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THE CRISIS IN THE CONGRESS 

A D O M E S T I C crisis has been brewing w i t h i n the Congress party 
for a long time. So long as it remains domestic in its incidence 

and is confined to struggles between personalities or groups w i t h i n 
the, party organisation, it is not a matter of much interest or importance 
for the wider public. In a big organisation like the Congress, where 
so many people have to work together, such conflicts are bound to 
arise, and the resolution of such conflicts inevitably entails changes of 
places and positions among the persons concerned. It is only when 
differences crystallise into sharp differences of principles that others 
have to take note. Pandit Nehru's differences wi th the Congress some
times appear to take that t u rn ; appear, because there have been occa
sions in the past when Pandit Nehru himself has placed the issues before 
that august body in this form, and asked for what would amount to a 
vote of confidence. 

This happened at the open session of the Congress in Nasik last 
year. It also happened at the last session of the A I C C at Bangalore. 
Such occasions have been many in the past also, but they are now 
past memories. On such occasions Pandit Nehru has always come 
out wi th flying colours, satisfied he had got what he wanted, and there 
has been, for a time, a general relief that differences had been resolved. 
But only for a time, because the same differences crop up again and 
again, and each time the r i tual is repeated. To make the account 
accurate and faithful , one has to add a significant detail. Panditj i 
loses his temper on such occasions and threatens to resign. The gesture 
has the desired effect; he thinks he has got what he wanted, and his 
amoure propre is satisfied. T h a t he fails to convert his opponents and 
w i n their w i l l i ng and genuine support, that there is no change of heart 
on their part is, however, painfully evident in the recurrence of these 
incidents and occasions. What he secures is not wi l l ing consent, bu t 
an outward show of allegiance, obtained under duress. 

The very powerful weapon he has got, which others in the. Congress 
camp, who may not see eye to eye wi th h im cannot resist under any 
circumstance, in his personal popularity, and the hold he has on the 
minds of the masses as well as the intellectuals, in fact on al l sections 
of the people. The legend of the Prince Charming, w h o renounced 
his throne to br ing succour to the afflicted people, exercises a spell on 
the minds of the people, which is impossible to resist. It may be only 
a myth , but that myth dies hard. M a n y stalwarts left the Congress 
after the latter organisation came under the spell of Gandhi j i , who 
bemoaned that people wanted magic and would not listen to logic. 
But where Gandhij i could br ing about a change of heart, Pandit j i 
secures adherence by psychological violence. T h a t the results are not 
the same in the two cases is wr i t large in the recent history of the 
Congress, and in the more recent developments in the country. 

Can Pandit Nehru be really unaware of the deception that Con-
gress has played on h i m , time and again, dur ing the years that it has 



used his personal popularity to win 
popular support both for his Gov
ernment and tor the party to which 
he belongs? Those who regret his 
misalliance w i th both, and are un
wil l ing or unable to identify h im 
wi th the principles and purposes 
the Congress and the Government 
represent today, prefer to regard 
such misalliance as springing from 
a mistaken sense of loyalty, a 
common failing of great minds. 
The assumption behind this belief is 
that Pandit j i could not possibly 
have sold his soul for a mess of 
pottage, and continued to associate 
himself w i t h the misdeeds of the 
Government and the Congress, 
simply in order to remain in power, 
and retain his position in both. It 
implies, further, the conviction that 
Pandit Nehru is capable, if he wills 
i t , of giving the right lead to the 
country, and capable of making 
both the Government and the Con
gress follow that lead. 

Whether this is an illusion, or a 
correct appraisal of the situation, 
time and events alone can show. 
At the moment, time and events 
have been steadily, albeit slowly, 
undermining this faith instead of 
strengthening i t . It may be that, 
eyes of others would be opened ear
er than that of Panditji himself, 
for obviously, Pandit Nehru does 
not view his own position, vis a vis 
the Congress and the country, in 
this light, nor is he prepared to put 
the matter to the test and go to the 
bottom of the dispute fermenting 
wi thin the Congress and straighten 
out the issues. This is because of 
the self-imposed l imitation he has 
pu t upon himself, of being and 
remaining a non-party man. This 
is not, of course, under all circum
stances a disability. Indeed, alter 
his initial t r ial of strength with the 
moderates was over, Gandhiji 
enjoyed this position in the Con
gress, a position that was later on 
symbolised, and made explicit, by 
his ceasing to be even a four-anna 
member of the Congress. This did 
not, however, prevent Gandhiji 
from involving himself in party 
disputes when the. occasion demand
ed. He was not indifferent about 
the outcome of the presidential 
election, when late Subbas Chandra 
Bose challenged the candidate of 
his choice, nor did he observe non-
involvement when Subhas won that 
-contest, and set about to form a 
working committee of his own 
choice. The circumstances that 
led to his resignation are still too 
fresh in the memory to require re
capitulation, Gandhij i knew how 

to impose his w i l l , when he felt 
that the country or the Congress 
was going astray. 

Pandit Nehru does not owe his 
power and influence in the Congress 
to the fact that he belongs to no 
group wi th in this body. But as
suming that he docs, what is the 
good of having power if it cannot 
be used for good purposes when 
the occasion demands it? A n d that 
occasion has not arisen today, but 
has been there, ever since the Con
gress took over the reins of Gov
ernment. Two courses were open 
to tlie Congress when Independence 
was won; either to lay down arms 
and go into self-liquidation, or to 
lead the country to the next task 
of rebuilding it after the pattern of 
its own conception. Today even 
Shri S. K. Patil wants that the 
Government should be changed, 
that the old men are too tired, that 
fresh blood is needed; enthusiasm 
has run down so low. But the 
Congress indeed was tired in that 
those who were running it and 
held the reins of power were obvi
ously eager on cashing in on what 
they had achieved. Those in that 
organisation who thought that the 
attainment of independence was 
only a beginning, that it was time 
to start building up from scratch, 
were in such a minori ty that, they 
had no chance of being heard, and 
had no hope of influencing or 
changing that organisation. In 
despair they have left one by one. 

By resigning from the Working 
Committee and the Election Board 
of the Congress, Pandit Nehru has 
deliberately created a situation 
which he thinks will force the Con
gressmen to search their own hearts, 
reconsider, and return to the strait 
and narrow path. Shock therapy 
has to do, because Pandit Nehru 
has neither the inclination nor the 
time nor perhaps the patience, to 
take over the Congress organisation 
and run it himself in addition to 
all his other multifarious duties. 
Shri Tandon very correctly and 
courteously offered to stand aside 
and let Pandit Nehru do it but 
the invitation had necessarily to be 
declined. Since Acharya Kripalani 
is now out, and Shri Shankerrao 
Deo is definitely not wanted, as 
was proved in the last presidential 
election, there is nobody in view 
who can replace Shri Tandon. 
The Congress President knows his 
strength and has not lost time in 
consolidating his own position in 
the organisation both at the Centre 
and in the States. What he is not 
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w i l i n g to do is to remain the 
nominal head, and yet give Pandit 
Nehru the support he demands, in 
the pursuit of principles and pol i 
cies w i t h which he has l i t t le sym
pathy by packing the organisation 
wi th men who are of Pandit 
Nehru's way of thinking and of 
whom clearly there are so few in 
the Congress today. If someone 
like Rajaji could be found to take 
up the organisational leadership of 
the Congress, perhaps a compro
mise could have been possible. Bu t 
even if Rajaji wants this crown of 
thorns, the Congress may not agree 
to have h im. Hence the imbroglio. 

II Congress today is a homoge
nous par ty of the right, obviously 
Pandit Nehru has no place in i t , 
for no one can suspect him of sell
ing his soul for a mess of pottage. 
If that organisation has fallen so 
far behind that there is little hope 
of bringing it back to the path of 
rectitude and undertaking the ardu
ous uphil l task that is before the 
country, Pandit Nehru's place obvi
ously is in the opposition. Organi
sations have a way of collecting a 
lot of debris wi th the passage of 
time; age itself brings about a fatty 
degeneration of the? system and a 
load of inertia gathers steadily, if 
imperceptibly. But if mass discon
tent is given a proper outlet, and 
the energies of the people are given 
a fruitful direction, no organisation, 
however big or secure, can long 
withstand the flood of enthusiasm 
that it releases. If the Congress is 
unable to take Ihe lead, the people 
wi l l find other leaders, but if would 
be the height of tragedy to find 
Pandit Nehru left high" and dry 
while the tides pass him by. 


