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National Executive
Palampur 9-11 June, 1989

A. Panchayati Raj

Leadership without Scruples 
‘Panchayati Raj’ furnishes a singular example of how an 

unexceptionable subject can be misappropriated and sought to 
be exploited for narrow partisan ends by a leadership without 
scruples. That the issue is in the process badly distorted is of little 
concern to it. This is not surprising. For one thing, catapulted to 
power by a tragic sympathy wave, Shri Rajiv Gandhi’s tenure 
has been a series of unending hops from scandal to scandal. As 
such, he is understandably anxious to clutch at every possible 
straw in this election year. With his credibility at the lowest ebb, 
what is surprising is the confidence he reflects in his capacity 
to befool the people.

Delhi Denied an Elected Civic Body
The BJP does not have to remind anyone that it is none other 

than Shri Rajiv Gandhi who for the third consecutive year has denied 
even the people of the capital their right to elect their civic body. His 
tall talk of “ensuring democracy in urban local bodies”, therefore, 
sounds utterly hypocritical. He has forgotten his repeated promises 
to hold elections even within his own party. Over the years, he has 
reduced the elected Chief Ministers to the level of errand boys, and 
turned Congress legislative parties into bodies of bonded serfs. His 
sudden awakening to the virtues of regular elections can deceive 
no one.
No Gram Swaraj during Congress Regime

The BJP regrets to note, however, that the way Mr. Gandhi is 
going about the task of “giving power to the people” and the manner 
in which he is trying to grab all credit for it, have the making of 
something which has been described as “conceived in malice and 
executed in deceit”. Before terming those who do not join the chorus 
of his sycophancy as “supporters of power brokers’’, he would 
have done well to explain what his party had done to implement 
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Gandhiji’s dream of Gram Swaraj during the last four decades and 
why corporations and other civic bodies have remained superseded 
for as long as 18 years.

Strengthening of Local Institutions
The BJP takes pride in the fact that the need to give local 

institutions like Panchayats, Janapad Sabhas, Zila Parishads and 
Nagarpalikas a place of honour in the Constitution was recognised 
since the very beginning in the tradition inherited by the Party. 
It was asserted right at the first plenary session of the Jana Sangh 
(1952) in Kanpur’ in its representation to the States Reorganization 
Commission (1957), and in its election manifesto (1957). Its Ambala 
session (1968) underlined the importance of demarcating their role 
and resources in the Constitution, holding their elections, and the 
supervision of the Election Commission, making them the base 
of our development programmes, and amending the rules and 
regulations to protect them against undue interference as well as 
arbitrary supersessions and nomination by state governments. Not 
to speak of the present Prime Minister, who was a toddler at that 
time, his grandfather Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, in a public meeting, 
is on record having observed at Barabanki (1957) to the effect that 
the Jana Sangh did not “understand democracy: if the rural people 
are given such sweeping rights, the Centre will become weak and 
the country will break up.” It was because of that fear and the 
concomitant craze for centralizing all authority at the top that though 
Panchayati Raj was formally launched in 1959, it was virtually denied 
the opportunity to find its own feet. Mr. Rajiv Gandhi has admitted 
that lots of corporations remained suspended at a stretch for 15 or 
16 years (Bhagalpur topping the list with 18 years) and three-fourths 
of them were in Congress ruled states, but failed to appreciate that 
the Opposition run states had given more substantial powers to 
Panchayati Raj institutions and have been by and large holding 
regular elections.

No effort has currently been made to assess the earlier 
experience as to why the Panchayati Raj failed to take off in the past. 
Also, how can the Panchayati Raj institutions be saved from the evils 
which plague our political system?
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Local Bodies to be Provided Adequate Finances
Most importantly, the bane of Panchayat institutions has 

been the absence of assured resources in consonance with the tasks 
entrusted to them. The BJP holds, therefore, that there should be a 
constitutional guarantee of resources to local bodies in the form of 
a 4th list in the Seventh Schedule of the Constitution. What is being 
provided is too little and too late while too much credit is being 
claimed for it. The guarantee is necessary to invest the PRI’s with the 
necessary dignity so that they become effective and responsible basic 
units of our democratic structure and fulfil the dream of visionaries 
like Mahatma Gandhi, Lok Nayak Jai Prakash Narayan, Dr. Lohia 
and Pandit Deendayal Upadhyay. The struggle to realise that ideal 
will have to be continued till its fulfillment.

B. Ramjanma Bhoomi

No Regard for Hindu Sentiments
The National Executive of the Bharatiya Janata Party regards 

the current debate on the Ramjanma Bhoomi issue as one which has 
dramatically highlighted the callous unconcern which the Congress 
Party in particular, and the other political parties in general, betray 
towards the sentiments of the overwhelming majority in this 
country—the Hindus.

According to all available records, the Moghul Emperor Babar 
visited Ayodhya in 1528, destroyed the Temple situated at the site 
believed to be Ram Janmasthan, and constructed a mosque in its place. 
Ever since, Hindus have been longing to see the resuscitation of the 
temple at the site which they hold as extremely sacred. During the 
1857 war of Independence, the Muslims responding to the sentiments 
of the Hindus had accepted their claim over the Ram Janmasthan, 
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but the vile British, in pursuance of their policy of divide and rule, 
scuttled the settlement. Though efforts have been continuing to 
persuade Muslims to respect the feelings of Hindus and abandon 
their claim to the site, this site has also been a subject matter of 
prolonged litigation.

Slanderous Propaganda
Lately, the Congress Government has unleashed a virulent 

campaign against the BJP and the Vishwa Hindu Parishad, which 
has been representing the Hindu point of view in the negotiations 
with the Government, alleging that while other sections of opinion 
have accepted reference of the dispute to the Allahabad High Court, 
the BJP and the VHP are unwilling to abide by a judicial verdict in 
this case. This propaganda is slanderous, and is based on a total 
misrepresentation of facts.

Court of Law’s Inability to Solve this Problem
The BJP holds that the nature of this controversy is such that it 

just cannot be sorted out by a court of law. A court of law can settle 
issues of title, trespass, possession etc. But it cannot adjudicate as 
to whether Babar did actually invade Ayodhya, destroyed a temple 
and built a mosque in its place. Even where a court does pronounce 
on such facts, it cannot suggest remedies to undo the vandalism 
of history. As far back as 1886, a British Judge Col. FEA Chamier, 
disposing of a civil appeal relating to the site, observed in a helpless 
vein:

“It is most unfortunate that a Masjid should have been built on 
land specially held sacred by the Hindus, but as that occurred 356 
years ago, it is too late to remedy the grievance…” 

(Dated 18th March, 1886 Civil Appeal No. 27 of 1885, District 
Court, Faizabad).

In this context, it should not be forgotten that the present 
turmoil itself stems from two court decisions, one of 1951 and the 
second of 1986.

On March 3, 1951, in Gopal Singh Visharad versus Zahur 
Ahmad and others, the Civil Judge, Faizabad observed, inter 
alia:

“…at least from 1936 onwards, the Muslims have neither used 
the site as a mosque nor offered prayers there, and that the Hindus 
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have been performing their Pooja etc. on the disputed site.”
Then, on 1 February, 1986, District Judge Faizabad referred to 

this 1951 order and directed that as “for the last 35 years Hindus have 
(had) an unrestricted right of worship” at the place, the locks put on 
two gates in 1951 on grounds of law and order should be removed. 
(Civil Appeal No. 6/1986).

Example of Somnath Temple
The 1951 order had provoked little reaction. Till then, secularism 

had not yet become a euphemism for Hindu baiting, as it has become 
today. It is noteworthy that around this very time, the Government 
of India, under the leadership of Pandit Nehru and Sardar Patel, and 
with the blessings of Gandhiji, had itself decided to undo a similar 
act of vandalism, and to restore the great Somnath temple at Prabhas 
Patan (Gujarat).

When the Archaeological Department suggested that the site be 
declared a protected monument (these days a similar suggestion is 
being canvassed in respect of Rama Janmabhoomi also), Home Minister 
Sardar Patel put it on record in the official files:

“The Hindu sentiment in regard to this temple is both strong 
and widespread. In the present conditions it is unlikely that sentiment 
will be satisfied by mere restoration of the temple, or by prolonging 
its life. The restoration of the idol would be a point of honour and 
sentiment with the Hindu public.”

When the Jyotirling was formally installed at Somnath, the 
country’s Rashtrapati, Dr. Rajendra Prasad participated in the 
ceremony.

Minority Appeasement
However, by the time the second court order of 1986 came, 

secularism had come to be equated with an allergy to Hinduism, and 
a synonym for minority appeasement. The Muslim League lobby 
in the country had acquired a new militancy and aggressiveness. 
The campaign launched by this lobby against the Supreme Court’s 
judgement in the Shah Bano Case in 1985 had brought it rich 
dividends. A panic-stricken Government had amended the criminal 
law; the Supreme Court judgement was legislatively annulled. 
Having thus tasted blood, this lobby set up the Babri Masjid Action 
Committee, and mounted a vicious assault on the decisions of the 
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Faizabad Court, and went to the length of boycotting Republic Day 
celebrations in protest against these orders. A rally organized by 
this lobby in front of Parliament House actually held out threats of 
violence unless these orders were reversed. It is significant that most 
of the members of the Babri Masjid Action Committee belonged to 
the Congress (I).

Against the above background, the reference made to the 
High Court is just an expedient device to sweep the issues beneath 
the carpet. The move satisfied the Muslim League lobby, and so is 
electorally convenient. It certainly does not reveal any earnest desire 
on the part of the Government to solve the problem.

Theocracy Alien to Our Tradition
The BJP believes that theocracy is alien to our history and 

tradition. It is, therefore, that in 1947, even though India was 
partitioned on religious grounds and even though Pakistan 
had declared itself an Islamic state, India opted for the present 
Constitution, and guaranteed equality to all citizens irrespective of 
their religion.

Secularism, according to our Constitution-makers, meant Sarva 
Dharma Sama Bhava. It did not connote an irreligious state. It certainly 
did not mean the rejection of our history and cultural heritage.

Shia Leaders’ Positive Approach
The National Executive records its appreciation of the attempts 

made by some Shia leaders to persuade the community that it was 
contrary to the tenets of Islam to have a mosque built upon a place 
of worship of another religion, and that, therefore, the site in dispute 
should be handed over to the Hindus and a mosque built at some 
other suitable place.

The Bharatiya Janata Party calls upon the Rajiv Government 
to adopt the same positive approach in respect of Ayodhya that the 
Nehru Government did with regard to Somnath. The sentiments of 
the people must be respected, and Ram Janmasthan handed over to 
the Hindus—if possible, through a negotiated settlement or else, by 
legislation. Litigation certainly is no answer. 
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