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Indian civilization is under attack.  Communists and Maoists threaten the polity from within; Jihadi terrorists strike soft targets from without; caste-based voting blocs are grist for the mill; corruption is rampant; pseudo-secularist opinion leaders demean the majority Hindu religion; political parties dither; the nation bleeds.  

The challenge that India faces must be met if India is to continue as a major civilization. Picking up the gun is not the only method to meet the challenge. 

DEMEANING GANDHI 

It is fashionable in certain sections in India to demean Mahatma Gandhi.  This is short-sighted.  Mahatma Gandhi was a complex and many-faceted leader.
Gandhi and Muslims. Gandhi’s policies towards the Muslims in India were misguided and these failed.  He followed a policy of appeasement towards the Muslims in an effort to keep them within united India. He believed that love begets love and that concessions to Muslims would be reciprocated. In following this policy, Gandhi whitewashed Moplah (Muslim) attacks on Hindus in Kerala.  He wrongly supported Muslims demands for the preservation of the Turkish Empire after WWI. Gandhi supported the so-called Khilafat Movement.  He offered the office of Prime Minister of independent India to Mohammad Ali Jinnah, if Jinnah would only drop his demands for an independent Pakistan. His appeasement policies led nowhere and failed miserably.  Mohammad Ali Jinnah did not deviate from his demands to carve out an independent Pakistan. India was partitioned into two nations.  Ten million people had to flee to cross the borders and over a million died in the process.

However, all present ills in India cannot be placed at Mahatma Gandhi’s door.
The present policy of reservations for the Untouchables and other backward classes cannot be attributed to him.  Gandhi opposed the creation of Special Electorates for the Untouchables in India, a policy proposed by the British in 1930 in order to “divide and rule.”  He fasted on this issue in 1932 and almost died opposing it.  He wanted equal treatment for the depressed classes in India, not privileges.

He did not accept the partition of India and the creation of Pakistan.  The Congress Party leaders overruled him and accepted the British plan to divide India.  He stayed away from the Independence Day celebrations on August 15, 1947.

Not much will be gained by demeaning Mahatma Gandhi.  The world over, Mahatma Gandhi is regarded as the spokesperson for the conscience of mankind. 

· In a 1997 opinion poll, the USA Today newspaper asked the question, “Who is the person of the 20th century?” Gandhi topped the list by a wide margin.
· In 2000, Time Magazine selected Mahatma Gandhi along with Albert Einstein and FDR as “Persons of the Century.”  In 1997, the Time Magazine selected Mahatma Gandhi as the top model of “goodness”-- 3 December 2007 issue. 
· Gandhi’s influence is global.  Those who fight for justice and liberty invoke his name.  Martin Luther King, Nelson Mandela, Lech Walesa, Andre Sakharov, Suu Kyi, among many others, were inspired by Gandhi’s life story.

· Environmentalists, advocates for vegetarianism, animal rights, those who favor small scale government, and women’s rights, all pay tribute to Gandhi and receive his inspiration.

· Einstein said: “Generations to come people will scarcely believe that such a one as this in flesh and blood walked the earth.” He held no titles, owned no property, boasted no scientific achievements, commanded no armies, yet was loved by the millions.

· To demean Gandhi is foolish.  Whether one agrees or disagrees with all of his ideas, Gandhi’s stature as a world leader brings credit to India.

· Gandhi did not advocate passive resistance.  There was not a passive fiber in his body.  He organized and led marches, hartals, demonstrations, sit-ins, boycotts, hunger strikes, and selective violation of laws.  But he did not believe in throwing bombs, derailing trains, suicidal attacks, or slicing throats.

Nothing is gained by demonizing Gandhi and laying at his doors the genesis of all present ills in India.  As far as I know, Gandhi did not advocate the abolition of armed forces in independent India.  He did not oppose armed action in Kashmir against Pakistani infiltration in 1947-48. He recognized the need to defend national borders.
Raising a defensive force against aggression is not anti-Gandhi. But India should not be a war-monger.  There is nothing to be gained by empty rhetoric. It is better to speak softly and carry a big stick. 

What Indians lack today is not the gun but solidarity and a sense of sacrifice. 

