
Chapter  - 7 

Concluding Remarks and  Discussion 

M.N.Roy as a Lhinkcr, philosopher, rcvolutionary, activist, visionary, among 

others, has bccn onc of thc few influcntial actors i n  thc history o r  Indian political and 

social arcna, on whom, vcry little has been writtcn by social scientists in India. Besidcs 

his political irivolvcmcrits in the national and intcmational sphere, he made a significant 

intellectual and political contribution in India to the philosophy of what has comc to be 

kriow~i as tlic radical humanism that Icd to an intcllcctual and social movcment - Tlic 

Radical Iiumanist Movement. Having explored both the philosophical ideas of M.N.Roy 

and thc Radical Humanist Movement, in its various ramifications, togcthcr with 

mapping its growth and phases in thc post independence period in the previous chapters, 

i t  is pertinent here in this chapter to spcll out some conclusions. .4s the focus of the 

study has becn on Roy's ideas and thc Radical Humanist Movement (RHM), I would 

likc to discuss firstly, the shortcomings, limitations, viability and fi~turc prospccts of 

IWM and secondly will cxplorc the relcvancc of Roy's ideas in tlic contcmporary 

eontcxt, both Indian and global. 

As Radical Hummist philosophy fonns thc basis of RHM, it is relevant lierc to 

lirst cla1101-atc on some basic idcas of radical humanism, which havc bcen controversial 

and havc heen undcr constant attack by critics of the philosophy. It  may howcvcr bc 

pointed out at thc outset, that thc philosophical premise which fornis the basis o f  RHM 

i s  sound as it is systematic and consistent in naturc. T h ~ s  is rcflcctcd recurrently in the 

vicws of va~~ious pafticipants in thc discourse. Further, thcrc is a gcneral consensus on 

Roy's advocacy o l  scicntific philosophy of matcrialistic nionism which views the world 
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as a cosmos, a causally interrelated whole, which can be undcrstood in terms of thc laws 

of its bcing and becominy. 

Tlic most crucial formulation in 22 thcscs that has often heen disputcd is the 

statemcnt tliat 'Rising out of thc background of thc law-govcrned physical nature, the 

human being is esscntially rational.' Critics havc taken thc words 'essentially rational' in 

a loadcd scnsc, in isolation from thc overa!l fomiulation of twenty-two thescs and liavc 

implicd as if the basic assumption of the t h i s  is tliat human rationality or rcason is 

somclhinp infallible and thal mcn always behnvc in a smc ,  logical and harmonious way, 

wliicli obviously is not true in rcality. If this wcre the case, neithcr the philosophy of 

radical humanism nor the movement ibr renaissance would liavc bcen required. So what 

is incant by 'cssenti:illy rational' is thal man as against other animal specics is cndowed 

with capacity for rcason and i l  is not something extraneous to man's biological bcing. 

Aristotlc also defined man as a 'rational animal' and it is his rationality that makes him 

uniquc and distinct froin other spccies. IIowevcr, rncn arc not always conscious o r  their 

rational nature and irrnlional behavior of man can bc explained as a consequence o r  

mistaken applicalion of rcason. Therefore, as Nigam (1988) poinls out, irrational or 

vicious behavior of man is not a refutation of Roy's thesis but is indication of human 

failure, individual and social. As we have already seen, thc core of the major task of 

MlM lics here, which is to makc a conscious and sustaincd effort to convert man's 

potentiality to be rational into actuality so that thcre will bc a continually rising number 

of consciously rational rncn and women who guided by thcir reason will behave in a 

rational moral manncr. Roy did not exclude human will and m o t i o n  in his analysis o r  

human nature as is hclieved by somc, but in his schemc of thinking they could be 

reconciled with rcason. 

Morality is anothcr important aspect of human naturc to which Roy attributcs 

significant irnportancc. It has its basis in rationality as morality is cnvisaged by Roy as 
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n ~ c r c  translation of reason into social idiom. Since man is inherently rational, social 

rclationship can bc rationally harmonized and therefore i t  can bc expceted that a moral 

,_ order can rcsult from a rationally organized socicty. However, the relationship between 

rationality and niorality is not as simple as it appears to be in certain expositions 

propounded by Roy. And moreover most pcople take rational in a loadcd sensc in that it 

carrics a s tani j~  of approval. Even during his Marxist phase Roy believed right 

knowlcdge would inevitably lead to cthical conduct. He wrotc. 'matcrialist is virtuous 

not out of fear, by coercion, for grccd, he is virtuous, bccause hc can not be otherwise, 

antl i t  is knowledge that enables him to be so." Basic assumption is that men use thcir 

knowlcdge and rationality for enhancement of human happiness. Driving morality from 

rationality is Iiowcvcr not substantiated by facts. In reality wc find men guided by thcir 

own narrow sclfish interests, indulging in all kinds of wrong, immoral, unethical and 

vulgar practices knowing fully wcll what is right. Vested intcrcsts arc important causes 

of continuance of unjust institutions antl unjust social ordcr. Thc merely rational man 

may wcll bc a self-seckcr, an cgoist or a tyrant. 

Another inhercnt feature of human nature, which has bccn a subject of 

controversy, has bccn Roy's insistence on man's spirit of co-operation as a morc 

Sundanlcntal trait as :igainst othcr combativc and destructivc eIcn~cnts. Roy did 

recognize rllc cxistcnce of destructivc human attributes likc competition, ambition, 

slruggle, jealousy; c ~ ~ v y ,  combative instincts ctc., but rcgardcd them as only secondary. 

I lc wrotc, 'an imprejudici;ll study ofhistory revcds that the desire to be hclpful to fellow 

nun  is a more fundamental human trait than competition and ~ o n f l i c t . ' ~  Again his 

optimism about 11~11nan naturc is not borne by empirical facts. Human scllishncss, 

' See Jail  Volumes. 1941, p.1560. 

sec The Miir.rio,i Way, volurnc 11, 1046-47, p.195 
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irrationalism, immorality are in certain situations far more glaring and manifest than 

man's rationality, ~norality and cooperative spirit. 

Kationality, morality and man's urge for freedom are in fact social categories 

and human nature should be viewed in the contcxt of socio-economic and political. 

cnvironmcnt, as onc cannot conceive of man in isolation to society of which he is an 

integral part. The position taken by Roy is not sustained by modem sociological theory, 

which docs not regard socicty as a mcre aggregate of individuals. It is conceived of as a 

nctwork of intersecting and conflicting group intcrcsts. As  observed by Osbome 

(1966:53-54), 'to think of human individual apart from society is to think in tcrms of 

misleading abstractions; that the individual is a social being. his qualities o r  

individuality, his distinctiveness, his rationality, his morality dcvelop through social 

experience. Koy's overemphasis on the importancc of individual as against group was 

perhaps in reaction to the then prevailing irrational, authoritarian culture with littlc 

rcgard for human freedom and individuality. But nevertheless in the process he 

ncglccts thc dynamics of socio-cultural processes at work, which enable one to 

understand the complex relationship that exists between man and society. Man's 

personality traits cncotnpassing reason, freedom, and morality are :o some extent 

\ 

products of the proccss o f  socialization and thcrcforc they cannot be understood in 

abstraction. Furthcr, to conceive o r  freedom as elimination of all restraints on human 

individual is again unrealistic and questionable, as frcedom also has to be vicwed in a 

social context and absolutc freedoin is neithcr possible nor desirable. Tn post industrial 

socicty with virtual disintcgratioii of old community ties and transition from primary to 

sccondary relations one problcm that constraints us today is that individuality is 

confused with rank. individualism and individual intcrcsts. By and large individual is 

set free to experiment with hislher life and onc is guided hy one's narrow reckoning of 

private gains and losses. This has led to our moral isolation as the ideal of absolutc 
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freedom and cxcessive individualism can be rather inadequate hecause of its lack of 

proper cmphasis upon the tlevclopment of social lifc of man, with moral isolation we 

arc also suffering rrom emotional isolation or alicnation. At theoretical levcl RHM has 

sought to tacklc Lhc problcm of moral isolation by regarding man as thc archctype o r  

society and laying strcss upon his adcquatcly discharging social obligations. But, in 

rcality thc numher of such responsible, enlightened individuals who are sensitivc and 

rcsponsivc to thc nccds of society is diminishing at a Cast rate. Emotional sccurity can 

come only through participation, which presupposes associations, and organizations 

that can hind pcople and providc them with a sensc ofhelonging. 

One n i q  point out that Roy's contention was that in ordcr to create a bettcr 

society wc must first crcatc bctter mcn. But i t  can havc disastrous consequcnccs in thc 

sensc that if wc wait for social reconstruction until mcn have bccome rational and 

moral through education, the goal becomcs utopian. In fact our study clcarly brings out 

that while Roy's band o r  dedicated folIowcrs have bccn husy in introspection, working 

unsucccssrully towards cultural renaissance specially during initial two decades atier 

launching RHM, 'thc society has drirtcd into an cver greatcr moral crisis whcre the so 

called iconoclastic ideas have no role to play. Radicals thcrnselves on the basis of their 

pcrsonal cxpcricnccs havc realizcd this fact and thcy have come to bclieve that i t  is 

important to begin with contemporary social issucs plaguing our society rather than 

stecring the RHM to philosophical revolution. The process ~Ttransrormation of human 

nature and social reconstruction has to be a simultaneous one. But this realization has 

howcvcr come a bit too late. 

Thcse obscrvations however, do not undermine the importance of Roy's 

advocacy of sc ic~~t i f ic  philosophy and its humanistic spirit, which is the need of the 

t i~ncs  to tidc over the crisis mankind, is confrontcd wilh. Roy was first and forcmost a 

social philosopher and an analysis of his theory of social reconstruction from a 



3 09 
sociological point of view has resultcd in a shift of emphasis on thc need to understand 

thc two-way intcraction betwccn man and socicty rathcr than giving primacy to human 

individual ovcr socicty. 

We havc sccn that as far the thcorctical fr;~niework pertaining to thc 

philosophy of RHM is concerned there arc hardly any limitations. In a Iargc measurc, i t  

sccnis systcmatic and cohercnt as rcflccted in the discourse. Howcvcr one major 

intcrnal limitation rclatcs to its comprelicnsion. Thc understanding o f  22 thcscs 

requircs onc to have a high degrcc oC intcllcctual lcvcl and knowlcdgc from various 

scie~lccs, which is seldom posscsscd evcn by the so-called cducated clite. So 

undcrstanding thc philosophy and projecting it in a way that thc ordinary people can 

relatc to i t  is a most cllallenging task. As a result, as was pointed out by latc prof. 

Nigam during tlic course of intcwiew, vely often, cntire timc and cnergy of the radicals 

is spcnt in dcl'cnding tlicmselves against frequcnt challengcs posed by alternative 

ideologies and systcm ot'thought. 

Membcrs of a social movement are conccrncd with prcscnting to others and to 

tlicmsclvcs an image, which is socially acceptable. Since thc movemcnt dcvelops within 

tlic contcxt o f  thc socicty i t  sceks to change, and also sincc tlic members are products of 

the socicty, it is consti-aincd to reconcile its vnlucs with thosc of the socicty at large, no 

niatter liow revolutionary i t  may appear. Bcing radical in nature thc very character of 

RllM is such that i t  puts a lot o f  persistent and continuous strain on the mind of the 

peoplc which ordinary pcople are not pronc to sustain. Here i t  is important to point out 

that, Roy, hiniselfwas quitc unconipromising as is evidcnt from his stand on question of 

lcague of radical congressmen's participation in satyngruhn or on crucial issuc of 

supporting British war efforts, or his vicws on Gandhian leadership. On all thcsc 

important issucs lic was dictated by his own rational analyses of the situation even 

though liis rigid stand I-csultcd in liis isolation from both tllc masses and other important 
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leadcrs on thc national sccne. This prompted evcn Takundc, his close associate to rctort 

that, 'leadcrs should be ahcad of their following, but if they arc so far ahead that 

, followers should loosc sight of them, thcy servc no useful p~~rposc. '3 

Roy was an opcn minded intellectual who analyzed every system of t h o ~ g h t  

critically and bclicvcd in its constant rc-cxaniination in the light of thc new 

dcvcloprncnts as is evident by his own ideological tlevclopment. So initially the source 

of thc growth of the movcmcnt was Roy, who encouraged pcople to think independently 

and come out with novcl ideas. In today's fast changing, dynamic world RHM as a 

movement should not rcmain theorctically stagnant i i  it has to be of any conscqucnce. 

The world has changed radically since the times Roy's ideas were developed. Intellectual 

and practical dynamics havc to be appreciated and rcalizcd in action. RHM should 

provide for the growth o r  ideas and should outgrow 22 thcsis comprising Roy's 

scientilic philosophy. 

IJnder thc compulsions of ncw circumstances not only in India but world ovcr 

philosophies and ideologics no longer seem to be influencing human beings and 

sociclics. It would bc unrealistic to assumc that tlic principles of radical humanist 

democracy formulalcd morc than half a century ago would help to meet contcmporary 

. 
crisis. All philosophies arc by-products of matcrial and nonmaterial conditions and play 

a declinins rolc with rapidly changing conditions. World has cliangcd profoundly since 

World War .[I. So in casc of Roy's philosophy also i t  is important that while retaining 

thc fundamcntals of Koyisni, which constitute thc permancnt heritagc, radicals should 

incorporate changcs both in thc ideology and in its application, which they think, are 

csscntial in thc light of thcir own ncw cxpcriences. Roy himself always used to do that 

and thcrcforc RHM can survivc only if radicals instcatl of rc~naining orthodox Royists 

adopt a morc pragmatic approach and redelinc their role in thc context of latest global 

' Lertcr I'ronlTarkunde to M.N.Roy, Pune 15 April 1940 
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cxpcrienccs. Radical humanism bcing integrated to sciencc is not a closcd system. It 

provides for constant assimilation of new facts and thcreforc i t  cannot bc seen as a 

systc~ii but as a proccss. Roy strongly bclieved that philosophy is not something that is 

cvolved at any particulan. time by any particular individual, hut it cvolvcs continuously 

and bccomcs perennial. Just Iikc scicnce philosophy is a pursuit in which each new 

philosopher will carry SUI-!hcr the work accornplishcd by his prcdccessors. And thcrcforc, 

the hasic challcngc that lies bcfore radicals is not mcrcly of carrying on thc niovenlent 

and its organs hut onc of broadening, deepening and developing the philosophy of 

radical hurna~iism by ~lpplying it to various [iclds of activity? particularly thc areas not 

touchcd by Roy. What is required is crcativity in idcas in ordcr to prcvent thc philosophy 

of rildical humanism from bccoming a closcd system of tliought, a set of dogmas about 

ullimate t r~~t l i .  11 is Iicrc that tlic rnovcnicnt has suffcrcd thc most, as a few radicals 

posscss that crcativity and dynamism. Nigam (1988:26) rightly writes, 'the philosophy 

of radical kii~manism in thc Thescs, if it is not to suffcr thc fate of carlier philosophies, 

will havc to bc  continually examined and re-examined in thc light o f  advancing 

knowlcdgc ant1 ncw expcriencc. This is an inherent and permanent obligation on the part 

of thosc who prercr this philosophy'. Even though some radicals Iikc, Sibnarnyan Ray, 

G.D.Parik11, R.L.Nigani, V.M.Tarkundc, R.S.Yadava havc rnadc some important 

contribution in tIic realm of idcas in thc movement as it has grown in post Roy cra, yct 

their numbcr is lcss and is shrinking with tirnc. This no doubt constitutes a major 

1imit;ltion of the movement. Thc analysis of the actual functioning of RHM clcarly 

rcvcals that in its prescnt state i t  seems incapable of such an achicvcmcnt both at 

tlieorctical and practical level. 

For any rnovemcnt to develop apart from having a futuristic vision and a 

belief in thc possibility ofchanging the structure of thc socicty, an cnduring organization 

tlcvotcd to the attainrncnt of their vision, which can scrvc, as an activc nucleus o f  the 
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movement is cqually important. In rctrospcct one could conclude that the movemcnt has 

suffcrcd tremendously due to historical fact that radicals did not dcvelop any fom~al  

organization sincc the dissolution of RDP in 1948, which could havc acted as the main 

centcr for coordinating the activities of the scattered and atomized individtlals without a 

scnsc o f  belonging. As has been pointed out by late Yadava (l988), the transrormational 

gap of ? I  long ycars without any organization sincc the dissolution of RDP in 1948 

significantly wiltcd the movement afler 1948. During that pcriod most of radical 

hun~anists becamc inactivc and isolatcd or mcrcly ~~ndcr took  unorganized and limping 

individual activities, lost thcir youthfulness and settlcd down to private routincs with 

littlc zeal lcrt for any sustained public work, and a whole new gcncration with different 

orientations had sprung up in the country. And that period was the most crucial- initial 

and formative- period of indcpcndent India when the revolutionary fervor of the people 

had not f ~ ~ l l y  pctcrcd out, hurdles in the way of revolutionary work wcrc much less than 

what thcy have hecn sincc 1969, and the need of the organizcd efforts on the part o f  

humanists was, in a scnse, thc greatest. 

Sociologically, one can say that for success of any social movenient 

organizational phase i.c. when an incipient and informal movcmcnt matures and gets 

fommiized is inlportnnt bccause it is in this stagc that a movement becomes stable and 

poised for succcss. Organizational phasc results in quickening of cxtcrnal development 

of a movcment. In this phasc innovations at the levcl idcas, strategy, tactics etc. arc 

collectively propagated and promotcd through the organization. It is precisely for lack of 

organization for 21 long ycars that the R 3 M  rcmaincd in oblivion despitc thc fact that 

Roy had providcd the ncccssary initial momentum to thc movemcnt. But neither Roy 

during his lifetinlc, nor his i'ollowers workctl out in detail the kind of association or 

organizalion that was necdcd to put the grcat idcals in to praclice and this constitutes onc 

of thc main limitations of RHM. It is only after his retircmcnt, Tarkunde's dynamism 
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and realism rciricvcd \\*liatevcr was IcR of t l x  niovemcnt by 1969 whcn IRHA was 

lorlncd. So Rl lh l  :~mply tcstifics our hypotlicsis tltilt no social movcmcnt c;m spread 

significantly without an cffcctive organization to promote it. 

Furthcr. thc nature of IRHA is sucli that it cannot bc conccivcd of as a 

centralizccl organization a ~ l d  it grants total autonomy to its mcmbers to work with 

various groups and organizations including political parties in accordance with their 

respcctivc tastcs and competence. Such a movetncnt obviously cannot have any official 

linc likc party line on various issues. Therefore whcn Caccd with tlie rcal life problcms 

cvcry individual radical has to decide for h imscl~hcrsel f  the kind of role hc Ishc has to 

perl'omi, whethcr or not hc should work in association with othcr groups to accomplish 

his task within tlie framcwork o r  his pl~ilosopliy, which remains the only force which 

binds him with othcr radicals and RHM. In the abscncc of any official linc, finding 

themselves in a statc o r  confusion in crisis likc situations, most radicals tend to think 

that their 22 thescs would provide them with rcadymade sohrtions to the problcms at 

local, national and even intcmetional lcvel which is not truc as has also been pointed out 

hy Nigam, who writcs, 'that is asking too much of a pllilosophy. Philosophy givcs us a 

vision or a model, provides a paradigm and stimulates crcative, critical thinking. But in . 
cvcly situation, in dcaling with evcry problcm, choiccs havc to bc made within that 

Cramework and paradigm. Thc choices have to bc nmdc necessarily by individuals. And 

these may not coincide except in somc vcry cxtraordinary situations as happened in case 

o r  1975 Enlcrgency' (Yigam, 1988:39). 

Succcss oCany movement depends on its numerical strcngth. In this respcct one 

major limitelion of RHM owing to its prcdoniinantly intellectual character is that its 

leadcrs havc not bccn able to ~nobilizc pcoplc in largc nurnbcrs becausc of their failure 

to attributc what Blumcr calls a popular character to thcir nlovcmcnt which remains too 

logical ;uid too abstract to be comprehcndcd by a common man. It remains primarily a 
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movement of intellectuals whose number and impact is diminishing at a fast rale in 

contcniporary era charactcrizcd by what is called an end of ideology. As a rcsult in case 

of R H M  also, likc othcr strong ideological movcmcnts, there lias been a shift in 

priorities away from social activism and towards sclf-maintcnance. A living rnovemcnt 

cannot operate and survive for a long timc, unless, its membership is enhanced by 

bringing younger generation lo its fold. Jn fact RHM itself began as a movement of 

c~ithusiastic, dedicated young social activists. Roy himself. time and again emphasized 

the need to form youth clubs and addressed many a student's gatherings at various 

univcrsitics during his lecture tours with a vicw to educate a i d  enlighlcn thc young 

minds. The continuous task t 1 ~ 1 t  the founder leadcr had set ibr the movemcnl i.e. one o f  

educating themselves ant1 others and thereby multiplying thcmselvcs endlessly has not 

been accomplislicd. By and large RHM has rcmained a very l~niited, sectarian movement 

conli~icd to urban middle class, English speaking, educated elitc. Even though tinic and 

again radicals at individual level have cxprcsscd ilic ~iccd to actively participatc i l l  

pcople's struggle and coopcratc with likc minded people and organizations including 

political partics lo bring about social transfoni~ation as mcrc preaching in a vacuum will 

not suffice, Yet, in actual practice with few cxccptions, not much is being done in this . 
dircclion in an organizcd manner at the concrctc lcvcl. 

'flic cmpirical investigation of character, structure and functioning of the 

Icadcrship of IZHM rcvcals certain hcts,  which have dcfinitc i~nplications for the futurc 

prospects o f  thc movemcnt. As the things stand today, wc can concludc in no uncertain 

tcrms that the scopc of effectiveness of thc leadership o f R H M  is limited for a nunibcr of 

rcasons. Wc have sccn that RHM likc most othcr movcnlcnts on Indian scene has 

rcvolvcd around perso~ialities. It can bc identified with its founder Roy who was at the 

ccntcr stagc t i l l  his death in 1954, followcd by his wifc Ellen rill 1960. After her 

assassination a vacuum was crcated as thcre was a leadership crisis and thc movement 
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w ; ~  orphancd priniarily for lack of any rormal 01-ganization, which could have given thc 

scattcrcd, atoniized individuals a scnse of bclcnging. During this period thc radicals 

attended the scantly organized study camps morc out of nostalgia and as a mark of 

dcvotion to their bclovcd lcader as was conccded by number of radicals during their 

interview. Roy remains immortal and still evokes an attitude of rcverence. As 

Sibnarayan ray rightly observcs. 'like all original and unorthodox thinkers, Roy, too has 

hccn subjcctcd hy his followers to mylliologisation and scriptualisation' (Ray 1979:17- 

18). Without any errcctivc leadcrship the qucstion o r  survival of thc movcmcnt loomed 

largc. Forn~at io~i  of IRMA in 1969 can bc dcscribed as a revitalization phase with 

V.M.Tarkundc being the central figurc who with his tirelcss efforts and organizational 

capabilities along with somc of his old associates playcd a comrnendablc role to carry 

hrward t11c movcrnent on various fronts by forging allianccs with scvcral non- 

governmental organizations, particularly CFD, PUCL and other organizations fighting 

for democratic rights. FIc along with some of his old associates has bccn instrunmental in 

keeping the movcmcnt alivc by giving it a ncw direction in tunc with the changing 

circu~nstanccs. Buf now with his dcpnrture thc cxisting leadcrship is bound to feel the 

vacuum and bccorne morc and morc incffcctivc as Tcw possess tlmc dynamism, 

. 
innovalivcncss and organizational capacity to keep the movcrnent alivc. As thc 

movcmcnt has centcrcd around pcrsonalitics, i t  has not ur~dergonc the proccss of 

instit~~tionalization which is csscntial ibr the dcvclopnment and social acccptance of any 

~novement,  morc so ir it happcns to he an ideological movemcnt and projccts the grand 

vision of establishing a radical humanist socicly which calls for a pcrennial process o r  

transformation. Thus our initial hypothesis (4), that a movcrnent starts declining if l11c 

organizational structure and its f~~nct ioning is not appropriately institutionalized and the 

mcmhership does no1 incrcase ovcr a reasonable period oT time stands tcslified against 

tlmc crnpirical facts pertaining to RHM. Further, on a c c o ~ ~ n t  ol'projecling thc long tcrnm 
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goal also ihc movcmcnt has suffered. As thc objcctivc appears to be utopian and 

unattainable, thc movcmcnt has lost the impctus as i t  fails to gcncratc any public interest 

in its objcctives. Moreover, broad utopian goals and slow growth of thc movement also 

results in tlic lack of urgency on the part of the peoplc involvcd in the rnovcment and iS 

at all it is thcrc i t  is vcry interniittcnt. 

Onc can spcak of radical humanists with a fcw exceptions, particularly in 

pcriod bcfore late 1970s as arm chaired revolotionaries, busy with their discourses in 

their ivory towcrs and thcir movemcnt being Car rcmovcd from the real needs, 

aspirations or problen~s of the common pcoplc in India. Formation of pcoplc's 

committees and cooperatives form the core of proccss of decentralization as envisaged 

Oy radical humanist philosophy. But in actual prncticc nonc of tlic radicals havc really 

tried Lo run a cooperative and seck its functioning and limitations. Few havc tried to 

cxpcrimcnt with the idca of forming peoplc's committees and that too only during 

election times without any pcrsistent follow up action to make i t  in to a movement. 

For success of any revolutionary movement i t  is important for thc leadership to 

organize itselrand'mobilizc the masses by directly participating in thcir struggle against 

thcir repression, cxploitntion, social injustice and other agonizing cxpericnces, which 

l. 

they mcct at tlic hands of thr: dominant scctions of thc society within the given socio- 

cultural status quo. In post indepcndcnt cra i t  was only during pcculiar authoritarian 

rcgime of lndira Gandhi when emergency was in~posed that RHM showed signs of 

rcvival. Tarkunde's association with Jaiprakash narayan and formation of CFD and 

PUCL provided an opportunity and fonnn to increasing numbcr of radical humanists to 

awake from their dccp slumbcr and participate in cooperation with many leaders of the 

opposition political partics and othcr dcmocrats to wagc a tleterminctl and organized 

. battlc against rising authoritarianism in the country. Various organs of RHM (IRHA, 

IFU, and RI-1) were instrumental in bringing the movcment and its ideas in focus. Evcn 
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though i t  has been rcalized by the RHM activjsls that their grand thcory can not help 

thcm in rcdccming the situation yct little precious has bccn done by the central 

Icadcrship to relate their activities in an organized manner to the pcople's struggle. Evcn 

though there have been scveral instances where wc can scc RHM has contributed to 

social transformation in ncwer ways in arcas likc education, health, civil liberties and 

humm rights by converging their cfforts with other movements and organizations yet wl: 

can say tlic leadership of RHM neither has the numbcr or resource, nor the dynamism to 

bring othcr likc-nrindcd people and organizations in the country to thcir fold to 

acconlplish thc stopcndous task they have set for themselvcs. 

Radicals are caught in a situalion whcrc on the one hand they can not carry on 

thc movcment on thcir own as they arc too few in numbers to bc cffcctive and on the 

othcr hand working wilh other groups wedded to disparatc ideologies and outlook 

proniolcs confusion of what Nigam calls 'of blurred distinctions.' In thc process there 

always remains a fcar of radical humanists loosing thcir identity. Nigam points out 'the 

pncticc pursucd ovcr a Ions period of timc rcsults in the confusion of the by-way with 

high-way, of tlic inn with thc homc. Thc practicc results somctime in thc adoption of  an 

alicn concept to supcriniposc on our own, perhaps for pragmatic reason.' He furthcr 
1 

notcs and rightly so 'The cumulalivc cffcct of the conscquences of such practicc is to 

niakc thc unwary lose sight of the very rtiison rl'elrc of the movcment and of its distinct 

methodology and mode of ~ o r k i n g . ' ~  

h'igam was not thc lone figure to raisc thcsc fcars. RHM remains a dividcd 

hoi~sc on many a crucial and controversial issues and thc situation bccomcs still worse 

bccausc discussions, dcbatcs and prxticc over fivc dccadcs has done little to mitigatc 

these controversics. Undcr such circumslanccs it is just a matter of timc that thc 

movcment will go in total oblivion. Nigam remarks, 'we havc becomc so many islands 
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will1 no bridges thrown ovcr. Our 'togcthenicss' consists in thc [act that the islands float 

ovcr the samc sea a v c ~ y  dirrercnt scenario from thc onc visualized by Roy, a 

'brotherhood 'of 'spiritually free men' holding up bcforc thc world an example of new 

valuc!;, ncw intcrpcrsonal relationships, ncw institutions which i t  badly nceded' (Nigam 

1088:29). Dcspite having a formal organization at all India level one observes that 

scattered radical are engaged in mutually unrelated activities. Sociologically it is difficult 

lo conceive of ;I revolutionary movement without wholc time leaders and active 

mcnibcrs who arc totally devoted to their cause. Hcre again RH docs not exhibit this 

cssential elerncnt as our study shows, for most of the radicals thcir activities relating to 

thc niovcmcnt arc just casual or spare time activities and the few rull timc activists are 

thosc who liavc alrcady retired rrom thcir jobs and can contributc only marginally 

kccping in mind (he agc factor which is against thcm. Thcrcfore the scope and 

cffectivcncss of S L I C ~  a lcadcrship is bound to hc limited indeed and onc wonders if in its 

prcscnt shape and state one can speak of RHM as a rnovcment in conventional 

sociological terms. 

Thcrc is no doubt that at theoretical lcvcl M I M  has raiscd many a pertinent 

~ S S L I C ~  rclating to fut~lrc of dcmocracy, education, human rights, party less democracy, 

i 

coopcrativc movc~iicnt in economic sphcrc, authoritarian culture and has suggested ways 

mid means to rcalizc ilicir drcani of establishing radical democratic society. But as wc 

havc sccn a widc gap exists between lhcory and practice. Roy no doubt contributed both 

at thcorctical and practical lcvcl. His nctivitics werc not confined merely to rcsearch 

work and writing but lic was actively involvcd in various rcal lirc struggles and 

~iiovcments, hcginning with his 'revolutionary' activitics at a vcry young age. But the 

sanic cannot bc said ahout his lollowcrs i n  tlic prcscnt sccnario. 

' 11lcl-c prof Nigam is refemins to l<adical's adoption of Jaiprakash Narayan's 'Total Revolution', as 
conccplually and praclically thc same as Radical Humanist revolution. 
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But now oncc again Cor the rcasons discussed abovc we scc the question o r  

survival of thc movcment looms Iargc. Individual radicals who playcd :In important rolc 

t l u r i n ~  emergency and Iatcr through CFD, PUCL and othcr rationalist and sccular 

osgiulizations arc cither no morc or havc bccome too old to be cfrcctivc. Thcrc have becn 

w r y  few rccruits since last quartcr oC a century and evcn the rclativcly younger radicals 

do not sharc Ihc samc zeal and intellecl as thc old vetcrans. In contemporary lndia onc 

l i d s  a whole plethora of liniitcd purpose non-governmental organizations working for 

oppressed scctions (likc, women, dalits, child Iaborcrs, backward classes, scheduled 

castes or tribcs) of the society. But one finds only a fraction of radicals working through 

thcsc organizations. Radicals have ncver played thc rolc of social activists and therefore 

wc du not find RHM working in coopcration with many o f  thc alternative movcmcnts in 

thc country pertaining to cnvironment, cducation, nuclear issucs or problems pertaining 

LO increasing corruption, socio-cconornic disparities etc. AI concretc level onc docs not 

!ind radical humanists involving themselves with pcople's strugglc whether it is 

pertaining to rchabilitation o f  slum dwellers in cities or of displaced persons as a 

consequcncc of mega projects likc Narmada vallcy project or of victims oT Bhopal Sas 

tragcdy and othcrs. One only finds reference to tlicse problems in the columns o f R H .  As 

L 
wc have seen in last chapter, cven thc old veterans of the movement, who havc cngaged 

thcmsclves with people's strugglc, arc working lhrough forums, which arc not directly 

thc organs of the RI-IM. Thus it is difficult to conceive of sca~tcrcd and disparate 

activities 01' radicals sprcad over different parts of lndia and beyond, as constitutiny a 

social movement in terms o r  traditional sociological conception of social movements. 

Noncthcless if wc takc a broadcr view of social movcmcnts in lhe global context, thc 

activilics of thc radicals do form a part of thc transnational movcmcnts conccrncd with 

. human rights, civil libeltics and pl igh~ of the marginalized scctions of socicty beyond the 

boundarics of nation statcs. 
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In thc light of the abovc stated facts onc could conclude that the prospects of the success 

of tlic RHM in foreseeable future in our country arc indeed very dim, particularly if such 

a succcss is cnvisagetl in tcrms of thc movcmcnt's long tern1 goals -which is one of 

crcating rational, moral and cooperative individuals having a firm bclicf in the fact their 

well hcing is conditionid upon other pcople's wcll bcing. In o:hcr words it consists of 

accon~plishing tlic task of mental or phiIosophic;ll, cultural revolution. For Roy thc 

emphasis has always bcen on culture, which bcing a way of life surely encompasscs 

political aspect of the socicty. So the cultural transformation has to prccedc political 

As wc havc alrcady discussed, keeping in mind thc complexity and the objcclivc 

conditions in our country such a proccss of social transformation can be painfully slow. 

' T i m  rcquired for such a revolution might look frighteningly long. But whcn faccd with 

such objections Roy always askcd. 'what is tlic nlternativc'? ------If someonc can suggest 

:~nothcr way, which will lake lcss timc --say twenty, or pcrhaps two years, and also bring 

about ;I democratic socicty, that question might arisc. But if therc is no such alternative, 

lhe fact that i t  may'lakc a long time is no argunlcnt against this plan.' (Ro1960: 62). I-Ie 

\\,. '1s . , 'llso hopeful that if the right star( was madc. thc timc rcquircd could bc much 

- 
rcducetl. (Tbid: 63-64) 

As far as thc RHM is concerned the fact rcmains that radicals have done precious liltlc 

to [I-ansform their theory in to practice. Mcrc possession and transmission of theorctical 

knowlctlge cannot crisurc human emancipation. Prof Yadnva rightly points out, "If fertilc 

cmaticipalory thcorics arc not vitally married lo organizcd emancipatory slmggles in day 

toddy human ii~tcractio~is, at the local, regional, national and c v m  international levcl, an 

cmancipntory movemcnt soon tcnds to dcgeneratc in various ways and wither 

away."(Yadava 198356) '  RHM truly corroboralcs this contention. 



32 1 
I t  is true that thc success and progress of the movement of the naturc of RHM is not to 

be judgcd in terms of thc following or by how widcly it has come to be known. As Roy 

obsewes, 'the work and progrcss of the RHM will no longcr be judged in terms of mass 

following, but by the sprcad of the spirit of  frecdom, rationality and sccular morality 

amongst the people, and in the inereasc of their influence in the state'. (Roy 1953:68). 

Hut how to measure thc 'sprcad' of that 'spirit' and thc 'incrcase' of  that 'influence' has 

not been spelled out either by Roy or his dedicated followers involved in the movemcnt. 

S o  even if we takc something like 'generating the awakening' among people, of valucs 

hasic to the movcmcnt as the index of succcss, it's prospects do not scem to be too 

bright. 

Apart from these internal limitations, objective Indian conditions like 

overpopulation, illitcmcy, obscurantism, traditional value system, our authoritarian 

culturc, socio-economic inequalities, linguistic barriers etc, constitutc external 

limitations that radic:ils belicvc can be overcome only by putting their agenda in to 

prxclicc. But ihcir optimism appears to be unrealistic keeping in vicw thc physical 

limitations in tcrmi of thc rnovemcnt's shrinking nurncrical strength, inability to recruit 

young people and limitcd financial resources. So if one analyses the RHM in actual 

L 
practice not a vcry bright future awaits it. 

An important question that would bother any serious studcnt on Roy 

would bc to ask what placc Roy occupies in history and what is thc relevance of his 

idcas and t l ~ c  rnovcnlcncl in contemporary sccnario? 

It is important to point out at the very outset that the limitations, as discussed in the 

prcvious section, pertaining to the f~tnctioning of RYM and thc ncw questions and 

challenges thrown up by cxpci-ience of working in dynamic existential situations within 

t l ~ c  frarncwork of twcnty two thcsis, do not invalidate thc philosophy o f  Radical 

Ilulnanisni which fomis (he basic core of the ~ n o v c n ~ c n t .  No philosophy in thc world 
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can bc said to bc true for all times to come. It is only natural that with accumulation of 

new knowlcd~c  and new experience new qucstions arise with the passage of time. It is 

thc samc with Roy's thesis. 

Roy is oftcn accused by his critics that several aspects of his philosophy 

and his idcas are not new. But then, at this stage of human development, it is not 

possiblc for any thinker to come up with cnlircly w w  ideas. Roy's originality and 

contt-ibution howcver lies in his analytically cxamining thc existing philosophies in thc 

context of contemporary world crisis and suggesting a way out o f  the prcsent crisis. 

Roy's philosophy is n product of twentieth ccntury which has also produced many 

tlivcrsc and rich philosophical strcums like pragmatism, existentialism, 

phenomenology, linguists, and logical analysis as is represented in thc phiIosophical 

idcas of prominent philosophcrs like Piercc, Whitchcad, Dewey, Santayana, Russell, 

CI-oce, Sartre and others. In a way this ccn(ury can be callcd an age o f  analysis and 

uticcrtainty primarily bccause the issues conccrni~ig human history, culture, society, 

individual, scicncc and tecl~nology in relation to human individual and organizations 

has heen the dircct concern of various thinkers as ncvcr before and secondly the 

rapidity and enormity of change has made 'consensus' about various complicated 

issues gripping mankind virtually impossible. The events of this century beginning 

with thc First World War reflect the devastating, disorienting and breath-taking 

changes. It has been a ccntury which has witnessed two world wars, Russian 

Rcvolution accompanied by the rise of left totalitarianism (communism), the Great 

economic depression, widc-spread struggles for national liberation against colonial 

iniperialism, rise o f  right totalitarianism (fascis~ii and Nazism), atom bomb, Chincsc 

revolut~on, cold war in bi-polar world, indcpendencc o i  India and other colonies. 

proliferation ornuclcar weapons, emergcncc o i  post industrial societies, breakdown o r  

Sovict Union as a consequcncc of  liquidation of communism in Soviet Union and East 
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European countries, neo- cconomic imperialism as a result of processes of' 

liberalization and globalization, anomie, alienation and eventual loss of self 

confidence. 

Roy was not jusl a mutc speclator to thc vast changcs that cng~~l fcd  thc cntirc 

globe. He played a rnodest role in many events o f  historical significance as is evident 

from his roles in Indian nalionalist movement, in Mexican politics, in thc Comintcrn 

and in Lndian politics again in thirties mid fortics. So liis philosophy us it is embodied 

in Twenty-two thescs is not just a spcculative thought but 1s a rcsponsc lo tllc widc 

ranging experience that Roy had acquired over a period ol'almost folly years sprcad 

over more than a dozcn countries in three continents. This is what makes Roy a figure 

of some historical significance and will always bc ;~ccordcd a duc place i l l  rccorded 

human history. Appreciating Roy, writes Sib~iarayan Ray, 'as a thinker, M.N.Roy, 1 

believe, has his pecrs, if not in the East, certainly in thc West. But in the wealth of 

experience, which went to the shaping of his tliouglits, lic was altogether unique and 

had none to compare either in the past or in thc present. From Socrates to Santayana, 

from Kung- Fu- 'kc  to Croce, I know of no philosopher who posscsscd liis swecp of 

1 experience.' (Ray 1966:28) 

As is evident from his writings on varied fields, what imprcsscs onc most is 111s 

cncyclopcdic mind, his literary brilliance and his in deplli knowledge about rangc of 

disciplincs including science, philosophy, politics, sociology, psycliology atid 

anthropology. New Humanism as an integral systcm of thought is a product of such a 

mind. Hc came to bclicve tliat, i t  was due to failure of philosophy tliat the 1i11nlnll 

affairs wcrc in such a mess and only a sound moral pliilosopliy call gct us out of the 

present crisis. Hc rightly emph;~sizcd that a sound social and  political thcory 
L 

presupposes a sound moral pliilosophy. Ilis philosophy of New Humanism firmly 
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rooted as  it is in  reason and experience is a sound contribution both in the realm of 

theory and practice of humanism. 

One of the most remarkable achievements of Roy was that he succccded in retaining 

his faith in reason despite facing hostility of organizcd irrationalism o f  the right as wcll 

as left. His relentless pursuit oT tlic logic of his ideas and subjecting them to constant 

re-examination in thc light of the 1;ltest dcvclopments is tnanifest in his own 

ideological cvolution from a militant nationalism, to Marxism and linally to R;dical 

Humanisrl~. The relevance of Roy's idcas can only he analyzed in the contexl of tlic 

timcs hc was writing in as  they evolvcd as a direct rcsponsc to thc ral~id changes 

brought about by modern scientific and technological rcvolution both at national arid 

international level. 

The ccritral fact that lics at thc roo( of the crisis of our age is that thc pace 

of thc Renaissance has been much slower than that of the ~cchnologicel rcvolution. 

Roy's call for a cultural renaissance in India in ordcr lo model-nix the nation cspccially 

at a time when Gandhi with emphasis on Hindu revivalist nationalism was dominant 

on Indian political sccnc was significant. Roy's ircnchanc cl-i~icism o r  ~rcligious 

i morality and traditional Indian valuc system was indeed a break through. In intellectual 

and cultural domain Roy's criticism of the spiritualist culture ':is an instrument of 

rcaction and bulwark against higher civilizalion' (Roy 1955242-243) and a clicclc tipon 

the spiritualist liberation is very much relevant even today to the problem of social 

emancipation and reason based political system in the country. 

The scientific technological civilization as is nlanifcst in rapid 

industrialization. urbanization, complex division of labor, specialization, 

bureaucratization, mass communication, gr-owlh of mass socicty and mass culture etc. 

has increasingly destroyed community lifc everywhere and created impel-sonal 

societies. As a conscqucncc of all these alienating conditions human individual fccls 
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totally atomized, severely alone, helpless dehumanized, powcrlcss and has losl 

conlidcncc not only in olhers but in oneself. This problem ofalic~iation has bccn at the 

center of many a sociological and philosophical discourse i n  the twentieth century arid 

several scholars have addressed ~lie~nselvcs to the intricalc relationship between 

'i~ldividual' and 'socicly'. The key issue which lies at lhc core of all central issues 

today is whether liutnan individual is primarily an end in himselflhcrsclf and the 

architect of hislher own dcstiny or n mere servile means to tlic ends ot' some self 

seeking individuals or collectivity l ~ k e  corrupt politicians, bureaucrats or some sther 

vested interest groups. Here perhaps lies the key choice that will dctcrnmine the Iulurc 

of vast majority of hapless masses and the nature of society itsell: I t  is here that the 

contribution of  Roy has bccn greatest. I t  was the penelrating hunlanist insight of Roy 

tlial enabled him to discover this key issue which sccmcd to luvc bccn lost i n  the 

bewildering complexity of our cxtrenicly dynamic times, to highlight i l  in a riiodeni 

idiom, and lo opt [or intrinsic value of the related human individual. As we have sccn, 

Roy discovered the scientific- pliilosophical roundation for his option alicr deeply 

reflecting upon the whole history of liuman thought on the basis of his own expcriencc 

A as an activc participant in the shaping of the h ~ s t o ~ y  of his own tinics. Ilis p l~~losophy 

of New Humanism with its roots i n  reason and cxperiencc can bc regarded as a sound 

contribution to moral philosophy. 

Important thing about his pliilosopliy is that i t  has been dcvclopcd i n  a 

cosmopolilan pcrspcctive, basic assumption being that philosophy concerns every 

aspect o f  life and therefore it lias to be the busincss of cvcry man. Moreover, Roy did 

not look upon thc conlcnporary crisis i n  local, regional, or national context. Ilis was a 

comprchcnsive and integrated approach and he s t ~ d i e d  it in its Cull magni t~~dc  :lnd i n  

all ils dimensions. And t'nererore in his quest for solution to the contemporary crisis hc 

draws not onIy from a11 lhe existing available experience but also from various 
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disciplines including social and natural scicnccs as is reflected in his conception of his 

magnum opus 'The Philosophical Conscqucnccs o r  Modem Scicncc'. l'l~crcforc thc 

solution i.e. the philosophy he evolved has global dimension. As we have a1rc:ldy sccn 

the scientific social philosophy appropriate for our era, as Sormulatcd by Roy is that ol' 

Radical Humanism and i t  transcends both time and space. I t  is 'radical' bccause i t  

treats the human individual as the root of mankind and bclicvcs no social status quo 

prevailing anywhere can play thc nccdcd progrcssivc role any longer. It is 'humanist' 

bccause it is imperative for human beings today to raisc abovc all narrow 

considerations of caste, creed, religion, racc, language, nation, for a universal person 

imbued with fellow feeling, having a secular orientation and cosmopolitan spi r~t  is (lie 

dire need of thc hour. It is perhaps this aspect of Roy's though1 thal has prornptctl his 

critics to reject i t  as ovcr ambitious and irrelevant. But thc fact is that t!icrc h:~s bccn a 

rapid shrinkage of the world and emergcncc of composite cultures of mixed 

populations due to increasing interdepcndcncc of different nations and of dilTcrcnt 

groups or scclions of socicty within each nation or state as a result of rapid advances in 

modcrn science a d  technology. Hence all problcnis havc bcco~nc  global now. 

The global dimensions of modem science and technology had given birth 

to extensive colonial imperialism in thc past, which rcsulled in two world wars as well 

as in thc great risc of nationalism aftcr world war onc. As the things stand today the 

interaction bctwccn nationalism and internationalisn~ has become very intricate. 

Thcrcforc, no vital problem anywhere can bc solvcd satisf'actorily within the strict 

cor~lincs of nation-statcs. This has incrcasctl thc frcqucncy 01" even tlic itrmctl 

intcwcntion by onc or more states, much mot-e ci~sily by the super power in the intcrnal 

aI"C~irs oI" 0 t h  states. Aftcr thc IiquidaLion of' SovicI Union, in today's unipolar 

slirink~ng global world, Roy's cosmopolitan Iii1lnanisn1 S C C ~ S  to bc thc ncccssal-y 

condition for the survival of civilized humanity, cvcn though i t  may not be generally 
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realized due lo narrow and sectarian perspectives and goals of  a vast majority of 

There have bccn otlicrs also who have propagaled the nced Lbr inten~alionalist 

cosmopolitan outlook and unlike Roy; their aullicnlicily can not be easily called in 

qucstion as has bccn pointed out by Nigam (1988:443) 

The task of human self preservation has now become a problem whosc 
dimensions arc as large as humanity itsclf. One of  history's clearest 
Icssons is that problems cannot be solved on ;I scale smaller than that on 
which ihcy arise. This was tlic lesson lhc Nation-Statc taught to tlic 
medieval baronics i t  supcrscded. It is tlic lesson the Nation-Statc must 
now ]ear11 Srom world order. Human society has come to tlic point of no 
return. ln unconsciously creating a unitary industrial society iliroughout 
the world, man has made his su~vival  depend upon his ;hilily Iv lbllow 
i t  with a consciously crcatcd world political ordcr. 
Nothing in the nature of things insures rcgardlcss of  whal man docs that 
civilization will always survive. The successive cons of tlic past arc the 
historical graveyards ~Tbiological  and cultural spucics that turncd out to 
be incapablc of  coping with the catastrophe thal confronted them World 
order is not inevitable. 11 is only necessary." 

Thus, wc scc Roy was a visiollary whosc pcnctreting analysis always 

centered around the Tuturc of  things to comc and how they could be improved upon. t lc  

posscsscd o profound knowledge of the scicucc of history rintl society. I-lis analyses of 

A thc lrcnds of events and his predictions regarding ihc possible outcomc of  iliesc trends 

have bccn sufficiently substantiated by facts 

Cultural aspcct of  cosmopolitan ordcr as visualized by Roy is of 

particular relevance in present day set up. A vital handicap Ilia! the humanist 

move~nent  the world over has suffered is the hiatus bctwccn 'liunlanist rcnaissancc' 

and 'scientific-technological rcvolulion'. Whilc the lbrmcr has ncvcr bccn ablc to 

assume mass proportions, the latter has pervaded all aspccts of human lifc. If our 

historical past could bc a propcr guide, i t  does not seem likely llial humanist 

renaissance will be able to ovcnvhclm or cven keep pace with scientific-~cclinological 

rcvolulion, which for Roy was so csscntial ibr tlic frcc and dignified surv~val  of 
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humankind. But as we have alrcady discussed, Roy bcing an optimist not only belicvcd 

and hoped in his call lor twentieth century renaissance bcing a reality but also orl'crcd a . 
concrete program to realize it. For thc purpose hc strongly advocated thc ]xed lor 

educating thc pcoplc i l l  thc valucs of freedom, justicc, rationality and instilling in t h m  

a scientific outlook and self-conlidcncc. His contribution lay in (Ilc fact that hc 

emphasized thc importance ofctlucation, in as early as 1937, whcn himself being a part 

of congrcss, hc strongly cl-iticizcd the organization for no[ carrying out thc task o r  

political propaganda to politically educatc the masscs and limit~ng itself mcrely Lo 

Gandhian propaganda. 

l'hc mess we find ourselves in today is in fact a tlircct conscqucncc oCour 

cducational policy over the years, which has rendcrctl almost 11alC our populatior~ 

~lliterate. Perhaps thc greatest failure of congrcss whilc i t  was in power has b c c ~  thc 

low priority accorded to the task of educating thc masscs. Roy had suggested various 

measures constitu(iona1 as well as educative to activise ant1 tlcrnocratizc congrcss 

committees but he was absolutcly no match to predominant G a ~ ~ d h i a n  leadership. This 

criticism of Roy is valid even today as the national ruling leadership both past and 

L. presenl, has been preoccupicd morc with short tern1 political s o a k  rather than long 

tcl-m one of educating the masses and onc sccs total lack of will and halfhcartcd cffort 

to implement various programmes pertaining to achieve evcn the goal of free primary 

cducation to all which was set by our lcadcrs at the time of indcpcnrlcncc. Various 

governments have bccn shirking from making primary cducation a f u l d a m c ~ ~ t a l  right. 

In today's worlcl charactcrizcd by moral vacuum , powerful clitcs usually lack tllc 

necessary humanislic and cosmopolitan vision and the masses lack the requisite 

capabilities and competence to have any say in Ihc tlccision making process cvcn in 

rnattcrs directly affecting their lives. No wonders then, the masses are invariably 

exploited by the elite morc pnrlicularly by the governing clitc. It is only the tloctrincs 01' 



329 

humanisni and rationalism, which can be instrumental in counlering the inhuman 

irrationalism that has gripped our socicty. And here lioy's contribution botli as a 

tl~eorelician and at practical lcvel has been immense. l-ic was a consistent propagator of 

mtionalist and liumanisl ideas i n  India t i l l  his death. His followel-s in their limited 

capacity have tried to kecp tlie secular scientific outlook alive through their cducatioual 

activities. 

As we have already discussed, despite moving away from Marxism, 

Roy's contribution both as a Marxian theoretician and at the practical levcl lo the 

development o l  communist movement was imrncnse. Lenin dcseribcd him, 'as tlie 

symbol of rcvolulion in the East'. Roy acquircd the reputation of bcing 'undoubtedly 

the most colorM of all non-Russian communists i l l  the era of Lenin ;rnd Stalin,' 

(Dallon 1966:206). In Mexico, hc was converted to con~munism u~;d Irelpcd form the 

first c o n ~ n ~ u n i s t  party outside Russia. In Moscow, he contributed to revolutionxy 

strategy for communist activities in colonial areas. Lu Europe, 11c rosc to a position of 

authority in tlie Comintcrn. published a scrics of books and pamphlets on Marxian 

thcory and cdited a co~nmunist paper. His contribution in the licld of application of 

L Marxism to the problems of Indian socicly as rcllcclcd in ltitlicr iri li-trrisiriuir, WIrcrt do 

we want, 01rc: yetrr oj'Notz-Cooprrc~tiot~, Future cf' Itrtliirri poli/ics is recognized even 

by lhc Marxists. So, one can concludc that Roy's contribution to Marxism boll1 as a 

theory and practice was indeed spectacular. 

Another slriking fcaturc of lioy's personality, i n  cvcry phasc of his lire 

has bccn his total commitment to human freetlom and uncomproniising opposition to 

every forni of injustice. The fact that against hcavy odds ;~ntl thc ideological opposition 

of comlnunisls and widc sprcad popular nationalist hostility, Roy d ~ ~ l . i n g  Second World 

War supported British war efforts against fascist forccs rcvcals his conlniitmcnt lo 

internationalism and tllc valucs of democracy and fi-eetlom. At prcscnt one can see a 
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general trend towards ccntralization in every sphere of life. Motlcr~i govcrnmenLs arc 

increasingly becoming ~otalilarian in tlie sense Lhnl will1 incrcasilig ~:iiglit O F  tlie state 

one can sce growing drifl towards ccntralislic trcnds in political cco~io~iiy.  In India 

from Lime to Lime, decentralizalion has bccn advocalcd by val-ious personalities lil:c 

Tagorc, Gandhi, Vinoba Bhavc, Jayaprakash Narayan clc. But Roy in his writings has 

worked on1 in minute details [lie implications and processes of devolution of power 

and participatory democracy. His analysis of party politics in the context ofdcmocrecy 

a r ~ d  its logical conclusion thal political parlics cngagcd in Lhc scramble for power could 

no1 servc lllc cause of democracy and freedom was dictalcd at tlicoretical ground not 

only by h c  logic of philosophy of Radical I-lumanism but is in Sac1 backcd by cmpil-ical 

evidence. Olicc thc powcr is captured by any parly, i l  is licvcr difSuscd and our 

experience over fifty years amply demonstrales how polilical partics at-e i~istrumenls of 

centralizalion and for all (he partics powcr has been an end in itsell: Thcrcforc we can 

say Roy was righl in concluding Ilia1 'decentralization of powcr was conditional upon 

disappearance of the inslmment of cc1itralization.'(Roy1960:76) which the political 

parties are. He rightly observed 'the problem of democracy can, therefore, no longer be 

C served by political parties. I t  is a deeper m d  more comprclicnsivc problem tiinn oiic of 

inslilutional adjuslmenl. It can be solved only by a comprelicnsivc social ~iiovc~iicnt, 

developed on thc basis of thc ullirnatc identity of political, cconomic and moral 

problems, and inspired by a pliilosopliy capable o l  suggcsti~ig solutions of them all. 

Ncw Humanism, of which Radical Democracy is llic lpolilical cxprcssion is such a 

philosophy.' (Ibid: 102). So Roy's notion of 'pcoplc's coni~iiittees ' and 'I-evolution 

from below' blue print of which is conlained in his formulation of 'Drali Constitution' 

and 'People's Plan' sccm lo offer an altcrnativc to prcscnl day corrupt and incflicicnl . 
hniial  democracy and also tolalilarian tliclatorsliip. 
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Roy's ideas arc often regarded as being too ambilious, optimistic and 

utopian and Roy himsclf is considered as a Failure dcspitc (hc [act that his intcllcctual 

eminence was never beyond doubt. As we have discussed c~irlicr as well thc problem 

with Roy's ideas does not lie a1 thc thcol-elical lcvel as most of us today, like Roy arc 

concerned with the progressive deterioration of rational and moral standards in public 

life cvcrywhere and rcstoralion of rnoral order is viewed as a corrective measure to the 

prescnt day crisis on all fronts. Roy's contribution lics in the h c t  that hc. Im oflcrcd us 

a much needed solution in the fomi o r  a self contained philosophy -- a philosophy 

which will give an integrated picture of human existcncc williout going outside the 

physical world, that is, withouL having to fall back upon some transccndenlal order or 

force co~~trol l ing and determining the coursc of the natural ordcr of things. The basic 

problem, however, lics at the practical lcvel as i t  is onc of translaling Ihesc ideas in 

action . I t  is true Lhat a radical humanlst society as cnvisagcd by Koy can never 

malerializc, but ncverthcless i t  rcmains dcsirablc. How far such a society can be 

approximated depends upon thc extent to which radicals continue Lo draw their 

ir~spiration from their philosophy and are in turn able to inspire others thcreby 

a multiplying themselves and function in accordance with Lhcir philosophy towards their 

goal. 

To cvalualc whether Roy was a success or a Lhilurc dcpcnds on thc 

yardstick one uses to measure it. It is true that political success in conventional terms 

of capluring power always eluded him and Roy failcd Lo make any inxk  on Indian 

politics where as several persons who wcrc no match to his intellectual stature and 

pcrsonal attainments occupied very i~nportanl pos~tions at our national political scene. 

But reasons for this state of affairs are not difficult to understand. l l is  unorthodox and 

unpopular views on religion and nationalism, his trcncliant criticism of(3a1rdhi, his auti 

Fascisl policy and thcrcfore pro-Br111sh stand in Second World War, his iota1 
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commitment to his values and uncompromising and unpragmatic approach contributed 

to what may be viewed by some as Roy bcing a political failure. But then with 
'* 

evolution of his ideas, towards his 'New orientatioli' pliasc Roy in lilct sought 

dclivelmce from politics, as he was getting more and morc skeptical about power 

politics. In 1946, He wrote, 'I feel very uncomforlablc in politics. I feel like a fish out 

of water. 13111 having been drawn in to this whirlpool since my early youth, 1 have not 

been able to get out of' i t .  Perhaps the tinic is coming when I shall at last do so'. (Roy 

194659)  And the time did come soon cnough. I-lc diverted all his time and cfforts to 

formulation and popularization of his new philosophy of Ncw Huntanism. He cvolvcd 

as a pioneer thinker wit11 a mission, a truly disinterested and spiritually frcc mail a~ id  

dichotomies Iikc succcss and failure, victory and defeat no morc matter to him any 

morc. He had risen much above these mundane attributes of 'life and he was 

concentrating on inuch more impo~tant and decpcr questions pertaining lo 

philosophical aspects of life. There fore it is difficult to accoulit such a rich and 

cnliglitened personality as Roy with his wealth of knowlcdgc and expcricnce, as a 

failure. If this is to bc sccn as a failurc, wrilcs Nigam, 'it is n failure in the sciisc in 

I which one might call Jcsus a failure or Lhc great Budlia a ihilurc.' (Nigam 1988:19) 

Roy was much ahcad of his times and was too radical in his thinking to capturc the 

imaginalion of avcragc comliion man or even tlic so-called educatccl scgmc~it of Indian 

socicty languisliiug in pre modern cra. Tarkunde says it all when he obscrvcs, 'A 

prophet of a new order, lie (Roy) could no1 be thc lcadcr o f  ~ h c  old.' 
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