CHAPTER -~ IV,

DAILY PUDHARI AND R CGIONAL POLITICAL MOVEM:INIS,



THS PUDHARI AN RSGICNAL FOVERSHT,

Fresepr2ss is & gmat powar. It slays & wry
significant rolz in promoting publlc cpinicn. Sometines by
pointing out the mistikas of th: government ‘qy}‘\imm of ths good
nlans of ths gowvarmment, ars rawvsalad through this sSgancy
bzceuga of which the wvery spirit of damcorsey 1s prisafwed,

In th: vravicus chaptar The Contributicn of Mews z@ney S
Fgaecy in promoting tha struggola for inmd2pendance has baan
dzalth with. Thz mowment s for unit2@ Hohersshtrs, Moherce
shtra Kernqtaks Houndry iswus, ard the rols playad by pudhari -
towerds tha hondling thas2 problams =rs to b2 daalt with in
this chapter, Tha spzeial emphasis is to b2 1:1d on the
contribution weda by 'Padhori® in tha formetion of ragicnsl

menants,

Both centrel and stet2 gowrnmants arz hignly
impressad by thr writings publishad in *hindusten Times®,
‘Indian 4xprass?, 'Times of Indial, atc. Apart from.thass
nawsparard 1iks ‘Kamery®, 'Marathat, ‘Loksatta’, *Pudhari '
‘torun~Bharat !, atc. also s2am to héva bazn cast 2 trsmndous
influsnce owr thz government in the ceuse of this movamsnt,
Thz daily Pudheri of Kolhapur is remsrkebls of all th: BWSe
papars. It hes suprortad the causes of thy Unitad Hsharashtra
Mevamznt right from the: baginning through its title erticles,

Tha paricd in brtwezn Jamuory 1ist, 1339 to August 15, 1247 is
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v2ry important in this commeticn, fvan after Indic?s indse
pandenee and aftar linguel provicial patizrn upto the emerRe
nce of Unitad moherishtr: i, 18t Hey, 1960, Pudhari has gawe
its unfriling support to the Movepment, svan today 2lsc its

ek e _-
is kzceuss of Pudhari that the bourdsry issus kL\ch of tha
urning topies of tha day, Th? writings in *rudhari® in bz tve
@2n 1960 to 1285 shcws that j.t hag presant2d the probl:oms

1 "‘Q

bafeora th: gowsramant and s’cﬁ-&ed th: grizvomces of the paoplae

vary skilfullye

Peliticel BaCkemaround of Indis ;-

British psople introducad provincial systam in India.
They dividad India into viricus provinces, of courses they dide
not intend for linqusl ra2cogniscticn of th2 preovineas on the
contrary they followad the priri:ipla of éivide and rula. AS &
First stap in this policy they trizd to divids Bangel in 1905,
Bat bacrfusz of the ilntervantion of Notionzl Congrass tha attempt
want as & friturey in==S81i, Throudh this intarvwention 4t c=n ba
said thrt the congrass ¢ove its conssnt for the principle 'csf
lingusl division infirzctly. Aarcund the ssme paricd other strwms
1ike Uttor predesh, Bihesr, (rissa, Assam etc, w2ra cr2ated on
th2 seme priacipla. ?i'e provincisl division on thz basis of
languoge was already senctiomd in th: constitution of Cangna;as
ihich wis adoptad in 1920, f%he same principle was slsc assumad
to b2 tvksn for grant2d in the Indian Constitutiocnal Comudttse
which consisted Jawahzrlal Nehru end 3ir Te jbohaddur Saporu,
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But this principle wss not isplam:ntad in South
Indic, Th2 stotes in Scuth Indie ware crezted on sulti linamal
besis. In pra-indepandence paricd ‘ongress hed approved the
principls of lznguel oreovincisl orgrnisstion of the ststes
threcugh veriocus Congrzss confa2rznes, 5‘%‘3&1 Hahatme Gzrndhi
had zlso agread this primnciple. 1t wos ag;ar:& by th: Notional
Ccngrass unanimously thot bscausa of this principle it is
wryv 2asy t¢ look aftar thy political effairs. It is throuch
4ra lenquage Of thae p2ople that thy good ralatious bztw2e2n
the govarnment &nd th: psopls can b2 astaéblishad, %his stend
wes tokan in the Congrass confarsnces hald at Magpur, B:2lgaun,
Calcutta, In th: 2lection m@nifisto of Congrass this princie
pla was considera@, aftar froadom soaa-sSceesllsd laadars of
Congrases advocetad thiat ths provinces must bs ra2constructad
on the principls of language and S.Zn 1953, on thisz grounds
the Andhra stéte was sep2rated from Medrss state undar the
treme ndous prassur: of public opinion, Aftar this the paople
startad to push forwsrd thair demends to th: cantrzl goOwIne
xrantf W*z‘;: c:zi;f:;;iitq%?a;;agég‘:‘%E%Easr of commissions to
think & over the isauz through which ths problam of the
issus of Unite2d Mehareshtre got a msjor momsntum. Bat unfore

tunataly no proper solution was scudht ewesFotincte—Iiha

o
picr & X~ 2Y

The_Problem of Unitzd ﬁé%‘:aggshtra pe

In ths pra=indspendsnca paricd the division of
stotas on th: basis of loncusge a3 a principls was prassnt
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bt it had not assumed the form of 5 movermant, The Major
aim to @3t achisve €rasdom, Neturally this problam wes
n2clisctad, HBut aftsr indapandance: b2cezuss of the: growing
pelitical consclcusnzss énd the vride for m-érth‘a: tonou2 among

tha paopls th: problem cot prominsncz .

The cantrel part of Meharashtre wes dominatad by
Nizem Stie2, the Beonbey Strte wnd Gos was undsr Portugisa2’s
ragim . Apzrt from thes2 fracticns, tlers sxisted diffarsnt
controvearsis smeng tha Ma::atl;i p2opla which ‘cx.eatad an air of
mistruet and misundarstanding a_mcng the nEsSs:S; but still thas
urg: for United Meharzshtra wés uohompersd, 45 a result on
ist august, 1938, the ragional lagislatuie of vVarhad <(antral
State passad & presolution according tc,; which zhs bilingual
formila adoptad in czntrsl stata wes céncallsd and & cohluerxant
veharathl stoete vidbarbha wes crastad, Thus it was the wary
first instancs whars 8 resoluticon was nasssd by the reprasaniae

tivas of the people in th: lzgislsture,

In ;.‘946, the preblam of Unitad mMeherashira wed
discuss2d in th: *Seahittys Ssmmelen? pr2sided ower by shri.
G, To Hadkholker, It was dzcidad in the Sammelsr?' that &
asaverate Unitad Mehareshtrs should ba crzated for thy serathi
spaeking paople . For the isplasentotion of this rssolution
2 sapesrstd committed wes form:d undar Shankerrao Dgs, The
committae was knowae later to ke All Perty Unitad Meherashtre
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Council, Th2 demznd £for lingual stots crgenisation wes
pressed forwer@ by Congress Leadars &s wall 28 by Mazhoe
Vidharbha Sabha in 1940, Latar the issue guinad ?xeminan&

through tha %Wahittye Sammlen® held &t Bslgeum,

United Mshorgshira Council se

5 :
Unitad pmeherashtre Couancil was astabl ished under

ths prasid:ntship of Shankerrao Dee on 22nd July, 1946, Tha
active participents in this councill ware Keshacrao Jadhs,
Izokinaendan Nerayan, Dr. Dhananjeyrse Gadell, Shri. amput
Tang, Dr, Naréwan, Principls DgR. Gharspuas, Appsso D:ogie
rikar, Yashwantrszo Chivan, Ne G. Gom, S. ¥, Joshi, B, C.
wl‘mm,a, Dajiba Pesei, Bhouso Riut ate, &fter indepsndanc

the council prazszataed apoesls to the gowrnment,

The rsport of "Dar Commiasion® wes publishad in
1242, Th: commission spproved th: schime of 1n@agz;mﬁantn
Mrheruashirs 5t the same time th: rsport stated that Bombay
PEBXERS EsHSSE will not the includad in this nwly craated
Mrherashtré. COn the cgreunds thit since Bonbéy wes the cantrs
of divsyse, cultural complsx; it mast remein as indzpandant
gtata ., Furtler it was statad that the dewand of sapasrate
Mahofeshtra 6n languace bess was sslfishe It may hampar the
spirit of demceoracy and that thars will b2 a chaes and (isSte

tigfaction encny the masSsas,

At the sam tim the congrass confarance held at

Jeipur showzd its ¥¥g rosantment tewards the waport end &

@B Ihid - p. =
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sapareta pommlttse was s2t to think cwar th? problam. Tha
comulttze consistad eminant politicicns liks gair&zzﬁas
Doulatram, Vallabhephai end tha prezsidant of th: Congress
Confarance Pattébhisitaramayya. It was known 85 'J.V.P.’
Committaa, The racomendaticns mda by this committsa ware
rathar lenisnt and still injusticiablas the demand of Unitad
ahorzshtra imcluding Bombsy. The comsittza setatad thet tha
ragions on lengueee basis should not b2 creeted as @t and
if Mrherashtyrs is to be crsated, it ghculd sxcluds Borbay,.

Thus the issus repeinsd unpasciwved,

Serdar Peial was wary proud of Gujrat's Contributier
in th2 making of Bouboy es 8 splandorcus oity. Neturelly the
pgc:éla of cujr+t did not liks to includ: Bembay in Untied
Mchorashtre, Thus daspite the strong dasire of .ongrasz the
problem became & prastige issuz. lorsow®, ths leaders of
Congrass war: not raady accept ayy solution the rasult of whic
the question want on perwrting Sardar Pats:l 2mpbatically thet

Bormbay should b2 includad in Cujerath Stata.

Thus tha faelings of th: people of Maharashtra were
urc. Most ot ths paopls who advecaied for such an United
meherashtra were from &1} corrars snd walks of 1ife, sspacisly
intellactuals, inﬁustrialiéts, i politicians, They falt ths

ths damand 1s b2ing igonred eor n2glectad purposelye.

ﬁhank;rrm bzo, th: s2eratary of All Indla Congrass

and Ehrusco dire, supported tha dzmend for Sanyukt hsherashtre.
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Ths othzr congrass laadzrs wno supvortad th: demend wars,
Krkeso Gadglil, v2ehwantrezo Chiven ¢nd #1806 oppositicn locdars
Nenego Gora, Morsover the provocctive speechas and affactiva
writingS in the newspapers the atomosphere was complstsly
stirrzd, . ‘ |

In this mcvepont psople frowm all over Maharashtra
war2 involwed, Izaders of Mcjority party, coprositicn laaders
joeurnalists rspeetad parsoenalitias from both rursl and urban
arsa coms undar & singl: slcgon ond eophasiszd for the
fSanyRkta Meberashora®, This movwament was lsd undsr thae

sup2rvisicon tnd ths guidance of vashwantreo Chavan,

Crontrsl gowvarnment nominatsé @ muwber of commissions
te solva this problam, but no satisfectery sclution could ba
avyolvwd cut of it, Rcausz of this the problam bacans mors

intans2 ond ccute.

In ordar to ax®ludes Borkay from *Sanyukts Mahsrashe
trz* the chief Ministar of Mehirashtre merarji Desai, the
Borbey ragion presidant S, K, Potil, and Gujarati laadars at
csntr: end some indopendent laadars in Mehoerashtra tried to
convinc2 the congrass laadsrs in Meharashtra to excluds Boubay
at it was &ll in vain, Y&s%wantraa Chavan whils couspnting
on the raport prapér2d by 'Fazal Ali' commissicn svid that -
1h2 only unsnimcus damand for Sanyukta Msharashtra is including
Bombay. Sorbay can nzver b sxcludad from th: rnawly crzatad
Sanyukta Maharashtra,
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Ths p2opls of Meharashtys w2ra bodly diseprointad
owar ths paport of Fagal All compission. SBimilerly
Hersndr= D2e 21850 sugeested ot the sSare tine thet the contrie
dictory ragions liks E2lgsum and Karwar should s submsrg:d
in the rspactive stetes only oftar 2 messive mandatz. OGn
&th Coteoker, 1955, Mehorashtre Region®l (ongrsss also prassad

the demend for Sanyukta Muherashtra.

Thare wog at the 1est & trameadous controwrsy
owr the inclusicn of Bombay, Soms so callad lzsdars suggasSte
2@ thot Boobay may bs includsd in Gujsrath, but lsadars liks
Shankarrso D2o, amphatically sugpmstad thet it wen't ba
possible, @ further said thet Lf & lsrg twoelingal steta
of vidhsrba is accaptable, why shculd Borbay Gujarsth and

Meherashtra b2 not uniteé ? The issu2, thus wes wary mch

Sabatad,

When the report of ths commission on Stits orgsnie=
sation was publ ishad the psople 11 over Mehsrashtra wers
crite dissppointad, The situastion beceose ta2nse and full of
ragantmant, ‘:e“m/ DI sidant of th2 Council of Sanyukts MehalGe
shtra Mr. sahankg;rrae Lao assartad thet th2 drpem of Sanyukta
Maharashtra anvissged by HMarcthi speceking paoplz has baan
scuandsred away for tha fulfilmsnt of this sim, sction is
assantial than th2 words, Fe rmaelisad an immence n2ad for
struggls through demporatic nans.

(@)3Ivi) ¢ 113
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lo
Hith this 2£ffact the Congrass working Cormittas

on 16th Cotcbsr, pas-2d & rasolution 2pf dictatad that tha
laadsrs must giva up thair r:giditv and agoressive attituds
and shcrn‘m not Cowoparstas or co=-Opt with othar group or perty
for the a2ttainmnt of thair demands. This crasztad = g;:aat
problsm for Congrass Izadars., A3 2 rasult lasdars 1like Dso
fiire =2nd Gadgll, wers csllsd by tha f&i@z command ¢to Delhi for
naoctistionz. Meonmwhilas Yashwantreo Chaven in cne of his
addrsssas d21iwrad ot Kored axplaied the limits of tha
mevament, Kz told thet til) the raesclution is pessa:@ in ths
Loksabhe wa must suppert and aspirs for Sanyukta Mzharashirs,
In Damocrecy w2 must accapt ths dacisions of the parlisment,
It is cssantia) to lasd the movement by paaczful means end

in a damocratic fashione

" In th2 mgotiaticns at D2lhi, thy daligation of
Maherashtra Conorzss forwardad its originsl damend, 28 a
unenimous Gamand the raglonal Congrass of sMaharashira passad
& rasclution. Y&&hwa‘l}ztrao Chavan statad thet ra jaction of
peharashtr? s justiciebls dzmand is ap ultimets insult of
Msharashtrz. The Gowrnmnt of India by ra jacting Boabay for
Samgukta Meherashtrs is indiractly supnorting th? causa of
colonizl ism which gr2s against the intarmational urg of antie
colonisl ism, OCujerath zven &fter it hes kecom an laodepandent
state is damanding for Bonboy. Synbolizas that Indie is not
teally agoinst tha coloniclism.
’\@ bid ~ P19
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In twowlingial scluticn suggestad by Lo was
m jectad by Gujsrot. Therzfors, th2 working committza of
Congrass tock ¢ masoluticn that Mshorashtra, Gujerat and

Bombay mey by craste@ as indapezndent statas,

The meting of the Bombby lagilsleture wes to b2

i ]
r21d on 18th Howmber, 1955, Shank%rrao Dzo published e

pamphiat and suggestad the paopls that they would agitate
maace fuly. Bat this ggitation provad to be wvery powsrful,
Zarliar to tha meating of thz lzglslsatura, the Mah-rashtra
M gicnal Congrass Working Commitizs, h3ld a mating in rum,
end decided to ravizw its rsolution. In this ma2 ting
$aghwan&ae Chevan axpress2€ his satisfaetion owy tha
proaress of th: works of Congrsss and cellad on th: lacadars
c: fczlow ths prineiples with patisncs and msistaﬁ that
strikas and morches weuld not b2 halpful tc: mtteain tha

purpcses,

Feonwhile msjority of th: Congrsss leadars weng
sway from Meherashtre parishad, Later on tha Parishsd was
dissolvad and & naw orgenisatlon as *Sanyukta Maharashtra
Sanmlti® wos asteblishad, This nsw orgenisation in visw of
establighing & Sanyukts Maharashtra stotted mowemsnt &1l owr
th: Maharaghtra. \ &1l the peopls from verious politicsl}l

sywills partias and groups took sctive part in the mowmant,

1 ‘3
Fditsr Pre-Dse wrots & nucbar of articlas in *™udhari®

such as *pandit Nahru the ashwasan', 'Mcharashtrzchs Khombhir

Brtrutwa*, znd justifiasd th: couss of the parople of Moharashe
\\ \}L \’V\ m‘\ - f(’\\v\cpg\‘\\ ‘,\.%‘\. ,1{7
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tra, Fe statad thet in ¢ damocratic systam the wishas of
the I¥Se paople must got rscognition, Nothing should b
imposad on thame Th2 vacple &8lso must persue their richiful
damands throuch constituticnsl neans,. oy movement vhich is
lsunchad for & right coug2 wlill 2com: su€ezssful in the
fxe2 of any Gifficulity. 7hus hs snsurad & confidanes a2nong
tha pacple. La::éfax:s‘ lrika Bh%nsc Hirs, Kekuso Gadgll, cdoptad
Sattyag};&ha, 5trike:s, dHorches apd triad to drew govsrnm it
attantion towards tis issuz, It wes assa&tia; to psrsuz the

appael through ths psacsful m2ons end in damccretic weys.

ik articls ‘ﬁah!a)}ashtraehr paksha' publislad in

pudhari® stotad that ‘on2 of ths major is:uzs baforz th
Congrass is whathar to agrae ths damdnd Of tha paonle or to
agiraviate ths £:2lings of ell the peopls of Moharashtrat,
farthar it was doubited a&s to whathar bshru will ¢lve up the
comnon w2lforz priocipls and sze thot 211 tha peopla aspacislly
of Mzharashtra will ¢t justica., Uha Bam2 kind of thoughts
wars raflactad through erticlas liks ‘?&e;%@raahtrachya Ehumika e
Wt Prehinbet, *Moharashtrachys rudhil Sswel?®, epd
wunbzichs Keul*, Thus *rudhari® hes much helpad in bringing
cut the zantiment and ap;.ni:::ns of the pacpl2. In th: miaici=
pal Corporaticn of Bombay, the resoluticn for Sanyukta Hehirae
shtra including écnbay was passad with 63 votas as against
Zaro. This victory of Meheorashtr: wes wary such eppracistad
in Pudhspi undsr tha tialls ‘Sle?nyukt& Mizharoshtra mawbad Vijey?®
(\‘_3, Padhozs - f/\' 5%« .
25 Y ey 5%’
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Cn 16th Jznuery, 1956, Nahru daclersd throsestats
formuls according to vhich the MNeharashtra consisted MHihae
Gujsrat, Bombay end ‘fidha:bhae It doas not ceonsist ghe marathi
spaaking ragicn, Bidur, B:lgoum Karwar, In ‘Chelwalizhys ke
Mergsdarshanachi Jaruri® pudheri statsd thet oftsr Bombay wes
dscler:d &s union tarritcry. 1hare was a wide spraad of
ésantz:a nt among tm\ v2cple of Maharashtre, P20plas Stortad
agitaeting for thair original demsnd according to which
Bonboy must be includad in *Sanyukta Meherashtré®.  Soms
saswvara critics intarpreted this rmseolution as & *dconation of
sonbey to sowe s2lactsd capitslists in Boembery'. Ome waek
aft2B the daclaretion of this resclution it wes somsthing 11ks
ralicicus wer. On 15th Jamuery ot midnidht most of the promie
mznt 12:zders f£rom Congrass 1liks i‘fxaké ré, Krantisioha Nena Pati),
Sa Ke "s.‘zaaai, Xrushna Dezsal, Rasik Bh:tt, 5, G, Pathsy, atc,
ware srrastad,., & munbar of pgopls wer: shot daad during this
c:cnt‘r«:: varsial pearicd, &according te 'Ssnyukte Msherashirat
Committae 105 pzopls were killad in this paricd but the gove,.

raport stit2d thet only 67 to 75 pacple wars killsd,

Bzczusz of this faaling th: sclame of Bi-linoual
stata startad to comy into being which was ccczpted EMEIx®
@arliar by the laadars of Mshtrashtra ut was rs jscted by the
laadzrs from Cujarat.

Sanwkia Moharéghtre Samitd e

Tha Congrass porty failad in its attampt to achisvwe
Senyukta Moharashtrs and 8lso th: Congrass working commitiae
fa Padagy 2o U 54
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stopmad its coe.oparition to the mowment of Sanyukta Maehae
roghtra, it was wary esszntial to form ¢ maw cimmittas as
Sanyukta Mehereshtrs ssmiti, Th2 committz: was sat up in
Punz on 6th F@bg%rry, 1256, umkisr the nsrasidentship of
Shri, Rashewarze Jedhe . Shri. 5. #. Joshi, was s2lacted as
tha Chisf Sscmtary of the Commitiea . 7The strength of tha
mmbars wrs 27 from Verlous politiczl parti:s, rFsntion mnoy
be meda b ¢f Bhri. P. V. Sckhirla, V. K, S50b:-t, etge. In
21l £ivw reseluticns war 9‘:’:5‘%338 in this comstise, The
major aim was to includzs Eowbay in n2wly crezted Sanyukte
mehar-shira. It was unsniuously rzsolwed thst th: comnitime
will parsus its aim with dat:rminsticn and by stetutory
damoeratic ways #nd m2ans. &longwith twalwe opposition
parties tha méjor political pertias in this conmittea wars
Pre jasame jwadi Rightist communist, Shatherl Kamger pekshp,

srd Scheduls cast fadaration, 7hus th: comsittss baconme

vary powarful,

Meraover, b2eiuss ©of tha rrsolution for threze
strtas peoszd in th2 asszobly cousa:d & dsap reszgtment among
the p2ople and 2 'porchat wes lead undsr *Sanopsti Bapot!
Tr2 Police f£ir2d saveral paople ianjursd in the Morcha and thus
tha Congr2$s pacple ra2elized the importence of orgenizad
strugola for their demznds. Laedars likes #cherya Attre,
Mirajkar ware arrest:d,. This policy of th: gowrnment wes
nighly criticised by ths parsons liks 3.M. Joshi, i.8.Pelaskar,

and on 21st Nov, & complat 'Bandh’® was cbhsazwed,

OMTE ?ow
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After the Sanyukte Mahaprashtre Committase storesd
working, its meatings ware attandad by the leadars liks, Attra,
end Dangz, 7he comnitize resclwa@ to dzmand for a judicial
inguiry into tha incidents during th: mowment killing 195

wwla *

Bi-Linmal Esxparimant gm

The Bill introducing thrae sapsrstes statss wes
alyacdy passe€ in the parlissecat. Borbey was to ke traated
2s & seporste stota, Bat st th2 seme time juncturs Frank,
Anthony, Tulshides, Jedhav and others sugmstad for Mehite
Duim-Bhashik-FP2oplée 1ike 2shok Mashta and acherys Kripalani
supportad th» suggsticn, 7This kind of a solution was alrsady
suggstad by Shenkarrae Do in 1955. This suggsticn later
agsured a form of lavw and ths boundery issuss relsted to
Balgoum Karwar and Bider 211 sk wars laft unsciwd, Tha
Bill was passed in the parliement op 9th Mugust. This wes
commentad in 'méa%ari‘ undzar titles lika ‘Heach Ka Amschi
&cﬁ:ahahi;' amd ‘maeharashiraghys Mathi Dwi-Bhashikacha Ghosia;
Tt wes §arther criticissd as a mockery of damocracy. At thae
sem: tim in the srticls *Muckai Babat Tadjod Honzprt this
rasclution was badly eritissd,

Tha whole Cujexrat opposzd the scham of *Wishsl
Twibhashik® state,. A waak in Gujrat 8th fugust to 15th Aug,
wss notoricusly Eapcur for peolicefiring inm Cujrst, 15 paople
ware killsd and some 167 ware soricusly injurzd. DOn 19th fug.

22 0l - =g . ¢
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torarji Desai laft for Gujrat whars the Concrass of Gujrat
had alrasdy r2 joctad the propesal #nd hed domendsd for
seperata Gujrat stata,. Horerji bhi:d to coms back in daspair.
Consaquantly h2 want on fast, Then ajrat commitime wes
2stabl ishad, Gujrati paople stertad agitating for Mahoe

o jerat befors the Congress Bhuwan in Ahomedsbed,

, Cn 2%th Auqust & confapmne against ths sbhaoebhashik
was orgonisad &t Shivaji Park. lecGars like wedhavrao Bagal,
Ehauso Raui, Ssnepati Bapat, war: prasant. Represantatiws
from Gujret 81lso war: prassnt, &, M. Joshi ronzwad ths works
of thz committze in the confarence. It wags found that fortye
fiw theusend pacpla had to go to jail. Ome hundred and
twanty £iva paopla from Gajorat end Mohareshtra wars killed
and thirty two HJl.A.5, hed to resign. The fiqure clearly
showad thet ths alactions which wsra to b2 h21d in 1957 would

mat on dxntrem failurs,

Horarjl @ai Dasei was ra2luctant to contine as ohisf
Miniztar of &&hﬁmshtré thor:fors Yeshwantrao Chavan assunad
ths pesition of C.M,. Graatar Bonbay stets on 15t Novle1356
In order to convim the paople for the Bi-lindguel stete
yoshwentrao dalivered splaches throughout .- Merathwads,
vidharbha, oujrath, Sourashtra atec. ¥t Gajrat stickad to the
damand fax: & saparats Gujrat Stata.

sagsive 1= on of 57 g
This year was gloricus in the viaw of th: astabl ishe

fo‘“»\’\m N\\D\W\g\r\*m.
mnt of t}a\c\temitma « Tha challzange of 'Dwibhashik® wag
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accaptad by both by Sanyukts Meharashtrse Committaz and by

ths Mcha Gujrat Szmiti. Both the conmittaes stertsd praparing
for the 2lzections which wars to ba h:1d in the first quortar
of 1357, Tha futur2 of Ssnyukta Meherashtrs was dspanding

on ths results of thr alections, Ysshwantrae Chaven wask in

a dilamme bocausy thers wes & wry faw time to win owr ths
p2opla confidance. This a2laction of 1957 creatad a nzw
history in ths politics of mahérashtrs aspacially in it's

wida renging prepoganda,
o (_,.fj\f\o)\(%.
In tha aleetima\;lia&am from 2stern Maharashtra

wars dzfraisd but th: committse was ramarkebly succassful,
Thirty szven lekh propls wotad the commitisa, Congrass won
twanty four lakhs, committae wen 111 szats, congrass won 36
saats, For tha Lekszbhs the Samitl out of 22 and in vidhorbhe
it cot 8 sazts,. Congress sots wer: in msjority in Gujrst,
Rechne and Scuraghtra, Yashwantrio Cheven &lso ramained

es a C,1, Thz zlaction proved th: £act that the pacple 2re
against the ittmibhashik. The cowrmment pealizsd th: protast
of the paopla in th: slaction of 1957,

2\
ruéhari in thraas articles titlsd *Maharsshirst

Congresscha Parabhov!, ‘Lokmatacha Xoul Monnar Ki Nshi*, ard
Dwibhashiksncha Far Vicher Rehi® critics that by considaring
public will th2 problam of Sanyukta Meharashtra mist bs solwed
with davidad policy amd primciples. 8 the public will wag
ignor2@, it xesuited thet in the a2lectiona pacpls of vastarn

,"'\D Py, \ Y B -
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Mahareshtra resulted against bi.linguiltic stata ., This
mst k2 noticed by the stotensn 2né party alitas,

Sanvukte harashtrs 2e

Wmaguvn

During th2 inscural function of Maharashtra
Uniwrsity Nehru indigactly statad that considsring failurs
of conorass in vidhonszbha snd Lokgabhas, =2lactions. Govt,
is ¢glving to ra-think owyr dileme ©f bi-=lingaistic statz,

50
rudharl slso rasctad +0 this situation in the

article Wishel schorashtra®, He states that Linguistic stets
is ¢ main principls of d:valopment ef‘ democracy. Congrass
had begprd for linguistic stetas, Sine leong tinge, In tha
Homsl: gee mowvament of Lokmenys Tilek the first refarance

wae glwn to thy astsblishment of lingistic statas, 3wn
in ths frasedom mowment by Congress, the sama was danmended
and pr2fersncial damand of liénguistic statas. In this article
rudheriksr had meds tham awers of thair own principlas, Ha
21sc stated that Lenguage ond dzmeerscy ars tihe two sidas

of om coin and hs mede politicel lsadars awers of their duty.
In tha erticls 'ﬂil%%tﬂ Morcha* it i3 steted by Pudheri that
on Dacanbar, 12, 199 the cpposdta porty brought stay in

xInx ick-scbha on this preblam, S50 prive ministar visited
Bombay and surengsbzd end understocd ths public mind and
r2alisad that damand of bi-lincuistic should not be kept

héenging.

In ths Congrass confarencs of Chandigad by ths end

of Septawbar, 1359, Indira Gendhi appointsd a committes of
T P 2R 0 AR, BALISANED RNARDERAR LIASS

Q{,’ £ .
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nim mobers toe consider the problam of blelinguistic state,
This committas gawve raport cbout ths breaking Of bi-liniiSe
tic stéts, Congrass working committas discussad this raport
on 3rd Decamber, 1999, Tha working commitize passad & rasoe
lution on the bresking of bi-linguistic and into saparcts

¥ Gujrat apd Mehaprashtra states, Parliamant passed &
rasolution ta crzata Gujrath ané Bambay’an lodap=nfant statas,
*vidharbha® was 2£fi] iatad to Msharashtra, as par *Nagour?t

Y. B, Chavan teking into considsration of mublic will he chane
d the nam2 of old Bombay stats 25 Meharashtre Radjya on
Merch, 15, 1960, Pendit Bahru inauqueatad the mw statss of
Maharzehtra on April 30, 1960, &t 12,1 @a.m. &t night, in

*Ra j=Bhavont, In this day strugqls of birth of Mahareahtrz
with Bowbey is cepltsl hes capitad, PFudhesrl wes plazsad for
th: succass of Moharashtra and gaw bast complimsuts to the
mwly born Stete of Meherashtra. This shows that gowernmnt
mval pays sttantion uniass the common p3dple war: on tha
straat and struggle for thsir rights, 7Thz public will can de
and undo gorething crective and banifitting.

'ﬁahatasl_zi:ra and Karnateka Bordar Conflict and Pudhard.se

If the purpessly committsd mistekes of political
1eadars aré not amndad in th: nick of time, then it bacoms
ans2 and difficult. Thz good axampla of it is of border

{issus batw2sn Mcharoshtra and Karnsteke,

Tha Rola of rudhari on Border Problem sm

is lata former chi2f Ministar ¥.B. Chaven trisd his
12wzl bast to solw the bordsr problam. 50 2150 daily pudhard
This peper hed plszdad in thy srticlies tim te tims how this
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gzstion iz clesaly ralatad with tha cultural, amotivwe ond
lenguage 1ifa of the mopla,. Bt a3 the paopls were burat
up by ths problem of Bombiy to includa in Unitad Moherashtra
1iks wise the2y did not taka it saricusly in cass of Balgeum
problem. Swvan it is statad by 5. . Joshi that it is raelie
\ 534 that bordar problam has bessn put to &a and, During this
dz2ling gsaried'whc:s pudherd k2pt this problem aliva and
supnortaﬁ.tt:a p2ople of boxdar ersa, rutharli has besn slways
tcuching to t!:tair provlems by his own sharp psn, W do not
know when tha bordsr problam would be solved, why through
tha stend vhich 1is ta2kas by pudhéiri richt from bagining,
has y3t not changd, Compaping to othexr pepers tha' rcle of
Pudhari in this motter worthy of consideration. pudhard,
bas glvwen inspiration to Gisintarestad pzople to tvk2 interast
in tha boiling cusstion, Zwven ths papsrs like Sakel, Sadnji,
Jenscrathi ond B3l qum Tarun Bherat kaw triad thair lewl to

zzisa up this problame
< o
In the orticdle titlsd ‘*Karasteskatil Nersthi,

heshikavaril Sacond Angeya® Pudherl has exposad ths low
policy of birth of coustituzncy. It was s2t up liks this
that the repressntatiwe from th2 bordar =€ esrza should not
slactad to participsta iu ths cebimt. In the article
spantpradhanani Sime pradashachi g’askha;l Chatalli® it has baan
said thst is it not the function or duty of xsmixis cantral
Gowernment to taka ocut cobneidantly joimed l2nd o Mysors, to

Joln Mehagashtra ? It this guestion is to by thought saricusly
/2@ P Wadan )25

@ n M §-%7.
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tien with justice &nd without partility it should b sclwd,
In this articls cowrnmat is mada swers of this prcblenm,
How Rarnateka has gowrnmnt givan trastmeant to ths paople

of Bordar sraa is stetad in the erticle ‘*Marathi Hhagatil
Kanadinchl Akraman ?' A1l Marethi officers havw bsan
changd 2nd Ranada Officars hew bsan placad to hava Kanadi.
keérah, Her: public and Governmant raelations ars asbsclutaly
broken un end & vwry streng pilcture of 1ess rasponsibla
dzmocratic picturs has bean craatad, It is stetad in the
articia *Maysora Sarakerachi Sabedi Vagzmuk’. Hare ille
troatad =n? its affect is public unrest. 50 this public ungest
shculd not becom Gengr for the nstlonz]l intrarity. Govt.
should taka drestic action to sclve this problem. Ths giCte
storship of Mayess Cowvarnment has besn bittexly criticisad in
ths axrticle titlad *Mayosorz Saraksarcha dNishadh Asof' so this
problam nast ke scl wad without crasating the ccnflict of lane
GE@E. In th irticle 'Sima prashpa Sutet Nehi Dusmat Al t,
radharl has mafe raquast to c2ntral cowvrnmmnt o raliswve
bordzar paople from tha intuman colonism of XKarnataka Governmnt,
In the ariticla 'Maysora Ssrkeracha Vesanavzd ' rudbharikar
statas thet unlass the colonism is banisted, Indian ecacpla
will naveyr enjoy ¢ frzeodom in r2al sanse, Thagpublic which
snterbad unjust rulliag power of foraignar, woilld naver map
such colonism policy of Karnataka Gowynment. In brisf it is
mede clesy that Kornatak® government plays dusl policy and
crust=d th? peopls. So dzily Pudhari hes pleyad wary importe
ant role to protact tha damocratic prindiole and wishing of

ths pacplas of this arsa,
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