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India: After Independence 

Sibnarayan Ray 

He [the historian] cannot go beyond the conditions of his 
present experience. Historical knowledge is the answer to 
definite questions, an answer which must be given by the past; 
but the questions themselves are put and dictated by the 
present - by our present intellectual interests and our present 
moral and social needs. 

ERNST CASSIRER, Essay on Man. 

History as an interpretative reconstruction of the past on the basis 
of reliable evidence was virtually introduced in India by western 
scholars in the later part of the eighteenth century. The Hindus, 
for reasons not altogether clear, seem generally to have neglected 
the discipline; Kalhana's Rdjatarangini (twelfth century AD) is 
the only significant attempt at true history in Sanskrit literature. 
The Muslims had a stronger sense of chronology, topography, and 
persons. But with one or two possible exceptions Indo-Muslim 
chroniclers generally viewed the past 'as a succession of "time 
instants" or of untouching moments rather than as a story of 
change, of process, of becoming'.1 They were not researchers but 
scribes, to whom history was 'a collection of examples from which 
one may learn lessons for a successful and virtuous life'.2 

Critical and systematic study of India's past truly began with 
the founding of the Asiatic Society of Bengal in 1784 under the 
versatile leadership of Sir William Jones (I746-94).3 Using the 
methods of inquiry already largely developed in Europe, western 
Indologists laid secure foundations for Indian historiography in 

1 P. Hardy in Historians of India, Pakistan and Ceylon, ed. by C.H. Philips 
(London, I96I); p. 126. 

2 Abdur Rashid, ibid., p. 15I. 
3 For an excellent recent study, Garland Canon, Oriental Jones (Bombay, 

I964). Also I5oth Jubilee of the Royal Asiatic Society of Bengal and the Bicen- 
tenary of Sir William Jones, Asiatic Society of Bengal (Calcutta, I946). 
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the course of the following hundred years. They prepared, trans- 
lated, and published careful editions of old texts and documents; 
made extensive archaeological excavations and surveys; and pro- 
duced pioneering studies of Indian languages and literatures, 
philosophies and religions, customs and institutions.4 

The introduction and development of historical research and 
writing coincided with the rise of an urban middle-class intel- 
ligentsia in some parts of India which responded enthusiastically 
to the new discipline. Intially members of this class came almost 
exclusively from the Hindu community; later, as Muslims began 
to take to western education, they too produced their own in- 
tellectual elite. The interest in history of the nineteenth-century 
Indian intellectuals was not, at least in the beginning, primarily 
academic. Like the humanists of the European Renaissance, they 
found in history a powerful instrument for drawing from the past 
support and nourishment for their own aspirations and pursuits. 
In the eighteenth century India had reached an all-time low in 
social stagnation, cultural sterility, and political anarchy. This 
situation not only helped the British to establish and extend their 
power in the subcontinent; it also made that power and the prin- 
ciples and practices which gave it dynamism, generally welcome 
to those Indians who wanted to revitalize their society. They were, 
however, understandably anxious to discover in their own heritage 
elements which would be in harmony with the new values and 
notions introduced by the West, and would thus give them legit- 
imacy in the eyes of their countrymen. 

The first sustained attempt in this direction was made by 
Rammohun Roy (I774-I833), who offered a heterodox interpre- 
tation of Hinduism on the basis of selected ancient texts which 

supported monotheism and the ideals of an open and universalist 
society and culture.5 In Maharashtra, rationalists and reformers 
like Gopalrao Deshmukh (I823-92) and Jyotirao Fule (1827-90), 
while attacking caste hierarchy, untouchability, and the harsh 
treatment of women, argued passionately that these evil features of 
Hinduism were largely the product of a deliberate conspiracy of 

4 See Sir Atul Chatterjee and Sir Richard Bur, British Contribution to Indian 
Studies (London, I943). 

5 S.D. Collet, The Life and Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy, ed. D.K. Biswas 
and P.C. Ganguli, Calcutta, 1962; Iqbal Singh, Rammohun Roy (Bombay, 
I958). The English Works of Rammohun Roy, ed. K. Nag and D. Burman (Cal- 
cutta, I945-5I). 
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the Brahmins to subjugate and exploit the indigenous peoples of 
India.6 Sir Syed Ahmad Khan (I8I7-98), pioneer of modern- 
ization among the Muslims, made valiant efforts to reconcile 
Islam with the scientific outlook and liberal ideals.7 

In the later part of the nineteenth century the spirit of ration- 
alism and reform began to give way to the rising force of nation- 
alism. There were many reasons for this - administrative 
unification of the subcontinent and improved transport and com- 
munication, feelings of guilt among the Indian urban middle 
classes about their alienation from the tradition-bound rural com- 
munity, their growing disillusionment with the British and oppo- 
sition to the exploitative and inequitable nature of foreign rule, 
and, not least important, the resentment, on the part especially of 
the educated Hindu, of the arrogant and condescending attitude 
of the foreigners towards Indian people and their civilization. 

The Indian reaction, already evident in some early nineteenth- 
century writing, became increasingly militant in the later part of 
the century. The talented writers who gave expression to nation- 
alist sentiment were not for the most part professional historians. 
In fact, their role was often much more dramatic and exciting - 
that of the makers of their country's history. Their approach to 
the past was excessively selective and ideological, but they never- 
theless contributed significantly to the development of historical 
consciousness among educated Indians. In particular, their 
emphasis on social and cultural history - on the study of religious 
beliefs and folklore, institutions and social processes - helped to 
bring out the main task of history as Kulturwissenschaft. 

Meantime systematic and dispassionate research by Indian 
scholars had also started. The first outstanding Indian historian, 
Rajendralal Mitra (I822-9I), made valuable original contributions 
to numismatics, epigraphy, linguistics, and social and cultural 
history. He also became the first Indian president of the Asiatic 
Society. With his equally able and dedicated contemporary, R.G. 
Bhandarkar (I837-I925) he developed the tradition of scientific 
historiography in India, a tradition strengthened and enriched in 
the present century by distinguished scholars like Jadunath 

6 N. R. Phatak and others, Rationalists of Maharashtra (Calcutta, I962); A.K. 
Ghorpade, Mahatma Fule (in Marathi), 1959. 

7 J.M.S. Baljon, The Reforms and Religious Ideas of Sir Syed Ahmad Khan 
(Leiden, I949). 
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Sarkar, H.C. Raychaudhuri, Shafaat Ahmad Khan, G.S. Sardesai, 
R.C. Majumdar, and Nilakanta Sastri, to name only a few. Al- 

though even professional historians were not altogether immune 
to the powerful ideology of nationalism, the habit of critical and 

disciplined inquiry was on the whole well-established in Indian 

historiography by the time the country gained independence in 

I947. 

Before independence Indian historians were mostly occupied with 
ancient and medieval India. Fruitful researches in these periods 
have, of course, continued, but in recent years there has been a 
remarkable growth of academic interest in modern Indian de- 

velopments. One reason is the relatively easier access to source 
material and documents facilitated by the Indian Historical 
Records Commission, the National Archives of India, and the 
States and Regional Records Survey Committees. Another is the 

post-war expansion of teaching and research programmes on 
modern India in western universities, where Indian scholars have 
had more openings of late than in the past. But the most signi- 
ficant factor would seem to be the avid curiosity of the educated 

general public about their immediate past. There is a rapidly 
growing demand for publications, both scholarly and popular, 
which shed light on the events, personalities, and processes 
behind India's achievement of independence and subsequent 
development. 

One of the first questions that contemporary historians have 
been called upon to consider is: when did the Indian movement for 

independence begin? In I952 the Education Ministry of the 
Indian government set up a board for the compilation of a history 
of the Indian freedom movement. Professor R.C. Majumdar, the 
foremost living authority on ancient India, was appointed director 
of the project, but resigned in I955, finding it impossible to re- 
concile his conscience as a scholar with the political designs of his 

sponsors. Since the beginning of the century Indian nationalists 
had generally come to assume that the I857 Mutiny was the first 
national war of Indian independence, and on that assumption the 

government decided to celebrate its centenary in 1957. But 

Majumdar's researches convinced him that the Mutiny was 
'neither the First, nor National, nor a War of Independence'. 
He published his findings in a powerfully argued volume which 
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showed that 'neither the numerous local chiefs and leaders nor the 
people who followed them were inspired by the national ideal or 
the patriotic spirit to liberate their motherland; indeed such 
notions were as yet hardly known in this country'.8 

Majumdar's scholarly debunking of the nationalist myth was 
significant in two ways. It was a timely and encouraging affirm- 
ation of the historian's loyalty to his own discipline against in- 
sidious political pressures. It also clearly brought out the need for a 
thorough re-examination of current views on modern Indian 
history. Of course, not all historians would fully agree with his 
conclusions. S.B. Chaudhuri, for example, argued that the I857 
uprising was 'a real, if remote, approach to the freedom movement 
of India at a later stage'.9 Dr S.N. Sen, whose book on the subject 
was sponsored and published by the government, took the quali- 
fied view that only in a few areas like Oudh did the revolt assume a 
national dimension.10 H.P. Chattopadhyaya, on the other hand, 
independently reached the conclusion, very similar to Majum- 
dar's, that although the Mutiny was 'a popular movement on a 
regional basis ... [it] lacks the characteristics of a freedom move- 
ment'.11 

The debate on the Mutiny was a curtain-raiser. In I962-3, 
Majumdar brought out a massive three-volume History of the 
Freedom Movement in India (about 2000 pages) covering the 
entire period from Clive's victory in I757 to independence in 
I947. The first volume describes in detail the two contrasting 
phases of Indian reaction to British authority during the nine- 
teenth century - on the one hand, of sporadic and futile armed up- 
risings which ended in demoralization; on the other, of intelligent 
acceptance of new ideas and influences which inspired social and 
religious reforms and led to the formation of political organi- 
zations and constitutional demands. The second volume is devoted 
to the years from I905 to 1920, which he calls 'the era of national- 
ism', characterized by the revolutionary militancy of the Indian 

8 R.C. Majumdar, Sepoy Mutiny (Calcutta, 957). 
9 S.B. Chaudhuri, Civil Rebellion in the Indian Mutinies (1857-59) (Calcutta, 

I957), p. 297. In an earlier work, Civil Disturbances During the British Rule in 
India 1765-1857 (Calcutta, I955), Chaudhuri surveyed the history of local up- 
risings against British authority. 

10 S.N. Sen, Eighteen Fifty Seven (Delhi, I957), p. 4 I. 
11 H.P. Chattopadhyaya, The Sepoy Mutiny, 1857 (Calcutta, I957), p. 202. 
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political leadership, and the sharpening conflict between the 
Hindus and the Muslims. In the final volume, he examines the 
record of Gandhi's leadership and technique of struggle, his poli- 
tical followers and rivals, and the stages and factors which led to 
independence and partition. 

It is an impressive work, in scope, documentation, and sustained 
argument. But it also reveals the hazards of contemporary historio- 
graphy, where even the most highly trained scholar is not infre- 
quently too deeply involved himself to maintain the necessary 
detachment. It was presumably easier for Majumdar to resist ex- 
ternal political pressures than to restrain effectively his own bias 
and prejudices as a Bengali Hindu while dealing with men and 
events close to his time. In any case, he does not bring out the 
anti-Muslim orientation of Hindu nationalists and revivalists 
which was in no small measure responsible for sharpening Hindu- 
Muslim conflict in the present century. In his account Bengal 
generally appears to get a little more than its due, but Maharashtra 
is somewhat summarily treated. He also tends to give rather ex- 
aggerated importance to the revolutionary nationalists of the 
twentieth century while systematically playing down moderates 
and liberals. His critical analysis of Gandhi's political self-con- 
tradictions and failures would have been more valuable if it were 
not coloured by his obviously partisan attitude. This imbalance is 
most distressingly evident in his treatment of Subhas Bose, which 
sometimes borders on the idolatrous. 

Although Majumdar's ambitious experiment in contemporary 
historiography does not live up to the standards achieved in his 
other scholarly writings, it raises many issues which are vital to 
the understanding of modern Indian history. Among them are 
the role of the British, the nature, composition, ideologies, and 
activities of the Indian leadership, the relative importance of 
different regions, organized groups and individuals in influencing 
the course of modern Indian history, and, of course, the causes of 
the partition of the sub-continent. In a country that has only 
recently gained independence, the role of the ex-imperial rulers is 
naturally a rather sensitive issue. It is made more difficult by the 
Indian suspicion that the British have a bias towards Pakistan, 
and by the growing influence of communist ideology, which 
stresses only the oppressive and exploitative aspects of western 
colonialism. There would seem to be a large measure of agree- 
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ment on this issue between Hindu nationalists and leftist intel- 
lectuals. 

It is therefore not surprising that several writers have inclined, 
on the one hand, to exaggerate India's economic affluence in the 
pre-British period ('... during the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries India was the industrial workghop of the world'),12 and 
on the other to highlight the negative and retrogressive conse- 
quences of British rule. One of the more stimulating, though 
clearly partisan, books on the subject is Shiva Chandra Jha's 
Studies in the Development of Capitalism in India, which shows the 
strong influence of Dobb, Sweezy, Shelvankar, and R.P. Dutt. 
Jha is a Marxist, and he argues that in the pre-British period 
Indian capitalism was developing in 'the really revolutionary way' 
(i.e. under the leadership of an indigenous bourgeoisie which 
'grew out of the ranks of the producers themselves'), but the 
British first 'nipped it in the bud', and then promoted capitalism 
in 'an indirect way', with the capitalists acting not as producers 
but as middlemen 'controlling the mode of production'. Coming 
to the post-independence period, Jha maintains that India's 
planned economy is the 'weakest link in the chain of world capi- 
talism', suffering from the same 'inherent contradictions', and 
consequently 'doomed'.13 

The argument is basically similar to the one advanced more 
than forty years ago by the founder of Indian communism, M.N. 
Roy.14 It is certainly not without some substance, but the thesis 
about pre-British Indian capitalism is altogether inadequately 
documented (Jha relies heavily and uncritically on the authority 
of earlier writers like R.C. Dutt, B.D. Basu, and Radhakamal 
Mukerjee), and his subsequent analysis often betrays a procrustean 
habit of mind which shapes the evidence to suit the demands of 
preconceived categories. 

While much of contemporary journalistic and popular writing 
on British rule in India is characterized by a mixture of nation- 
alism and Marxism, professional historians have, by and large, 
fortunately maintained a strictly empirical approach. Leaving 
aside old liberals like R.P. Masani, who have consistently pointed 

12 S.R. Sharma in Economic History of India, z857-1956, ed. by V.B. Singh 
(Bombay, I965); p. 281. 

13 S.C. Jha, Studies in the Development of Capitalism in India (Calcutta, I963). 
14 M.N. Roy, India in Transition (Geneva, 1922). 
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out that the slow and unsatisfactory nature of modem India's 
development is due to the shortcomings as much of the British 
as of the Indians,15 not a few scholars have recently explored anew 
the complex background and consequences of British policies in 
India. K.K. Datta, for example, describes not only the initially 
'devastating effects' of the East India Company's activities, but 
also the state of decadence and anarchy in India in the eighteenth 
century.16 N.K. Sinha analyses how the company's policies on the 
one hand adversely affected rural community life and agriculture, 
but on the other created a new urban middle class in Bengal which 
'became later the dominant force in society'.17 B. Choudhury shows 
that while the British colonial economy completely stifled the in- 
itiative of the peasants, it had 'a marked impact on the volume, 
variety and organization of production of commercial crops' which 
'brought about a realignment of social groups within the village'.18 
S.C. Gupta points out that British agrarian policy was not at all 
uniform, that, for example, a new policy was tried in what is now 
called the State of Uttar Pradesh, different from both the Zam- 
indari system in Bengal and the Ryotwari system in Madras and 
Bombay, this new policy being dictated as much by changing 
economic ideas in Britain as by the pressures of the industrial 
revolution.19 Examining subsequent developments in the same 
area, Jagdish Raj finds that while both Dalhousie and Lawrence 
tried to give protection to the cultivators, which proved fruitful in 
the Punjab and the North-Western Provinces, these efforts were 
frustrated by Charles Wingfield, Chief Commissioner of Oudh, 
who stubbornly supported the taluqdars (big landlords) against the 
peasants.20 

In her study of the relative importance of traditional factors 

15 R.P. Masani, Britain in India (Bombay, I960). 
16 K.K. Datta, Survey of India's Social Life and Economic Condition in the 

I8th Century (Calcutta, I96I). 
17 N.K. Sinha, The Economic History of Bengal, 2 vols. (Calcutta, I956, I962), 

II, p. 220. 
18 B. Choudhury, Growth of Commercial Agriculture in Bengal (Calcutta, 

I964). See also A. Tripathi, Trade and Finance in the Bengal Presidency 1793- 
1833 (Calcutta, I956). 

19 S.C. Gupta, Agrarian Relations and Early British Rule in India (Bombay, 
I963). 

20 Jagdish Raj, The Mutiny and British Land Policy in North India 1856-68 
(Bombay, I965). 
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(especially the caste system) and imperial policies for the con- 
ditions and growth of agricultural labour in India, Dharma Kumar 
comes to the startling conclusion that while at the beginning of the 
nineteenth century agricultural labour formed approximately 17 
to 25 per cent of the agricultural population, at the end of the 
century it had risen to no more than 27 to 29 per cent, thus chal- 
lenging the widely-held view that British rule was primarily re- 
sponsible for the phenomenon of landless labour in India.21 The 
much-maligned Marquis of Dalhousie, whose aggressive policies 
are commonly blamed for the uprising of 1857, receives a new 
appraisal from M.N. Das, who shows that not only did Dal- 
housie's vigorous promotion of the Indian railways and telegraph 
and postal systems, and his measures of social and educational 
reform, contribute signally 'to the development, besides other 
things, of a changed economy, a new social outlook, and finally a 
concept of national unity', but also that he 'had a deep sympathy 
towards the Indian people', his contempt being reserved for the 
Indian princes.22 

These and other careful researches indicate that no simplified 
black-and-white view of Indo-British relations is historically 
tenable. British rule was not monolithic, nor were its conduct and 
policies unidirectional. There were contradictions, ambiguities, 
indecision, shifts, and compromises - due to conflicts, sometimes 
between authority in India and pressure groups at home, at other 
times between a liberally-inclined executive and powerfully en- 
trenched British vested interests both at home and in the colony, 
not infrequently between a Governor-General and the Secretary 
of State, or even the British Cabinet. Some of these conflicts and 
confusions have been dispassionately studied in the light of re- 
cently available documents by young historians like S. Gopal, 

21 Dharma Kumar, Land and Caste in South India (London, I965). For the 
opposite view, namely, that British policy created the Indian agricultural pro- 
letariat, see among others, S.J. Patel, Agricultural Labourers in Modern India and 
Pakistan (Bombay, 1952); R. Mukherjee, The Dynamics of a Rural Society 
(Berlin, I957); S.C. Jha, op. cit.; R.P. Dutt, India Today, 2nd ed. (Bombay, 
1948); A.R. Desai, Social Background of Indian Nationalism, 3rd ed. (Bombay, 
I959). It is significant that most exponents of this second view rely heavily on 
Marx's writings on India. 

22 M.N. Das, Economic and Social Development of Modern India, 1848- 
I856 (Calcutta, 1959). 
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H.L. Singh, and M.N. Das.23 And, of course, underlying the 
whole historic process was the basic fact that the expansion and 
consolidation of British rule generated in India new forces, aspir- 
ations, and movements which, as they became stronger and better 
organized, were bound to press for modernization, decolonization, 
and independence. 

The leadership of the new forces and movements was provided 
by the urban middle classes, which differed in significant re- 
spects from their western prototypes. Their composition and 
character were influenced at least as much by the indigenous 
socio-cultural milieu as by the circumstances of colonial rule. As 
Professor Gadgil points out, the socially low position of artisans 
and craftsmen, and caste restrictions on occupational mobility, 
prevented the rise of capitalist entrepreneurs from the ranks of 
production; and rural self-sufficiency was certainly not conducive 
to modern business. There did exist groups of traditional business- 
men in pre-British India, but their activities were limited mainly 
to banking, moneylending, and trade, and their capital 'did not 
affect productive activity either in agriculture or in handicraft 
industry'.24 Under British rule the restrictions on the colonial 
economy offered little scope to indigenous industrial enterprise, 
almost until the First World War. Middlemen who cooperated 
with the new rulers prospered, but they operated as 'an agency of 
commercial supply, not of industrial superintendence and direc- 
tion'.25 

B.B. Misra, from whose pioneering study the last quotation is 
taken, shows how 'India's traditional emphasis on literary edu- 
cation combined with Britain's rule and her imperialist economy 
to make the intelligentsia the dominant strand in the composition 
of the Indian middle classes'. The leadership then came from the 
new urban intelligentsia - government servants, lawyers, doctors, 
teachers, journalists, and, to a limited extent, educated business- 
men - who directed their newly awakened energies to religious and 

23 S. Gopal, British Policy in India 1858-1905 (London, 1965); Hira Lal 

Singh, Problems and Policies of the British in India 1885-1898 (Bombay, I963); 
M.N. Das, India Under Morley and Minto (London, I964). All these scholars 
had their research training at the School of Oriental and African Studies, 
London. 

24 D.R. Gadgil, Origins of the Modern Business Class (New York, I959), p. 35. 
25 B.B. Misra, The Indian Middle Classes (London, I96I), p. 112. 
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social reforms, literary explorations and educational efforts, and 
eventually to political organization and activities. Their multi- 
farious efforts present such a striking contrast to the stagnation of 
the preceding period that most historians now describe the nine- 
teenth century as the age of the Indian Renaissance. 

The new intelligentsia came originally from Bengal, Bombay, and 
Madras. With the expansion of British authority and the spread of 
modem education, other regions also began to undergo modern- 
ization, but until the emergence of Gandhi after the First World 
War, leadership of cultural and political movements was provided 
mostly by the three coastal provinces. The current trend among 
Indian scholars is towards specialized studies of these regional de- 
velopments, but this is not without its problems. Many historians 
have taken to publishing their researches in their respective reg- 
ional languages, but translations or reliable summaries of these 
publications in English or in other Indian languages are exceed- 
ingly rare. Besides, since independence regional patriotism has 
become a strong force in politics. There is a tendency, even among 
historians, to magnify the role of one's own linguistic area and its 
leaders, a tendency reinforced by ignorance or insufficient know- 
ledge of source material and of learned publications in other 
Indian languages.26 

The predominance of the intelligentsia gave to the new move- 
ments a strong ideological orientation. In the nineteenth century 
the main school of thought was liberal-reformist, although some 
measure of radicalism may be found in the writings of Fule and 
the disciples of Derozio. At the turn of the century liberals were 
challenged by militant revivalists and revolutionary nationalists, 
who in their turn were largely eclipsed by Gandhi during the 
I920S and I930s. These decades also witnessed the beginning of 
industrial growth under indigenous leadership, and the spread of 
socialist and communist ideas. All these ideological movements 

26 To give only two typical instances: the veteran Bengali historian K.K. 
Datta in his Dawn of Renascent India writes exclusively of Bengali developments, 
making only one or two casual references to Maharashtra. H. and U. Mukherjee 
in The Growth of Nationalism in India 1857-1905 (Calcutta, I957), tell their 
story as if it were almost entirely a Bengali movement. Comparison with a study 
like C.H. Heimsath's Indian Nationalism and Hindu Social Reform (Princeton, 
I964), clearly brings out the narrowly regional predisposition of these Indian 
historians. 
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produced their leading spokesmen and organizations, but as a rule 
they also utilized the Indian National Congress (founded I885) as 
their common platform, thus giving that body its variegated 
membership and multiform character. 

Until recently there had been very few attempts to study these 
ideologies, organizations, and leaders in a systematic manner. 
Even on the Congress the first really analytical book appeared only 
in 1960; this is by P.C. Ghosh, covering the period I892-I909. 
The official history by B.P. Sitaramayya, though voluminous, is 
an uncritical compilation; the summary account by C.F. Andrews 
and G. Mukerji is more coherent, but almost equally partisan.27 
Ghosh's study brings out such significant socio-political facts as 
that 'in the Congress from 1892 to I909... out of a total of 
I3,839 delegates, 12,283 were Hindus, 912 were Muslims, 2IO 
were Parsis, and II7 were Christians. Out of the Hindus, 5,523 
were Brahmins'. She also points out that 'nearly 40 per cent of the 
total number of delegates belonged to the legal profession'.28 
B.D. Shukla's study of the liberal movement is another important 
recent contribution to the history of modern Indian politics; it is 
particularly valuable as a scholarly corrective to the widely held 
view that liberals and moderates made only a minor contribution 
to modern Indian political developments.29 On the revolutionary 
nationalist movements and organizations, although many books 
and reminiscences, especially in the regional languages, have 
appeared since independence, few would stand up to careful 
scrutiny. H.P. Singh's monograph on the Praja Socialist Party is 
informative, but not very detached or analytical. M.R. Masani's 
history of the Indian Communist Party offers a careful and co- 
herent account, but its value is somewhat impaired by the fact 
that its author is a leading anti-communist. 30 

Academic studies of the principal ideologies have just started, 

27 B.P. Sitaramayya, History of the Indian National Congress, 2 vols. (Bombay, 
I946-47); C.F. Andrews and G. Mukerji, Rise and Growth of the Congress in 
India (London, I938). 

28 P.C. Ghosh, The Development of the Indian National Congress 1892-1909 

(Calcutta, I960), pp. 1 I, 239. 
29 B.D. Shukla, A History of the Liberal Party (Allahabad, I960). 
30 H. Singh, A History of the Praja Socialist Party (Lucknow, 1959); M.R. 

Masani, The Communist Party of India: A Short History (London, I954). A use- 
ful source-book is Indian Communist Party Documents 193o-56 (Bombay, I957). 
More detailed and analytical studies of the CPI have been written by foreign 
scholars, e.g. J.H. Kautsky, D.N. Druhe, G.D. Overstreet and M. Windmiller. 
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but the approach is usually expository rather than analytical. 
V.P. Varma's comprehensive volume shows industry and scholar- 
ship, but although in conclusion he recognizes that 'from the stand- 
point of pure theoretical maturity and philosophical depth and 
argumentative subtlety, modem Western thought is richer and 
more variegated than modern Indian political thought',31 his 
treatment of individual thinkers does not always maintain such 
objective standards. J.P. Suda is even less critical; his Hindu 
spiritual bias is written large on every page of his book.32 O.P. 
Goyal's studies, on the other hand, are somewhat more balanced 
and discriminating; in particular, his monograph on Gokhale is a 
useful rebuttal of Majumdar's contention that the moderates acted 
as a force of reaction.33 Of late several writers have emphasized 
the positive contribution of liberal reformists and moderates to 
moder Indian developments,34 but generally speaking Hindu 
revivalism and Gandhism continue to monopolize academic 
attention. Critical reassessments are rare, one of the very few 
being A.H. Doctor's illuminating monograph challenging the 
widely held belief that the anarchist ideals of Gandhi, Vinoba 
Bhave, and the Sarvodaya school have strong support in ancient 
Hindu political thought or practice, and showing how they run 
counter to the needs and aspirations of modern India.35 

The absence of a critical approach is dismally conspicuous in 
biographical literature. Scholarship is not always lacking - in fact, 
there is growing emphasis on careful research, factual accuracy, 
and documentation - but the prevailing spirit is more often than 
not one of hero-worship. There is little awareness of the inner 
conflicts and contradictions of the persons under study, of their 
frailties and failures, their ambiguities and compromises. A typical 
example is D.G. Tendulkar's eight-volume life of Gandhi, which 
is a mine of information but is also exceedingly dull, poorly 

31 V.P. Varma, Modern Indian Political Thought, 2nd ed. (Agra, I964), p. 578. 32 J.P. Suda, Main Currents of Social and Political Thought in Modern India, 
Vol. I (Meerut, I963). 

33 O.P. Goyal, Studies in Modern Indian Political Thought, 2 vols. (Allahabad, 
1964); Contemporary Indian Political Thought (Allahabad, I965); Political 
Thought of Gokhale (Allahabad, I965). 

34 Besides Shukla and Goyal, see P.J. Jagirdar, Studies in the Social Thought 
of M.G. Ranade (Bombay, I963); T.V. Parvate, Mahadev Govinda Ranade 
(Bombay, I963), and Gopal Krishna Gokhale (Ahmedabad, I959); P.K. Rao, 
The Right Honourable V.S. Srinivasa Sastri (Bombay, I963). 

35 A.H. Doctor, Anarchist Thought in India (Bombay, I964). 
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organized, and somewhat hagiographic in conception. B.R. 
Nanda's biographies of Gandhi and the two Nehrus are more 
skilfully written, but they too suffer from a worshipful attitude.36 
Effusiveness is particularly strong in the studies of revivalist and 
nationalist leaders, but even in the case of others, it is rarely 
absent. 

Where Indian historiography, however, is weakest is in the 
treatment of Hindu-Muslim relations in modem times. The 
Hindu nationalist claim that the conflict between the two com- 
munities is basically due to the British policy of divide and rule 
and to the unenlightened selfishness of the Muslim leaders who 
opposed nationalism and advocated separatism, is almost every- 
where accepted; there have been very few efforts to submit it to 
dispassionate historical scrutiny or sociological analysis. Majumdar, 
who emphasizes the fundamental differences between Hindus and 
Muslims, ignores the role of Hindu revivalists and extremists in 
provoking Muslim antagonism. Datta, Bose, and others also lay 
the blame almost entirely on British imperialists and Muslim 
separatists.37 Ram Gopal in his full length study of the question 
occasionally recognizes the shortcoming of Hindu nationalists, 
but his basic argument is that 'it was aristocratic and middle- 
class Muslims who believed that Hindus, happening to be ahead 
of them in English education, were depriving them of Govern- 
ment jobs - their monopoly under Muslim rule - which produced 
the urge for separate Muslim organizations'. The British used 
Muslim communalism as 'a shield against rising nationalism'.38 
That Hindu revivalism identified India exclusively with its own 
culture and community; that nationalists like Tilak and Ghosh 
promoted a militant movement which was in its implications de- 
finitely anti-Muslim; that Gandhi's ideals and methods shocked 
many Muslim leaders and alienated them from the Congress; that 
Nehru's obstinate refusal to recognize the mass basis of Jinnah's 
leadership among the Muslims made any compromise virtually 
impossible - these and similar disturbing considerations continue 

36 D.G. Tendulkar, Mahatma: The Life of M.K. Gandhi, 8 vols., revised ed. 
(Delhi, I960-63); B.R. Nanda, Mahatma Gandhi: A Biography (Boston, I959); 
The Nehrus: Motilal andJawaharlal (New York, 1962). 

37 K.K. Datta, Renaissance, Nationalism and Social Changes in Modern India 
(Calcutta, I965); N.S. Bose, The Indian National Movement (Calcutta, I965). 

38 Ram Gopal, Indian Muslims, a political history (1858-1947), (Bombay, 
1964). 
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to be passed over, if not always passionately denied, by most con- 
temporary Indian historians.39 

The years since independence are crowded with events, but they 
are presumably still too close to allow of meaningful historical 
investigation. Apart from the hazards of personal involvement, 
confidential records, memoranda, correspondence, diaries, etc., 
which are essential to an understanding of the inner dimensions of 
public events and developments, will not be available to scholars 
for some time to come. V.P. Menon's inside accounts of the trans- 
fer of power and the integration of princely states are of great 
value in this regard,40 but otherwise the massive volumes of docu- 
ments published by the government and various semi-official 
bodies relate mainly to the surface of public affairs. There are a 
few good journalistic surveys like Frank Moraes' India Today 
(New York, 1960), but when a historian like Panikkar tries to con- 
sider post-independence developments in the context of the pre- 
ceding century and a half he succeeds in offering only vague 
general observations.41 

On India's foreign policy and international relations there is 
now a rapidly growing library, but much of it is in the nature of 
chronicles and compilations.42 Bimla Prasad's monograph com- 
petently surveys the foreign policy declarations and activities of 
the Indian National Congress from 1885 to I947.43 Books on the 
Indo-Pakistan conflict are mostly partisan,44 although in a few 

39 However, some of these points have been recognized by B.B. Misra (op. 
cit. pp. 391-6); K.P. Karunakaran, Religion and Political Awakening in India 
(Meerut, I965), and a few others. In a highly unorthodox recent study, S.K. 
Majumdar has argued that Jinnah was driven to his extreme communal position 
by Gandhi's religio-political leadership of the Congress, and that for the par- 
tition of the subcontinent Gandhi and Nehru are at least as responsible as the 
leader of the Muslim League. S.K. Majumdar, Jinnah and Gandhi, Their Role 
in India's Questfor Freedom (Calcutta, 1966). 

40 V.P. Menon, The Story of the Integration of Indian States (New York, 
1956); The Transfer of Power in India (Princeton, I957). 

41 K.M. Panikkar, The Foundations of New India (London, I963). 
42 K.P. Karunakaran, India in World Affairs 1947-50 and 1950-53, (Calcutta, 

I952, 1958); M.S. Rajan, India in World Affairs I954-56 (Bombay, I964); 
Lok Sabha Secretariat, Foreign Policy of India: Texts of Documents 1947-59 
(New Delhi, 1959), etc. 

43 B. Prasad, The Origins of Indian Foreign Policy (Calcutta, I960). 
44 For example, J.B. Das Gupta, Indo-Pakistan Relations 1947-55 (Amster- 

dam, I958). 
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journalistic pieces one may sometimes come across efforts to take a 
more balanced view. Until recently most writings on Sino- 
Indian relations were no more than rationalizations of Nehru's 
policy. Since I959 this policy has been increasingly under attack 
from various sides, but very few scholarly studies have appeared 
so far.45 

In fact, the most solid work on contemporary Indian develop- 
ments is being done today not by historians but by anthropologists, 
sociologists, economists, and to some extent political analysts. 
Ghurye, Srinivas, Dube, Mitra, and others have published de- 
tailed empirical studies - of castes, tribes, and villages in modern 
India. Cities like Poona, Bombay, Lucknow, Kanpur, and Cal- 
cutta have been carefully surveyed46. Aspects and problems of 
India's economic planning and development are under critical 
examination, and several learned treatises have appeared on 
India's constitution, administrative system, community develop- 
ment programmes and panchayats. These, however, are not works 
of history, although they provide useful material for future his- 
torians of contemporary India. 

The most serious shortcomings of modern Indian historiography 
would seem to lie in its coloured approach to Hindu-Muslim re- 
lations, and its somewhat devotional attitude to biographical 
studies. Another danger against which caution is called for is the 
spirit of regional patriotism. However, an overall view suggests 
that although Hindu nationalist sentiments and communist ideo- 
logical prejudices (and not infrequently a curious blending of 
both) do exercise considerable influence on Indian intellectuals, 
quite a few historians have been able to resist the temptation to 
force their material into preconceived patterns. There is a growing 
respect, especially among young scholars, for facts and accurate 
documentation, encouraged by their training in critical analysis. 
It is significant that very few modern Indian historians have tried 

45 G. Jain, Panch Sheela and After (Bombay, I960); P.C. Chakravarti, 
India's China Policy (Bloomington, I962); A.B. Shah, ed., India's Defence and 
Foreign Policies (Bombay, I966). 

46 N.V. Sovani and others, Poona: A Re-Survey (Poona, I956); C. Rajago- 
palam, The Greater Bombay (Bombay, I962); R.K. Mukerjee and B. Singh, 
Social Profiles of a Metropolis (Lucknow), (Bombay, I96I); D.N. Majumdar 
and others, Social Contours of an Industrial City (Kanpur),(Bombay, I96I); 
S.N. Sen, The City of Calcutta (Calcutta, I960). 
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to adumbrate any philosophy of history, or to follow it seriously 
in their scholarly studies. It is true that in his introductions to the 
collective History and Culture of the Indian People, K.M. Munsi 
advances a quasi-Hegelian view,47 but neither the chief editor of 
the series, R.C. Majumdar, nor most of the other contributors, 
seem to be particularly influenced by it. D.R. Kosambi and a few 
others have tried to outline a Marxist interpretation of Indian 
history, but its impact on trained historians has been surprisingly 
limited.48 Panikkar's emphasis on geographical factors is much 
more promising, but his approach is cautious and on the whole 
empirical.49 On the other hand, N.C. Chaudhuri's thesis that 
Indian history is essentially the product of its tropical climate has 
evoked little response from historians.50 

The empirical spirit thus seems, on the whole, to be growing 
in Indian historiography. If it eventually succeeds in under- 
mining the hold on Indian intellectuals of Hindu nationalism, 
hagiographic devotion, regional vanity, and communist dog- 
matism, it will not only strengthen its own particular discipline 
but contribute significantly to India's modernization and cultural 
growth. 

47 History and Culture of the Indian People, eleven vols. (Bombay, I951-65). 
48 D.R. Kosambi, An Introduction to the Study of Indian History (Bombay, 

I956); S.A. Dange, India from Primitive Communism to Slavery (Bombay, I957). 
49 K.M. Panikkar, Geographical Factors in Indian History (Bombay, I959). 
50 Nirad C. Chaudhuri, The Continent of Circe (London, I965). 
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