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ABSTRACT

Demand for more powers for States — No problem vehgingle political party — Ruling at the CenterdaBtates
— Distribution of powers at the States and the @ent Earlier demand — Tamillarasu Party — Rajamai@@mmittee

Report — Report on the Center States relationstersamy without the right to secede.
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INTRODUCTION

Recalling the history of the evolution of the Imii@onstitution of the Republic of India has becameessary at
the context of the ending of one single party'sngilat the Centre and the States. During the caofrsiene, the glamour
for more and more powers will become louder anddéwuas the regional parties become more and mdieemtial

particularly in the election of legislators of tB&ate and the Centre.

As the history of the making of the Indian Condidnos is, with reference to a seminar vast, | sbatifine my
paper to those attempts made in Tamil Nadu. Everesindependence from the British rule became Hjective of the
struggle;, attempts were made to determine what tffgovernment British India should have, whetthere should be a
federation of the States or not; what should bé& t{@wers etc ... The resolutions passed at the am€meatings of the
Indian National Congress party, Home Rule Leagta&béished by Annie Besant, Montagu—Chelmsford Rafor to name
a few of the attempts made in the direction. Thdidn Home Rule movement is believed to have setsthge for
Independent movement under the leadership of ABe&ant. Montagu—Chelmsford report prepared in 1®t®ed the
basis of the Government of India Act 1919 relatiogonstitutional reforms. The demand for a sepastdte Sovereign
State for Muslims in the thirties and forties idse be a result of the dispute regarding theisgaof the powers which
ended in the creation of Pakistan. This changedptiitical scenario strengthening the hands who ateted strong
Central government preventing further vivisectidrth® country as seen in the debates that tooleplathe Constitution
Assembly “The Drafting Committee prepared a Dradnh§litution. The general debate on the Draft Cautgtn began on
4™ November and lasted up td" November 1948. The clause by clause consideratfothe Draft Constitution
commenced on 15November 1948. One hundred and fourteen days weeat on the consideration of the Draft

Constitution®
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The first draft of the Constitution contained 39%ickes and 8 Schedules. On 26day of November, 1649

Constituent Assembly adapted, enacted and gaverselees the Constitution of India.

Part XI of the Indian Constitution deals with réats between the Union and the States. Chaptegislative
Relations contains Articles 245 to 255; Chaptékdministrative Relations Articles 256 to 263. Iretii"schedule there are
three lists vizList 1. Union List 2. State List Goncurrent List. The subjects on which Union Goweent and States
governments make laws are enumerated in Articl&t@239%t is obvious a cursory reading of the Articles 3336,
360, 361 that deal with the Emergency Provisionsickes 369 with temporary power Parliament makeslavith respect
to certain matter in the State list as if they wexaters in the Concurrent List will reveal the iamd constitution is though

apparently federal but unitary both in letter apitis®

So long both at the Centre and the States rulethéysingle party namely the Congress Party, theas mo
deliberate demand for more powers from the Stétier the reorganization of the States on linguaisiasis virtually there
was no demand at all. The only State where the ddmes not for more powers, but separation frominidéan Union
and creation of sovereign Dravidanadu comprisingalée Karnataka, and Andhra as the peoples of thtes speak
Dravidian languages. That is they belong to one-xavidian but speak different languages of oreaigr This demand
was not a new one as it was even during the Britislh The Dravidian movement was only in Tamil Ndxt it went on
demanding separation in spite of the fact thatatiher States never heeded to the call. The movemastpopular in
Tamil Nadu not because of its political agendafobutits social philosophy. It is said even the leedof the movement
never genuinely believed but, went on harping feavidanadu. In 1962 India was unexpectedly attadke@hina which
considered being a steadfast friend by Nehru whe tva then Prime Minister. Heartbroken by the CéaperfidyNehru
died. At the time C. N. Annadurai leader of the \bda Munnetra Kazhagamgave up Dravidanadu but cettidne party
should fight for State autonomy. It was being shat the Congress party that was ruling both atbetre and the States
was contemplating to ban any organization demandiegaration from the Union and put all the suppsrtend
sympathizes behind the bars. In 1967 DMK captulhedpbwer in Tamil Nadu. So much happened to chémgeolitical
scenario in India. The popularity of the Dravidiamovement was not for its political agenda for sepan but for its
championing of Tamil language and culture, forsibgial philosophy such as anti-Bhraminisam, almlitof castes. It is a
separate subject for research. Anyhow their palitittemand for separation was bitterly attacked by/MRo. since 1944. |
have presented a research paper titled “Strongeil Tdentity, Stronger India — An Autobiographicatudy”® Where in
the political genius of a comparatively little knoviigure has been analyzed. He who founded a paliparty named
Tamil arasu Katchi — a literally translation is ‘#aomous Tamil State’ and whose inaugural meetiag attended by the
contemporary Tamil intellectuals. He declared: ‘Tra@me of my race is Tamilian’, ‘My country is TanhNladu’, ‘My
demand is Autonomy’, ‘My aim is the establishmehsacialistic society’, ‘My international policy &aternity among all

nations®

He became popular because of his brilliantoratgryeshes. He conducted conferences reminding thdl Tam
people of their glorious heritage. Particularly tenferences on Silappadikaram and Thirukkuralvasghy of mention.
In short Maa. Po. SimeantTamilautonomy within Indidgthout succession from India. The Centre, heladed, should
only have Foreign policy, Defence, Communicatiddgstoms and the rest will be with States. Bittatlyacked Dravidian
movement and he championed the cause of Tamilreyftamil language and literature. But compareBrtavidian party

he was not popular among the people as he wasdawadi an appendage of the Congress party. Remanithion the
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Congress party, he spoke for State autonomy whiab anathemato the then Congress party. Despitéathdhat he
participated in the independent struggle and cdurtgrisonment and a staunch Ganthian. For his @byoof autonomy
policy, reorganization of States on linguistic lsaand other causes which the subsequent histomegrthem perfectly
right, was expelled from the Congress party. Thayirthe political causes for which he was knowra &itter critic of the
Dravidian policy of succession; he had to standwaod the election on the electoral symbol and tigpsert of the DMK.

But at that time DMK gave up its demand for Draviddu.

In short, Tamil state autonomy and the Maa. Poedame synonymous. His book ‘Clarion call for State
autonomy’ contains all those articles he wrote triffom 1944, demanding State autonomy for Tamil INaesd other

States. A book of less than one hundred pages desenss tianslated into other languages.
Excerpts of his thought on autonomy for Tamil Nadle given below taken from his meeting with Vin@isava.
‘The shortcoming in our constitutional law’

The States constituting our republic don't haveasafe citizenship act, army, and flag of its owespite the fact
they are called ‘States’ as if they were sovereigd independent. Most probably they were calletesthecause of the
hope that in due course of time many powers ofuthn would be transferred to the States as it meagly created. But

the fact is though their called States they doaithpowers as the nomenclature implies.

‘There are two ways to make Indian Constitutiorytfiederal. One is the powers that are concentratddnion
should be transferred to States during the timedfru ruling. The second one is where the Statiesl fay non-congress
parties should demand for autonomy in a democvedig.“It is utter foolishness by weakening the Statad making them

submissive with concentration powers of Centre”.

“For me, the State autonomy is a political issuerethere is no Dravidian —Aryan conflict, no Noattd South
Conflict. To convert this political issue into ratiproblem, regional struggle tantamount to anaaainst the unity of

India.
“Parties Responsibility”

“State autonomy is not for Tamil Nadu only. It istran exclusive issue for Tamil Nadu only. It i tissue of
every State. There would be an awakening amongoitieg masses when the government is run in tinguage of the
people of the State. At that time of awakeningstheeligious and racial conflicts would despaireiitthe people struggle
should be based on social, political and econoraigses. In that context, every Indian state shotdd &0 behave as
independent unit within the Indian Republic. Thatd is not for off. As a matter of fact, the timashcome. It would be

enough if the people themselves realized or thiéigallparties make them realiZe.
Excerpts from the interview that took place in 1@&éwveen Maa. Po. Siand Vinoba Bhave.
Vinoba Bhave: What are the political objectiveyofir party Tamilarsu Katchi.
Maa. Po. Si: Tamil Nadu should be an autonomouy within the Indian Union.
Vinoba Bhave: If it so do you mean to say that Tawaidu state should have right to secede from India

Maa. Po. Si: My party opposes that type of arrareggnthat is succession from India. But my Partysissand

I mpact Factor(JCC): 3.7985 - This article can be downloaded from www.impactjournals.us |




| 252 R. Saravanan |

means autonomy more powers should be given tosState mean by autonomy more powers to the Staédso ladvocate
that the powers of the Unionshould be reduced.

Vinoba Bhave: What are the powers according tosfmuld be given to the union.

Maa. Po. Si: Foreign policy, Communications, De&nSustoms. These alone should be the Union Ecanomi

planning may be with the Union. If it is so thev#l be no NorthversusSouth talk.
Vinoba Bhave: Don't do you think the State sholddk after the growth of language and culture.

Maa. Po. Si: The growth of Tamil language does depend on writing commentaries on Thirukkural
andKambaramayanam. In the administration, in thesliative

Assembly, in the court, the language of the peobpl&amil should be used. And then only peoplewasterstand.
Vinoba Bhave: You say that the government doe®winice interest or take steps in this matter.
Maa. Po. Si: No, The fact is those who claim wteiarpower that their mother tongue is

Tamil wish to run the administration in English. ®at a movement has become a desideratum. In dittemof
the promotion of the culture, this State has beedifferent. For example, | would like to say wimas happened. So far

the poets

honored by the Post and Telegraphs by the isstleeadtamps of them — not even a single poet fraspilace finds in its
honor.

Patel: Is it really?
Maa. Po. Si: Yes.
Vinoba Bhave: This matter should have been brot@tite notice of the Centre.

Maa. Po. Si: | tried my best to convince the Poatahorities but failed. After having protractedrespondence

the Postal Authorities! got a reply ‘noting coule éione’ from theni.

Next attempt. RajaManners Report of the CentereRatationship Inquire Committee is an importantudoent
in state autonomy literature. In the tribute payd V. Rajamanner to Karunanithi the then Chiefistier of Tamil Nadu
who set up the expert committee.P. V. Raja manasrdaid ‘it is a signal contribution to the ushgrin of real and

everlasting federal set up in this great countrguf will no doubt be a landmark in its histoty’.

The other members of the Committee were Dr. A. ludiliar and P. Chandra Reddy. Their “recommendation
was in favor of the autonomy of the States, autgnoansistent with the integrity of the country”.$hivas exactly what
Mo.po.si said in 1944 i.e. a quarter of the cenhagk. How Mo. Po. Si vision was which Tamil Nadis¢fully ignored.

Of course, the Committee got the views from emimerftlic men and jurists including MP Sivagana Gran®f the terms
of the committee is requested to examine the exjgirovisions of the Constitution and to suggestrtteasures necessary
for augmenting the resources of the State anddouring the utmost autonomy of the State in theetkee, legislative
and judicial branches including the High Courtheitt prejudice to the integrity of the country astwole™
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The report is divided into XXI chapters with ninppandices. The report is also academic, incorpayati
Constitution Assembly debates pertaining to thé&ibigtion of powers between the Union and the Stat&e chapter XXI
‘Summery of recommendations” contained the commiteecommendations for the grant of more powerthéostates.
The chapter should be read along with the questioanBoth of them are much of practical value lasytare a vital
portion of the Report. This should be quoted i fult this cannot be done in a seminar like thisngwto the time
restriction. With this question | would like to emdy paper: the question is; It is well known thab.MPo. Si was
synonymous with State autonomy and his thoughh@nbatter was for ahead of his time. Why he wasnwuded in the
Rajamannar committee where all members of the dtteemwere not well known in Tamil Nadu? No Statdndia the
demand for State autonomy has been made. Onlyrnl ™Nadu, the demand has been made: a Committestizdad by

the government that produced the report whose remmdations are worthy of consideration.
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