdevelop‘their

capalities and potentialities.

| ’Lohia drew a nexus between individual liberty and equality. He main- |
tained that individdal Iiberty could not be attained in the absence of equality.
lHe "-aspired to uphold equality in all walks of life. He wanted to stamp out all
kinds of injustice and inequality‘from our society. Lohia also put emphasis on-
economic freedom. He plended to raise the standard of living of the people He
laid stress on assuring the dignity of man. He fought throughout his Iife for

making man the-n centre of socialist concern. He wanted to preserve the worth
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of man and to restore the human personallty despite all odds and troubles in
hfe '

Lohia was in favour of democratic socialism. His sbcialism was rooted in’
equalrty He observed that the main pillar of socrallsm is equallty Lohia greatly
-emphasrsed the need of equality as the yardstick for the concept of socialism.

g ITohra pointed out that socialism must have strong roots in equalrty.

Lohia wals a champion of civil liberties. Explaining the conceptual extent
cf civil liberties Lohia'says . “It embraces the rights of the citizen in regard to
’s‘ecurity both of his person and of dwellings, to freedom of opinion and assem- .
bly, Athought and organisation, to equal jcstice and control over the government
and to release from political convictions.” Lohia writes : “Civil liberties com-
paratively smoothen society's marx towards‘progress.lSociety is being eter-
hally pulkled between reaction and progress and, often, degenerates into a state
of stagnation.” Lohia again states : “The concept of civi;I liberties is essentially
é liberal concept which acts as a shock-absorber of the: cruel impact between
State tyranny and mass revolts. It enablessociety’s maré:h towards progress to
_;Sroceed on orderly lines.” Lohia questioned : ‘How sfhould civil liberties be
defended’?’ He asserts : “The special front of civtl liberties maintains the back-
bonef of the people. The spirit of opposition against injustice is kept intact. The
individual gets strength frcm the knowledge that his resistance to police or
éxecutive oppression will awaken common interest, ... Such a common inter-
est serves to convulse the conscience of the people against encroachm‘eht of
thelr Irbertles The people are taught to be vrgllant and, so they clear the road
to progress.’ " Lohia concludes : “It deflnes state authority wrthln clear limits. It
assrgns will defined liberties to the people. The task of the State is to protect

' these lrbertles
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B Abolition Of Caste System.

. ' Caste system plays a very important role in somal stratlflcatlon in India
souety According to Lohia, caste is considered as ‘the most important single
reahty of the Indian situation.’ Lohia feels that caste system exerts a destruc-
t|ve role in Indian society and Lohia upholds the Ilmltatlons and drawbacks of
caste to socialise the Indian masses to rise against the ‘menace. Lohia stated
"Socialism should act more powerfully with regard to issues of caste and in-
relation to women. The party of socialism in India and some other underdevel-
6ped territories has indeed resolved to destroy the system of caste and sub-

jection of women, but it generally inert on these issues."®

| Lohia asserted that without the‘ abolition. of caste system, democrécy
and socialism could not function properly in India. Lohia launched a crusade
égainét the caste system' on both social and political aspect in order to rouse.
the sentiments and feelings of the masses. Lohia said : “To stop talking of
‘caste is to shut one’s eyes to the most important singfle reality of the Indian
institution. One does not end caste mérely by Wiéhing |t away."®®

‘ i

Lohia wrote : “Although caste as a mature institutifon is confined to India,

it is universal as essence and incipient beginning. Caste is immobile class.
Loosening caste is 6lass. This slow swing between class and caste has so far
beén a law of human history...” He continued : “Caste restricts opportunity,
'Restricted opportunity constricts ability. Constricted ability further restricts op--
bonunity. Where caste prevailé, opportunity and ability are restricted to ever-
narrowing circles of the people .... India’s experience is conclusive proof that
caste turns a country into the arid deserts of intellectual inadequacy.”

Lohia held the .view that in history there had been aiways a tussle be-

tween class and caste. He observed : “All human h|story hitherto has been an
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internal oscillation between class and caste and an internal shift of prosperity
and power from one region to another. This external shift and internal oscilla-

ton are ehted o one another$’

Lohia was of opihi'on that castes have stratified Iﬁdian society. He per-
celved a new socuologlcal law that shrinkage and contractlon of opportunity
and ability is a necessary accompaniment of caste. To remove this Lohia sug-
gested that “the narrowing selection of abilities must be broadened, and that
can only be.done if for two or three or four decades backward castes and
groups are given preferential opportunities.” He pleaded that preference will
be given to scheduled castes and tribes in the matters of land distribution,
employment, and educational opportunities. Lohia stood for abolition of all types
of inequalities prevailing in society. Lohia rejected the Marxian view of equality
of opportunity because according to him Marx had only knowledge of class,

not of caste.

In order to abolish the caste system Lohia wanted to adopt concrete and
revolutionary measures. He sought to make a social re\f/olution for uplif_ti'ng the
conditions of the lower and backward classes. Lohiaiafﬁrmed the faith that
until the casts system is totally destroyed and abolishéd, Indian society could
not be reconstructed and rejuvenated. He was emphatic-‘f and sincere to cha'nge

the mental attitude of the people for abolishing the caste system.
C. Overhauling The Indian Educational System And Educational Reforms.

Lohia suggested that the system of education in the country requires
drastlc changes. Lohia feels that the system of education in.India is in dol-
drums. He therefore pleads that the entire educational system in India needs
to be thoroughly changed in order to meet the requirements of the people.

Lohia was of the view that the entire educational system in India should be
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dornpletely dverhauled and reconstructed. He advanced the view that certain
educatronal reforms should be introduced in India so that the pattern of |mpart-,
|ng education should be rearranged and refashioned in order to give a new
look. '

Lohia observed that mdependent India could not shed off the old colo-

nlal system of educatlon mtroduced by the Bntlsh Ra;. Lohla felt that the direc-

tion and the framework of the present educational system in India follows the
Iegacy of the system of education established by the Br’-itish. He deplored that
after independence India was following the pattern of education as envisaged

and formulated by our colonial masters. He was hostile and antagonistic that
| We were not able to sever connections with the British in educational policy
and curriculum. It appears ‘that Indians could not yet decolonise the educa-
tlional system from its colonial hangover,’ opines one anothor.%?

'

| ‘Lohia says : “There is nothing more important than educational and train-
|ng progrmmes, an arm of the Party which has been so badly neglected hith-
erto... . The Socralrst must learn to mtegrate the economlc and the general

aims of society.”?

Lohia pointed out that the. existing educational sfystem has failed to in-
eulcate and indoctrinate proper education. It has failed?‘%to infuse and instil real
\}alues to the children. It has failed to build that mental attitude of the people

: vi,vhich may enable them to fight out the soeial maladies and superstitions preva-
lent in our society. Lohia pleads that education must enable to eqdip p_edple to
solve socio-economic ailments of the country _and must be fashioned recon-
struction and rejunation of the Indian society. Lohia draws attention to the present
system of education which is barren and incapable to rouse the individual's
ereativity. To quote Lohia, “It neither trains the person’s mind nor equip him for
a living."* | -
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Lohia put maximum emphasis on eradicating ignorance, illiteracy and
superstitions from out society. Lohia believed that unless the entire educa-
ttonal system is completely overhauled, we could not make necessary progress
|n socio-economic direction. Lohia is of the opinion that the nation must take
up the task of spreading literacy and impart ptoper edu:cation to the masses.
He believes that “the education up to the Middle standa;rd should be free and
~ compulsory and that eduoational facilities should be pro"vided free or cheap at
hlglen stages particularly to the Scheduled Castes Trlbes and other poorer
sectlons of the society. Free or cheap residential facnlltles should also be pro- '
V|ded to these sections.”®s According to Lohla the system of education “re-
quures revolutlonary overhanging so that it ceases to be expensive, becomes

QSeful and impresses upon the student the need to integrate the mind.”®®

Lohia proposed that primary and secondary instruction must be brought
under municipal or local board control. Lohia was opposed to the running of
educational institutions for the affluent sections of the population because he
thought that these institutes inject a different set of value systems, manner's

and behaviour-pattern which differentiates from the middle class people.

Lohia stressed emphasis on technlcal and vocatlonal education. He
wanted that more technical institutes should be opened so that various technl-
cal and covational courses could be mtroduced which would help to lessen the
problem of unemployment. He was also in favour of expanS|on of agricultural” |

: studles. Lohia also insisted that one year course of national service on farm or-

factory should be rnad‘e a part.of the curriculum for a bachelor's degree.

| Lohia emphasised the urgent need of the scientific development of the
country. He suggested that the scope of University education and advanced
research should accord atop priority. He maintained that the standard of the

research work should be high and not superficial. He urged the Indian research-
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ers to reject foreign concepts and tools. Lohia detested the system of sending
vsftudents overseas for receiving training in peripheral subjects. He wanted to
stop brain-drain. He insisted on b‘roadening the avenues for scientific educa-
tion and research for the development and prosperity of the nation.
& | |

Thus we may say that Lohia’s vrews on reformlng the educational Sys-
tem of lndra are remarkable formidable and socially relevant Lohia draws
attentlon on the need and importance of education and to extend that ameni-
ties and facilities of getting education. He launches a crusade to root out igno-

rance, illiteracy and social prejudices rampant in Indian society.
D. Removal Of English Language.

| Language occupies a very important role in each country. Language is a
tool for communication which acts as a bridge between the government and
the people. Lohia viewed English as a foreign language and launched a move-
ment to remove the English education in this country. Lohia feels that the En- |
glis_héeducatien people of India constitutes a tiny minority of the whole popula-
tion and their approach and behaviour is elitist in character and they maintain .
‘ a distance with the people not knowing English. The);‘ belong to the affluent
section and upper strata of the somety and they control and domlnate the
government admlnlstratlon and the bureaucracy. Lohla said, it was belng used
las a tool for mrnonty rule,” and it was turned into “the most effectlve instru-
- ment of demination by a tiny minority over a huge sea of people.” He pleaded
that the rich people belonging to the high caste had the opportunity‘to Iearn
English education, and it had helped to widenthe‘ gulf between the common
man and the ruling elites belonging to higher starata. Lohia wrote : “The En-
gllsh language had created such a vast full between rich and poor, high and
low caste, and educated and uneducated, that India has become a nation of

highest inequality.”
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~ Tolohiathe bamshment of English is necessary for the prosperrty of the
country and for the proper functioning of the democracy He says that only a
t|ny minority of one percent of the populatlon is English educated and they take
all the facilities and amenities depriving the mass population. Lohla points out

that Enghsh language has produced a feudalmentality among the ruling class.

To this tiny minority, Lohia feels English is an instrument of domination and -

eprontatlon Lohia stood for a movement to banish English from India, and
said that banishment of English is connected with the efforts of establishing

democracy and equality in the country.

A language is a carrier having imprint of people’s culture, ethos, vision of
Iife, folkways, customs traditions and life-style. Lohia feels that due to the domi-
hanCe of a foreign language, i.e., English, people of lndi,f_a may lose connection
with the old traditions, .culture and heritage. He thinks ihat there should be a
dexus betweed ’people’s language and the developmeé\t of the country.

Lohia is of opinion fhat English-knowing peoole represent the elite class
in India. The peasants, workers, agricultural labourers, shop-keepers and the
vast majority of ordinary and illiterate masses can not follow the English lan-
guage. They develop an inferiority-complex, and they can be easily befooled
by the rich people. The ordinary masses can be deprived and exploited by the |
affluent section. This may hinder the consiitution and growth of acomposite

and healthy nation.

‘Lohia lamented the notion that knowledge could dot be imparted rhrough
Indian languages. He opined that Indian lvanguages arfe very rich and Indian
students should be acquainted with the Indian lenguages. He emphasieed the
deed for the growth of Indian regional languages. Lohifa tried to make it clear
that the banishment of Englishv does not mean the sébstitution of Hindi. He .

urged that regional languages should be used in governmental business. Lohia
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'was not an enemy of the Enghsh language but he talked about the develop-

ment and furtherance of Indian Ianguages ‘It should not usurp the place of

Indian languages like Telugu, Tamil, Bengali, Urdu or Hindi,".Lohia observed.

We may pornt out here that Lohia had a mistaken belief that the study of |
Engllsh language could be banished from India and the Indian regional lan-
guages could be developed only by imposing restrlctlons on the study of En-
élish language. English language occupies a very imporftant place and it is an
international Ianguage Moreover, English language is?immensely helpful for
advanced research and studies in any discipline. Perhaps Lohia wanted to
abohsh the dominating tendencies of Englrsh educated people belonging to
the elite class. He sought to wipe out the misbehaviour and parochial attitude
of the bureaucracy to ensure smooth and Igood_ governanoe for the will being of
the people. Lohia did not like the existence of a separate class of English-
knowing people because he thought it perpetrates disunity, inequality and dis-
crimination among the people-which acts as an obstacle to usher in a ‘new -
oivilisation’ having the attributes of eduality, cohesion and humane social or--
der.

E. Thrust on the Importance and Upliftment of Women in Society.

Lohia highlighted the importance and significance of women |n the for-
mation of a healthy society in India. L.ohia was in favour of espousmg the dig-
mty and freedom of women. He put emphasrs on restonng equality between
man and woman. He held the view that if the female cornmumty remains back-
ward, ignorant and illiterate, then the nation could not develop and prosper. He
wanted to eradicate illiteracy, ighorance and superstition ingrained in the women
oommunity. He struggled hard to free the women from the deprivation, exploi-
_ tation and subjugation meted out to them by the male community. He was
keen to spread political education to the woman. Women, he argued, was a

formldable force to reckon with. Lohia wanted to socialise the women about -
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their importance arid strength in society.

Emphasising the need and lmpbrtanoe of womeo in building a healthy |
| s;ociety Rammano_har Lohia noted : “A‘So_cialist movement without the active
barticlpation of women is like a wedding without the bride. Not only are women
» ultimately responsible for the health of the race and the growth of the new
generatiort" they are also the chief support-of a movement for peaceful resis-
' tance " Lohia keenly wanted the involvement of women in the freedom struggle' :
and in the formation of a clean, classless corruption-free and healthy nation-
after India attained independence. Lohia tried to seek to root out inequalities
and social evils embedded in the social order. He told : “The party of socialism
must be brave enough to open a full-scale attack on Qsomal evils prevailing
among the people.” Lohia spoke about seven revolutlons devised for the ini- .
tiation of Indian social revolution, the most significant is th:e one aimed at achiev-
ihg equality between man and woman of all injustices, plaguing the earth, those
arising out of the inequality between the sexes are pe:rhaps the bedrock. In-
equality between man and wo-man has so become part of human habit and

nature that it seeps into everything else.”

Lohia stressed emphasis on the emancipation of women in all spheres.
N C. Mehrotra says that after Gandhiji, Lohna was the first political thinker in
| lndla to fight for the equal status of woman in every walk of life. Lohia pointed
out that the two segregation of caste and women are prlmarlly responslble for
the decline of spirit in India. Lohia felt that most of the women'’s lives are full of

s‘ufferings and miseries. He sought to rouse awareness and consciousness in

orderto mitigate the problems of women in Indian socnety Lohia said, “Woman's =

partucnpatlon in collective life is exceedingly limited, also in Russia, which boast

of heaving achleved equality between the sexes.”

Lohia urged that women should be treated equally with men and should
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be given more right, if equality was to be established ultimately. Lohia was
aware that “certain disadvantages of earlier aging and bodily strength apply to
v;/oman and the crust of customs centuries old reduces her to the second sex.”
L%ohia, however, stated : “giving her equal opportunity would not solve the prob-
Iem'of inequality between the sexes. When a group of people is held down by

debilit’y. physical or cultural, the only way to bring it up to equality with others is |

through conferment of preferential opportunities.”

Lohia drew attention to the economic dependence of women over men
Whioh greatly contribute to her slavery. Lohia Iamented, that woman'’s life is
wasted in the kitchen. An woman does not get an oppor’tumty to know what is
happening outS|de She is totally confined to her house and household activi-

ties. Moreover, in famlly life she is underfed and wc’um_of family hardships.

Lohla pomted out that women have always been victims of mortality in
Indlan society. Regarding sexual scandals women are blamed mostly than
men. Lohia emphasised the need for developing an atmosphere conducing to

the healthy relationship between man and woman.

Lohia reiterated his stance that women will have equal and independent
status in the creation of a new social order. Freed-om, he thinks, is essential for
the liberation and upliftment of woman in soeiety Lohia had depicted the pa-
thet|c and miserable living condltlons of women in our rural v:llages Thus,
Lohia draws attention to the basic problems suffenngs and miseries of Indian
women at the concrete and existential level and pleadsfjfor remedial measures
for the devellopment and upliftment of Women in all spheres in Indian society.
He caution that ignoring fhe ability and strength of women is a folly and no
country can move forward and prosper without ascertaining the utilities of fe-

male community in a society.
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518 SUMMING UP

Lohia in his thinking represented an integrated ?pproéch on society,
Social problems and human civilisation. He wanted to éxplain socialism-con-
sidering its inner values. He was opposed to both capitaiism and communism. -
Lohia considered both ‘capitalism and communism’ irre-Ievant to the whole of
mankind. Lohia suggested an alternative model of devélopment which would
be congenial and conducive to the socio-economic conditions of the Indian
society and the third-world countries. ‘He formulated his socialiétic concept
with his eyes espeéially on his own country,’®” says one commentator. Lohia
visualised socialism in the form of a ‘new civilisation’ which is based on the
attributes of equalify, social justice and welfare, individual freedom, an end to
exploitation and corruption and egalitarian social order devoid of social dis-
parities and prejudices. He put emphasis on the develOpmént of human per-

sonality.

Lohia said : “I think the shortest but fully meanin(jful definition of social-
ism will be ‘the best way to achieve equality and pro%perity’ ... The idea of

achieving both equality and prosperity is socialism."®

~ Lohia stressed the need for a small machine technology. The concept of
small-unit machine is aimed at solving the industrialisation problems in the
developing and third-world countries. Lohia put forward the principle of ‘Four-
F‘ullar State’ with a view to decentralise power and authority. He thought that
this will make democracy and adminiétration more decentralised, functional

and participatory.

Lohia advocated certain measures aimed at reforming the lndian‘ SOCi-
ety. He wanted to abolish the rigidity of caste distinctions and conservatism

imbedded in the Indian social life. He sought to introduée some social reforms
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attempting to end poverty, backwardness and inequalitﬁies inherent in Indian
society. He put emphasis on educating the Indian masses. Lohia was optimis-
“tic about the maintenance and restoration of social unity, cohesion and soli-

darity.

Lohia’s ideas and vision on socialism was a elastic and flexible concept.
“He sought to develop socialism into an open and not a closed doctrine so that
new ideas and new experiences might be incorporated into it."® Lohia viewed
socialism as a driving force tinged with dynamism aimed at curing the social

ills and evils paving the way towards rejuvenation and recunation of societies.

In Lohia’s ideals and thinking one notices a strong |mpact of Gandhian prln-
C|ples and ideas. Though Lohia was a disciple of Gandhi, yet he did not unques-
tioningly or blmdly accept all the ideas and principles of._Gandhl. Rammanohar
Lohia endeavoured ‘to'formulate a new approach as a ‘N’éw Civilisation’ which is

the other name of socialism assimilating Gandhian idea and principles.
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