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ABSTRACT

,,History and Natiorul noratives: A Compwative study of Pakistani and Indian historical

twrk in ewid-i-,lzan MotummadAli Jirnah" is a sAtdy of historiography of Pakistoi and

Indian ouihorc on Jinnoh. It discloses how they have musured the persona and politics of
Jinruh. Theforenost ptr?ose of the resurch is n comprehend and significantly scrutinhe

rte narratii of Pakisuni and Indlan authors about Jinruh and his role infredom stntgle
and infomution of Pakistan. All rtose dynamics which manipulate the nanative of Pakistani

and Indian authois about Jinnah have been accounted. It has also inspected to which dent
rtose funamics maniputated the narrative of PakisUni and Indian authorc.

Hisnry is a sat$t ofpast atents and atulysis of these events how, when and why these events

wue tmfoldd. n auU be biography of those personalities who were got iwolvd in those

happenings. It could be treasure of kcys to solve toda.v's problems in ihe light of bygone

geier"tii"'s qterirmentatiotu and investigations. It is hope and light for humankind- Ibn
-Khatdun 

has qlained hisnry writing and problans of historian and then set the rula for
hisary writing in his boolc

In addition, National Narratives are coratructd on solid chronicles related to the significant

and earth-shatteing occuions uisting in the paradigms and prototypes of history. The-v

nanate the past of the nation in these chronicles which develop into a model of the marchless

nunnqisms of anation. Thatnanativeis asource ofnationalindivi&mlity andabomaintains
the authenticity of rte reghes. A Natiotul Narmtive provides citizen consciousness of their
oomrnon traits and beha,iors as a rution. It is a aaurc of pleasure and este.em for nation.

Howapr the rurrative can fu anltivate.d by reinterpretation and acanmulation of rte records.

National nanratives are very important factors in the progression of hisary vtriting and

elucidation of antiquity and bygone days.

In use of rte developnent of P&isuni and Indian historical writing, rteir rutional natrative
tus played major role in interpreution of history. Both schools have their ovwt natiorul
nanative which is not wrprisingly, totally pole apart from each orten Both schools have

darcloped histoical worb acording to their national nanative. Howarcr some of the writer
of both schools interpret history not in linewith rteir national nanative. Historical worla on

Jinnah by these two schools rarcal a substantial influence of rutional nattative on history

writings. Pakistani national nanative is that the partition of India was the only wa1' to scve

humanifffrom the worstform of serfdom and especially Muslims.from peruunent humiliafion

and destntction. Jinnah was a savior, lvusht in the shining armor, protagonist, hero and

leder ofthe Muslims ofthe subcontinent.

On the other hard Indian national nanative is that the partition w(N a wrong outcome of the

Hindu Mttslim problem in India and it should be reverced and Jinnah was the man who is

responsible for panition. Thus bort of the school rylores histo4' utder the the respective

lines. Nevenheless, Pakisnni historical work is found more unprejudicd, arcnhande.d and

logicat than that qf the Indian school. Although both schools of the writers have uplored
Jinnahfromdiversifiedapproachesandtrends,fromtheoreticolfram*ttorktoissue'based
discussions,.from a pile olworkto single stufi;.from a general stuf'to specific srudv. Their

analysis also ranged.from a praised sudv n an authoitarian and domine,ering criticism.

There were so mary freedom fighters are wifitessed'in hisnry during the 20rt cenury ktt
Jinnah matntained a unique place &te to the role he played during struggle to liberate the

sub-continent.from British rule. Jintuh started his political career as an open-minded and



pro-self-government leader who ceaselessly endentourd ?fo* aiointfront of Hinfus and
'Uitir^'n attuinfredomfrom Bnfish uown. Howapr his efltorts resutu(fmitless due n
the awbwrd behaviou, oi Congress leaders. T'kts finally he for rte sake of fre-enam of
Muslims in Indian sub-contineni ctwngd his strategt and arter a fuious struggle he was

victorious in achieving a special state for Muslims, in which they could live without the

permonent Hindu nai oritY.

The togic of Jirnah's potitical deeds and manners is a subiect of significance md cotuerntor

to* Fal*tani and fttdian hisarians who have shaped rte differentiatedform of tunatives,

concerning the voiotts traits of Jinnah's political lfe. In the twrent resemch, an effon has

beenmaden scrutinize thenanative atltivated by Pakisnni and Indianhistorians ina serious

manrrer while writing on the nafiire, potitics and persoru of Jinnah. Pakistani and Indian

aurtors, mostb accept that Jiwruh was a greot letder who played a significant role in the

establishment of Padstan. Tlns, most of them have seen the position of Jinnah with a

miscellaneot$ potential. They harc presented the sundry, dissimilar and anJlicting arulysis

about thepolitical character and attractiveness of Mr. Jinnah.

The annent sndy lws qamined the nanative of rtese authors ta6ng into account the sources

consulted by then and the impoct of the time and space on their writings. It lns also considered

and nude unearthed the prejudices and the intellectual environrunt ofvarious authors. It has

categorically se.en the conditions and ciranmstances in which Pakisnni and Indian

historiography on Jinnah darcloped and hars seriowly qmnined its method, style and content.

Pakistani and hdia authorc harc darclopd a differentfranework during the 70 yurs while

writing onJinnah. They haveproduced a lot ofworks on the personality, charaaer andpolitics
oflinnah. Both schools ,rate anltntd rte personality oflinnah and his role duingfredon
stntgtefrom djfferent perspectives. These writers have described ihe position of Jinnah at
vaious stages of his political oaraer. Pakistani and Indian writer furrter categorizd into

rtree nuin classes namely Historian, Non-Historian and Political leaders for the present

sAtd.v. Hisorian is a witer who has obuined skill from iratitutions to tvrite history. Non-

Historian is a writer who has lack of skill to write hisary. Political leader is a person who

adop* potitics as a profession nury be or may not be skilled to write the history. Howeverfor
this study, archegpal works have been selected on rte basis of the worth, uniqueness of
analysis and importance ofthe author.
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INTRODUCTION

The 206 century witnesses a lot of great leaders who served and saved their nations

frrom the earth shattering went occurred at that time, but Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad

Ali Jinnahuinmhl held a rmique place among the,m due to his rmique methodology of

achiwing his objective. His ortraordinary accomplishurent that 4i11gx€nfiates him

fr,om the rest of the leaders is, that he used logic and reason to overcome his

oppone,nts who were more powerfrrl than him. Howwer, in spite of the hardships,

Jinoah remained victorious against British Government and All India National

Congress [Congress], because of his courageous proposals, unrivaled expertise and a

wonderfrrl wisdom.

Jinnatr was born on Dec. 25,1876 md died on Sept. ll, 1948. Kfiachi was not only

his birth place but also the last resting place.t He joined Indian political arena tbrough

the plafform of All Indian National Congress [Congress] in 1906 and Joined All India

Muslim Irague [Irague] in l9l3 as well. He was one of the zealous opponent of

British nrle in India and to liberat€ Indian sub-continent ftom British clutches, he

adopted the stategy of a joint front of Muslims and Hindus being the two main

nations of Indian sub-continent. He was one of the architects of the Lucknow Pact

which was the only zuccessful effort to bring Mustims and Hindus closer to each other

under the platform of Congress and League.

ln lg21 cotrgress adopted the uconstitutional progranr of Gandhi but Jinnah being a

hard core constitutionalist, resigned from Congress and dedicated all his energies fo'r

the protection of the Muslims' rights in the subcontine,nt through the platform of

League. h 1928. Congress brought up a proposal for future constitutional

I Hcctor Bolitho, Iimah: Creator of Pakisun. (lllfron: John Murray. 1954)' 3.



dwelopment of India with the trame of Nebru Rqort which rerrersed the Lucknow

pac1 As a cognter Measre, Jinnah put forward his fourteen points tn' 1929 which

presented the political dmands of the Muslims. In 1936, once again Jinnah was

selected as the president of kague and started to restnrchre and revive the party.

Under the commaud of Jinnah, kague approved a resolution which claimed a new

county for Indian Muslims on March 23, l94O in Iahore. League attained a total

victory in central as well as in provincial assembly elections of 194546 in Muslims

constihreircies. After se\ren years of the approval of Iahore Resolution of 1940,

Pakistan ca4e into being on Aug. 14,1947. Jhnah was the first Governor Ge,nerat of

Pakistan. Although he was seriously ill, he remained busy in establishing the stnrch[e

of governme,nt for the new born state. Unfortunately, he died on Sept ll, 1948. He

was clowned with the tifle of "Quaid-i-Azam,'[the Greatest Ircader] by his nation due

to his services for the nation. On 12 August 1947 first prime minister of the Pakistan

Liaqgat Ati Khan put forward a resolution in con*itutional Assembly of Pakistan

which stated "that this Assembly resolves that Mr. Mohammad Ali JimalL President

of Constituent Assembly of Pakistan and Governor- General of Pakistan to be

addressed as Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnalq 'Govemor4eneral of Pakistan'

in all official Acts, documents, letters and correspondence from 15 August 1947.'2

The logic of Jinnatr's political deeds and manners is a subject of significance and

concem not only fo,r Pakistani historians, but also for the Indian and world historians

who have shryed a lot of narratives concerning the diverse characteristics of Jinnah

political life. In the prese,nt research an effort is made to scrutinize the narrative

cultivatod by Pakistani and Indian historiaas' writings on the nature. politics and

persona of Jinnah. Pakistaui and Indiau authors somehow acknowledged Jinnah as a

? Cowfiarcnt Assa nbly of Pakisun Debates.l2 August 1947- Vol. I. No' 3, pp.36'37.
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great leader who played a significant role in the establishment of Pakistan; ths they

have perceived the position of Jinnah through a diverse potential. They have

presented the diverse and contadictory analpis about the political character of

JiDnah. These udt€rs have measured the contibution of linnah during the fr,eedom

stnrggle at a variety of stages.

The curreirt shrdy saaminss the nanative of these authors. It also looks at the sounces

that these authors have consulted and the impact of the time and space on their

writings. It also considers the pqiudices and the environme,nt of the authors. It

categorically sees the srroundings and circumstances in which Palcistani and Indian

historiography on Jinnah was cultivatod and seriouly examines its mode, approach

and essence.

Pakistani authors and hdia authors have developd a different framework during the

70 years while vniting o,n Jinnah. They have produced a lot of work on the

personality, character and politics of Jinnah. Both schools have waluated the

personatity of Jinnah and his role during freedom stnrggle frrom different paspectives.

They have maintaind the dissimilar and confiadictory analpis about the politics, and

personality of Jinaah. These writers have described the position of Jinnah at diverse

stages of his political car@r. Pakistani and Indian schools of uniters are firther

cdsgorizd into thrce main classes namely 11is1p1ians, Non-Historians and political

leaders for the prese,nt study. Historian is a uriter who has obtained skill from

institutions to write history. Non-Historian is a uritEr who lacks the professional

expertise and skill to ffiit€ history. Political leader is a person who adopts politics as a

professiou and may or rnay not be skilled to write history. However for this stud),.

representative works have been selected on the basis of wo,rth of knowledge.

rmiqueness of analysis and importance of the author.



PaHstani School of lYriters

Pakistant Historians:

Pakistani historians provide a diverse form of historical wort on the personality and

politics of Jinnah like; fr,om a theoretical framework to issue-based discussions, from

a respome study to innovative type. These writers also produce the historical work on

diffsent phases of Jinnah's politics like; early years of his political career and the last

decade of freedom struggle, from a pite of work o'n the politics and persona of Jinnah

to single study, from a general studyto specific study. Their analysis also ranged from

praid study to severe criticisut.

Pakistani Non-Historians :

Paldstani Non-Historian uniters have also produced a variety of historical works on

the persona and politics of Jinnah tom a thematic study to a biographical one. While

worting on the biography of JinnalL uniters also show the diversity like; biography

based on personal memories, non-official narrative of biography and well researched

biography. Pakistani Non-Historians also produce chapters on political career of

Jinnah through collection and compilation of historical material on Jinnah and

Irague. Early works of this section are mainly considered as primary sources on

Jinnah and are basd on the personal memories of the authorc. lVhile in later time

perioq historical works of this sectio,n were more research-oriented and have refined

analysis. Emotions affected the early wo,rks of this school howwer, with the passage

of t"me factual data replaced the emotions.

Pakistani Political Leaders:

Pakistani political leaders also produce varieties of historical work on the personality

aud politics of Jinnah. The early works of this section are based on the personal

memories and personal relationship of the authors with Jinoah. While with the



passage of time they have dweloped very trnique and innovative rypToach. They

justify the creation of Pakistan in a very logical manncr.

Indian School of lYritens

Indirn Eistorians:

Indian Historians have also produced a variety of historical work on the personality

and politics of Jinnah. Writers mainly presented a systematic study or a the,matic

4proach. They have produced biogr4hical sketches of Jinnah howerrer with a

particular motive. They have worked on social-political history with the short

biogrqhical history of Jinnah. Their analysis about linnah also varied frrom wort to

worlq from appreciation to swere criticim. The commsa thing of this section is that

the authors have produced work with pre-decided conclusions and did not care about

the factual data

Indion Non-Eistorians :

Non-Historians have also produced piles of books on the personality and politics of

Jinnah. Some writ€rs examined the character and nature of Jinnah and his political

carcff with logic and legal mind, but on the other hmG some writers wrote about

Jinnah in order to pay tribute to their favorite leaders. They could not accept the

reality and still insist on living in utopian world- They are deeply emotional while

working on Jinnah thus there is less objectivrty in their uniting. Howwetr, some of

the,m presented very unbiased and objective analysis and exposed some unique

aspects of Jinnah's political life.

Indian Political Leaders :

The early writings of this section hold the position of primary sources and are based

on persond memories. The authors were the participants of freedo,m stnrggle. So, they

have produced a large amount of work to justify their political struggle. On the other



han4 non congrcss wdters not only rypr€ciated Jinnah but also criticized Congress

lead€rs fortheirrmfair 4proach. These Writings are full ofbiases andprejudice.

Structural Biases and Partialities of Different Writers on Jinnah:

The marn aim of the section is to categorize the biases and difference of opinion of

Pakistani and Indian authors to bett€r rmderstand the narrative of both schools. Jimah

had a political caneer of almost 40 years. The main contibution of Jinnah was the

creation of Pakistan and saved Muslims fiom total extinction in Indian subcontinent

However he was alwa),s busy in fighting for common people throughout his political

career by constitutional means. From negotiation to constitutio,nal formulae he

vigorouly participated in evqy activity within the domain of law. His politics and

personatity is an area of great int€rest for Pakistani and Indian author from historians,

non-historiaos to pottical leaders, they produce a lot of work on politics and

personatity of Jinnah. However they have differe,nce of opinion for many reasons.

Thus their main diffe,re,nces have been discussed one by one in this chapt€r.

1- Jinnsh as a Populist Leader and his Alliliation with fte Masses

According to main sfieam Pakistani authors Jinnah was the populist leader. They

adopt more sensible and logrcal approach by dweloping the argument about Jinnah.

They consider that throughout his political career he advocated and guarded the

interests of the deprive class of society without pityrng them or demanding extra favor

from ruling elites. His contibution for Waqaf-alal- Aulad bill for Muslim and his

support for Crolfiale bitl of Elementary Education not only reveal the importance of

Jinnah in Indian politics but also depict the rmbiased and rational approach of Jinnah.3

Authors like Waheed atz-Zaman and Riaz Ahmad consider that Jinnah was a strrong

3 Pirzada, The Collenet Wofu of Quaid-e-Azom Mohnmd Ali Jinruh.2l-34.
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advocate of Mrslims right and interest right from the start of his political career.4

According to IC H. Kushi4 Jinnah was very much caring about his follower he used

to repty €very letter of his followers no matt€r how much they were. He used to sig

the receiving slip of every money order and cheque for kague. He also read daily

newspapers for almost an hour as a routine thus he was very much aware of the mind

and heart of his follower.5

Choss check sxrminetion has been reveal limitation and drawback of Indian school.

They are r"table to understand the feeling, choices and options of minorities in uuit€d

India As r€sult their analysis about Jinnah bormd to be biased. Main sEeam Indian

authorc have been accusing Jinnah for using the tool of separatim to attain pqularity

and Pakistan. They have accusd that being an egoist person Jinnah could not live in a

rmitd India where Gandhi as spirihral and political leader was nrling over the heart

and mind of people.6 However some authors have different point of views like Ajeet

Jawd Sarojini Naidu and Amedkar.' Ajr"t Jawed has claimed that Jinnah was

popular leader from the early years of political life. Howwer arrival of Gandhi and

shift of ideology in Congress disappointed Jinnah so badly that as reve,nge he created

Paldstan.

1 Wahced +z Taman- Suoid-i-Azt n Mohonmd Ali Jhruh: Mvth and Realin' /Islamabad: NIHCR
1976).2:Riaz. Ahmad" Quid-i.-rlzott Mohmnd AliJinnah: the-formanveyears. 1882-1920
(Islamabad: NIHCR 1988) 88.
5 K. H. Kurshid. Mqnories of Jnnah. cd. B-v Khahd Hasan(Lalrore: Sarg-e-Mecl Publications.
2001).76-77.
o J. J. Pal. Jinnoh and the Creafion qf Pakismn @elhi: Sidhuram Publications. 1983). 148: Lal.
Bahadnr. The Mwlin League: Its Htston' Activities and Achiamtezrs (Lahore: Book Traders:
19791t76-77.
7 A;eet Jawe( Suular And Natbnalist Jit ruh (Karachi: oldord Univcrsity Prcss. 2009).57; Sarojini.
Naidu Mohomcd Ali Jinnah: An Ambassador of Unity: A Pm Portnait, n Molumed Ali Jinnoh: An
Ambassdor of Uni4': His Speeches and fr'ritkgs 1912-1917 (Lahore: Atishfisttan Publications.
1989).13: Ambcdkar, Pakistan or the Partition of Indb(I-ahorc: Book Traders. nd.)405.



2- Jinnah's Discontinuity With Congress

Main suream Pakistani authors consider that linnah surone his ties with Congress when

Congress transformed ftom a moderate political party to extnemist political party

undq the leadaship of Gandhi and his successor.t On the other hand mostly Indians

althors betiwe Jinnah left C,ongfess because he could not wort under the command

of Gandhi.e However some Indian authors like Ajeet Jawd and S. K Majumdar

contradict with main authors and of the opinion nrde and arrogant behavior of

C,o,ngress leadership force Jinnah to left Congress.lo Noorani is of the opinion there

was no one leader such as Tilak who could reasonable accommodate linoah in

Congress.ll Matter of fact Jinnah letter to Gandhi itself explain the Jinnah's point of

views about Gandhi Non+ooperation program what Jinnah pedict about the fate of

Noa-cooperation all come tue in lafer period-I2 It is very interesting that Pakistani

authors praise JiDnah for his farsighted and indepth approach by quoting this letter

and on the other side Indian author either they quoted from this letter or got

information frrom Azad and Nehru they most accused Jinnah being arrogant rude and

cold-blooded.

8 Sikaodar. H"y"q the Charismatic l*ader: Quaid-i-Azon Mohanmd Ali Jinruh and the Creatbn of
Pakistot (Karachi: Oxford University Prcss, 2008). 50-51.
e Jawaharlal Nehru The Disuver! of hrdb (Calcutta: The Signet Press. 1946).3 14.
t0 Alcct Jawed. Seular And Nationalist Jinnah (Kanchi: Odord Univcrsity Press. 2009).124: S. trL

Majumdar. Jinnah and Gandhi Their Role in India's Qttcst.for Freedom (l-ahore: Pcople's Publishing
House. 1976).58.
tr A. G. Noorani. Jinnah and Tilak: Comrades in thc Freedom Stntgglc ( triarachi: Otford Universq'
Prcss.2010).242.
r! Jimah in his reply sated that if by 'new life' you mean your methods your programme. I am afraid I
cannot acccpt thcuu for I am fully convinced that it must lead to disaster.....people generally are

dery€rate all ovcr thc country and your cxEcmc prcgramme has for the momcNrt stnrck thc imaFnatiott
mostly of thc incxpcrience youth and the igno,rant and the illit€rate. All this mcans corrylete
disorganization and chaos. What the oonscqucnce of this may bc. I shuddcr to contcrylatc. Pitada"
The Collectd Worfu of Quaid-e-,4nn Mohumd AliJinnah.400.



3- The Role of Jinnoh in Revival of the Muslim League:

According to Sikadar Hayat Jinnah took the teadership and governance of the

Irague atvery criticat stage when the League and Muslims both very vulnerable and

leaderless because taditional leadership was unable to understand the derrands of

Muslims and prercquisirc of the situation- Thus Mustim asld Jinnatl to take the

co,mmand of League in his hand and safe the Muslims inte,nded for certain death.

Thus Jinnah led ad organized the Irague and then Muslim under its banner and

presented the formula for the salvation of Muslims in India which was the real reason

of the Muslims to gather under his leadership. They sit on negotiation table and

following a hard and difficult conciliation he got Pakistan a peaceful homeland for

Muslims.l3 On other hand most of Indian authors consider that Jinnah use religion and

separatism to gather Muslims under the League banner and with the help of British he

created Pakistan.la One of the Indian author imaginations has gone so far and

considers kague as a fascist party like Nazi party of Germany and Jinnah with

Hifler.ls However historical fact reveal that Gandhi was the first who use retgion as a

tool in politics in Indian arena successfully aod add€d mone fuel to the fire to create a

state of abomination betwee,n Hindus and the Muslims. Some Indian author like

Majnmdar swerely cittcize Gandhi for using religion to consolidate his position in

Congress which adopt unreasonable attitude toward Jinnah which evelrtually led to

the partition.l6

" Ha)raq The Chtrismatic Luder,9l-317.
14 B. R .Nanda Road m Pahstan: Ihe Life and Times of Mohonmad Ali Jittruh (Neu' Delh:
Routlcdge. 2010).218.
15 Bahadnr, The Mwlim Letgue,35l.
16 S. K. Majrmrdar. Jinnah and Gandhi: Thev Role in India's Qacst For Freedont.l98.



4- The Elections-l937 and Jinnah's Ostensible Change of Tactics:

Main stream Pakistani authons acknowledge Jinnah as a great strategist. He changed

thoroughly tom rypearance to age,nda and strategies. Sikandar Haf,at has explained

Jinnatr's tactics h detait. He beliwes that Jinnah organized League in systematic

manner and built its organizational stucfiue with stick rule and regulation and opencd

the gate of League for weryone.l7

Indian main steam authors consider that transformation of Jinnah and his party

League wall a result of humiliation of linnah and League lm-1937 election by the hand

of Congress. As a ruvenge Jinnah promoted abhorrence betrreen Muslims and Hindus

and gained popularity amongst the Muslims.l8 However most of the Indian and

Pakistani authors although with difference in their interprctations maintain that

Nehnr's attitude and rhetoric as a Congress presideirt plafd important part in

transformation of League and Jinnah. Even many Indian authors admittcd that Nehru

had a superiority plus inferiority complex because of his background so he could not

tolerate Jinnah and in India he cmsider himself second to Gandhi so he develop a

especial a[eqgy toward Jinnah.re It is quite interesting that because of some letters

and some speeches Jinnah was rude and arrogant in the eyes of Indian uniters but

Nehru constanfly use even more harsh word against Jinnah publically mocked him but

still rerrain culture and moderate person. It seems that Indian authors have differe,nt

scales to measure the personalities of Jinnah" Nehru and Gandhi. Howev€r some

Indian authors have admitted that Congress attitude towards League after the election

17 Sikandar. Hayat" The Charismattc Leadeer,225-255.
t8 Saileslr. Knmar. Bamdo,padhaya- Qubd-i-,4zan Mohammad Ah Jinnah md thc Creafion of Pakistan
(New Delhi: Strling Publishers. 1991). 335-355: Nanda Road to Pakistan' The Life snd Ttmaq o.f

Mohammad Ah Jimah2IS: J. J. Pal. Jinnah ord the Creation of Pakistan.l48. Zalfii8. The Man Who

Dwided tndia: An Intight into Jinnah's l*adcrship and Iu Afiermath (Mumbar: Po,pular Prakashan

200t),221.

re Bando,padhaya" Quid-i-Autn Mohmmd AliJinnah and the Cre.ation of P*istan.ll7-125:. Jawed-

Sectlar And Nationalist Jinnah. 197 -206.
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frrom denial of power sharing with Leagrre in UP, Muslim Mass Contact Moveme'nt

intnodgction of Hindus slmbols in institutions created insecurity among Muslim

masses thgs they turned wholeheartedly towards kague which forces Muslims elite

to bend before Jinnah.2o 6p1t himself wrote about two incident of misteatnent of

minorities against Hindu leaders tMr. Narimau vs Sardar Patel in Bombay and Dr

Syed Mahmad vs f,h Rajendra Prasad in Biharl which reveal the tnre colour of

Congress leadership.2 I

$ Jinnah's \Ylr Time Strategr:

Main stream Pakistani authors consider Jinnah as a far sighted and rational leader. His

decision to cooperate urith British during WW-II has bee,n appreciated by Pakistani

writers. Sikanda Hayat explains that Jinnah was v€ry well aware of the situation

understand the value of cooperation with British. He eooperated with British on the

condition that they would grve due right and share to Muslims in govenrment and also

would tneat kague with Congress on equal tems in return and also heat kague as

the only real party of Muslims in India.z Indian authors mostly consider that Jinnatr's

cooperation with British was ar aid of friend to cnrsh Congress Quit India Movement.

6- Pekistan As e Bottom Line of Negotiation:

Main stream Pakistani author believe that Pakistan was the only solution to safe

Muslims in India from total demise presented by Jinnah. According to Sikandar

Hayat, Jinnah was such a greil policynaker that throughout his political career he

came up with so many practical plans whenwer situation dernanded like Lucknow

Pact and the Fourteen Point. In late 30s situation was very difficult for Muslim.

20 J. J. Pal. Jinnah and the Crettion qf Pakisun.T5-76: Ajwt Jawed. Secrls And Natiorulist Jinnah.
20G2 1 I : Jaswant Si,agl:' Jinnah : India- partitbn indqendare. 257 -zffi .
2r Maulana Abual Kalam Azad" Itdia Wins Frezdom: The Complete l'ersion (Ilydcrabad: Orient
t.ongman. 1988). 1618.

'H")'"q The Charismatic Ledq.253.
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League and limah. Thgs in order to safe Muslims from total ennihilation, Jinnah

came up with the Pakistan a laod whene Muslims could live without fear of oppression

from Hindus.23 After the passing of Pakistan Resolution mmy att€mpts were made by

Congress and British to deviate Ircague and Jinnah from Pakistan but doom to fail by

the undeterred will of Jinnah. Quit India movemen! Iinnah - Gandhi Talks, Desai -

Liaqgat Pact, Simla C,onference, and Cabinet Mission all faild due to the unwavering

faith of JiDnah on Pakistan.u Indian authors mosfly believe that Jinnah was

demanding Pakistan only to satisry his ego.

7- Jinnah Vision of Pakistrn:

According to the main sneam Pddstan authors, Iinnah wanted that Paldstan would be

a libaal, moderate and dernocratic country according to the principles of Islam.

JiDnah wanted a Pakistan where everyone could live without fear of zuppression, with

equal status with equal right generally and for Muslims particutarly.2s Jamil ud Din

Ahmad in his wort dwoted a chapter to explain finnah's vision of Pd<isan with the

help of Jinnah speeches he exposed that Jinnah wanted a modern dernocratic stnte

which has her roots in basic Islamic principles of brotherhood equality and justice.

His speeches also reveal that Jinnah had a deep rmderstanding of Islamic history.26

Majority of Indian authors consider that Jinnah wanted a country for Muslims. There

is a serious p,roblerr with Indian authors either they like Jinnah or dislike him they

misunderstood him on creation of Pakistan. Weather it is a problem of human

limitation or still fear to admit tnrth because price of speaking truth is very high in

,, Ilalrar The Chansmatic Leder.l77.
u G. Allana Quaid-e-Azan Jnnah: thc sto4'qf a Nation.323422: Hayar The Charismatic Leader.

268-317; Ivf. H. Saiyed- Mohanmad Ali Jinnah: A Polifical 5ru4.345421: AzizBeg.Jinnah And His

Times.537-736.
25 Jamil-ud-Din Ahmad. Glimpses of Qnid-i-Azan (Karachi: Educatiomal Press. 1950); M.M. Salecm

Qurashi. The Politics of Jiluah (Karachi: Royal Book Corryany, 1988): Shams d- Hasan" ...plan
MR.Jinnah (Al-Shams; Karachi. 1976): AnzBeg Jinnoh And His ?Izres (Islamabad: Babur & Amcr

Publicatio,n 1986).
26 Jamil-rd-Din Ahmad. Glimpses of Quid-i-Aza n,76'92.
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India, Jaswant Singh former BJP leader has to leave political arena because of

speaking some tuth.27

8- Jinnah's Initial Acceptance of the Cabinet Mission Plan (CMP):

On March 24,1946 Pethick-Lawrence, Stafford Cripps and A. V. Alexander stepPd

their foot o,n Indian soil to discuss the future constitutional dwelopurent with Indian

leaders. Main steam Muslim authors belie\re that Jinnah accepted Cabinet Mission

planbecauseitwasgrvingbigPakistanaftertenyearsthanprresentone.ontheother

hand very interestingly majority of Indian authors did not discuss Jinnah's initial

acceptace of CMP perhaps due to the habit of hiding of truth. Some authors like

Seervai swerely criticize Congress for the faiture of CMP.28 Sikander Hayat in his

analysis explain with help of British and Indian sources he exposed that on one side

Cabinet Mission pressed Jinnah to choose sovercign but small Pakistan or big

Pakistan but within the domain of a federation with the rest of India and on the other

hand due to the close friendly relationship with Congress leaders they tried their best

to appease Congress in e!,€ry possible manner. Thus Jinnah was in very difficult

situation if he rejected CMP he had to face the big lose at the hand ofjoint alliance of

Congress and British. If he accepted it he had to wait for te,n year for fully sove'reign

Pakistan. Thus as a rational personality who calculated werything on the basses of

reasoning decided to leave no room for British and Congress to exploit the weak

position of League, Jinnah accepted the plan but when Congress president Nehru with

the support of British reveal his tnre inte,ntion of accepting of CMP. Jinmh was left

with no choice but to reject Chff'.2e It is quite amazing that both of the authors

Seerrda and Sikandar Hayat use some sources same like Transfer o.f Pow'er, India

7 Jaswant Singh. linnolr : Indb- panition indqenderce (Nen' Delhi: Rrrya: 2009).
28 H. M. Sccrvai. Partition of India: Legqrd and Rer,li+'. 60-90.
r Hayat The Charisnuic Ludu,282-297.
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Wiw Freedom. Viceroy's Jotrtul but their perc@ion about Jinnah was totally

different

9- The Elections- 1946 and Jinnah's Position on Direct Action Day:

The result of general elections of 1946 had proved that League was the tnre

rcpresentative of Muslims in Indian political arena But after the elections British and

Congress were not ready to shar€ power with League thus Jinnah decided to approach

Muslims. kague was avoided by Viceroy Wavell and he askd the Congress to shape

an Interim Govenrment which was measured as a treach€ry and a discontinuity of

tust in the eyes of Muslims in India. Ths the kague as a representative of Muslims

in India decidd to observe August 16 as Direct Action Day to record peacefully their

griwances against the unfair comlrcrtnent of British governme,nt. Mainstream

Pakistani authors believe that moving towards a dirrct action plan was a very smart

stategy of Jinnah because C,ongress and British were in join hands to mode,rate

Muslims and Jinnah in India Direct action day celebration not only showed the

authority of Jinnah on Muslims but also left no room for British and Congress to

ignore League and his president Jinnah.3o While majority of Indiao authors swerely

criticize Iinnah for Direct Action day celebration and accusing him for creating chaos

in country.

l0- Jinnah and Gandhi, Jinnah and Nehru, and Jinnah and Mountbatten:

Pakistani authors have regarded Jinnah as a great leader than Gandhi. Nehru and

Mountbatten- They consider him human being not a superhuman as compare to Indian

authors.3l It is not surprised that majority of the author compare Jinnah's personality

* Hu*a Ihe ChuismaticLeadq.2g7.
3r Sharif-al-Mujahid- Quaid-i-AamJinnah: Studies inlntcrprfiation ( IGrachi: Quaid-i-Azam
Academy. 1981). M. H. Saiyed, Mohonmd Ali Jinnah: A Political Stud."* (Lahore: Sh. Muhammad
Ashraf, 1954), G. Alana, Quid-e-Azmt Jntuh: the sto4'of a Nation (Lahore: Fcrozso,ns.1967). Adz
Beg,linnah And His ftrzes flslamabad: Babur & Amcr Publication 1986). N@zAhsa& The In&s
Saga and The M&ing of Pakisnz (Ifurzchi: Orfo,rd Univcrsity Prcss. 1996).M.R Kazimi. MA Jknah:
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and politics with the personality and politics of Gandhi. Pakistani authors highly

qpreciated JiDnah for his contibution for his ultimate accomplishment in shape of

Pakistan. Howerrer JiDnah had a tong political career of more than four decade

through this long perid he passed thoug[ many difficult situations. His rational

approacb, logic and honesty ha^s been highly regarded by majority of authons on the

other hand Gandhi's twists and turns along with his miscalculation have beeir swerely

criticized by not only majority of Pakistani authors but also by some of the Indian

authors as well. Some of the authors rcsemble Gandhi attitude with 'English weather'

due to his inconsistence and sudden change in position.32 Azadin his work also shows

surprise over sudden changes h Gandhi mood and action. At some places rweal that

Gandhi position in Congess was like a godfafher and no one oplrose him 6xrsrysas

acts like an obedie,nt child in firont of Gandhi.33 On the other han4 majority of Indian

authors waluate Jinnah under the light of Gandhi.3a

Howerrer, if there is a huge number of authors around the globe admire Gandhi and

his pottics. His critics could not be underestimatod due to the less numbers. They also

have very sound reason to criticize him. Ajeet Jawed has criticizsd him for mixing

politics with religion and using constantly Hindu Jargon which slowly driftd

Mustims away frrom the Congress and bringrng the,m close to League and Jinnah. She

Yiqss And Raiews (Orfo,rd: Odord Univcrsity press2005). Aycsha lalzl. lhe Sole Spoksman:
Jiwralr, Mttcli,z Leagrc and the Dqnnd.for Pakistan (Cambridge: Canrbridge Univcrsity Prcss. 1985).

K. B. Sayccd. P&htan: the Formative phase 1857-194E (Y\Ltzr;fu: OxfordUnivcrsity Prcss. 1968).

Nasim Hasan Shah Quaid-i-Azam: whethcr Sccularist or fundamcmlist in Riaz Ahled. Pakistani
Scholars on Qwid-i- Azun Mohanmad Ali Jinnah flslamabad: Qusid-i-Azam Univcrsity'.
1999).Fatima Jinnah" My Brother. ed Sharif d Mujahid(Karachi: Quaid-i-Azam Acadcmy.
lg87).Chaudhri Muhammad Ali- The Emergcnce of Pakisan ( Latrorc: Rcsearch Socicty of Palcistan

3d iryrcssio,n 1979).M. A. H. Ispatrsni. Qaid < Anm As I Knevt Iftz (trkrach: Royal Book
Company. 1976).Liaquat Ali l(han Pakistan: thc Hun of Asu (Cambridea: Ilarvad Univcrsiq Press.

19s0).
32 G. Allana Qutd-e-,4nm Jiwuh: the sto4'of a liatioa.106.
33 Azad, In&a Wins Frcedom, 98-99.r Sailestr. Knmar. Bandorpadhaya Suiad-i-Arun Mohonmad Ali Jinnah and the Creation of Pakistan
(Ncw Dclhi: SrlfuE hrblislrcrs, 1991); Sheshrao. Chavan, Mohornad Ali Jinnah: The Ctreat Enigma
(Dclhi: Authorsprcss. 2005):Parkash Almeida Jinnah: Mot of Destit|l'' @clhi: Kalpaz Publications,
2001).
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dwoted a full chapter to explain the difference between Jinnah and Gandhi and Jinnah

and Nehnr.3s Ma5umdar also criticized Gandhi for adopting illusionary approach in

politics which bring less benefit and more harm to the people of Indian. He considers

that under the ilhsion Gandhi act like a 'Messiah' but his action resulted in huge

failure which ultimately harmed himself and the people of India36

Nehru after Gandhi was a second important figures in Congress thus he was also

compared with Jinnah by authors but he was not tt'eatd as superhero like Gandhi.

Majority of Patcistani authors adopted practical approach to evaluate Nehrus [Motilal

Nehru + Jawaharlal Nehru] and Jinnah and their contribution in freedom sfiuggle.

Pakistani authors have bee,n sritisizing Jawaharlal Nehru for his irrational and

imagfuEry approach and his twist in position and his negative attitude towards Jinnah.

His father Motilal N€hru tid hard to cut size of Jinnah in late twenties and early

thirties and in forties he did the same but both we,re knocking dov,,n by Jinnah's

rational and logic. They use not only Pakistani soures but also use lndian sources and

to prove their logic they quoted the recorded words and qpeeches of Nehrts.37

On the other hand majority of lndian authors praised Nehru's worldview his

imagination and highly anger on Jinnah for his d€nial of utopian dreams of Nehru.

However they are rmable to explain to why Jinnah should accept the imaginary world

of Nehrus which could not tolerate Jinnah himself why he should sacrifice millions of

Muslims just to appease and satisfied the false ego of Nehrus. Howcryer some of the

Indian authors have criticizd Nehru for his negative attitude towards Jinnah. Ajeet

Jawed has dwoted one section of his chryter in her book to discuss the comparison of

Nehru and Jiruratr's personalities. their politics and their ideologies. She has revealed

35 Jawcd- Secwlu And Nationalis t Jinnah. 153 -211.
36 Majundar, Jinnah ud Gondhi: Their Role n India's Quest For Frcedom.l98.

" H")raq the Charismuic Leder.60-65.292-94: Taman-Qtaid-i-Azon Molwmmd AliJinnah,9,ll.
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in detail how Nehnrs time to time tied to cut Jinnah but failed to undermine the

importance of linnah.3t

Most of the Indian agthors consider that British were frie,ndly towards Jinnatt without

their help Jinnah could not be able to cr€at€ Pakistao" British police of divide and rule

play significant role in creating separatism among Muslims and Hindrs than lead

towards the creation of Pakistan. However some of the Indim author especially in

larer period they have exposed the friendly relations between Congress leadership and

British particularly with Cripps, Mountbatten and Nehru.3e On the other hand British

official t'me and again themselves repeat that uited India was in best interest of

kingdom of British and they tid had to r€tain the unity of India- How could they

have friendly relation with Jinnah who wantod Pakistan and divided India? However

some Indim also maintains tlnt British very arch €n€my of Jinnah. Ajeet Jawed in

her well knitt€d wort dwoted one full chryter on the relation of Jinnah with British

which covetr the four decade of his political career.{ It seems that all those authors

who buy the concept of friendly relationship betvveen Jinnah and British and

especially with Mountbatta are simply tid to undermine the importance of Jinnah

in the eyes of his followers. They could not simple admit that Jinnatr was the winner

against all enemies despite the all odds in his way to march for freedom and salvation

of Muslims in India- On the other hand Pakistani authors maintain that Jinnah was not

in friendly relatioarship with British eqpecially with Mountbatten. British always

dislikd Jinnah because of his strong character they always tried to create hurdle in his

ways but faild to stop him. Muhammad Ali and Iqpahani both were present during

the final dap of freedom struggle and witness the Mountbatten and Jinnah reveal the

38 A;ect Jawc( SecvlarAnd Nationalistlimar, . 190-211.
3q /rJmeidqltturah: Man of D*mr"^. 197: Chavan" Molwmnil AliJinnah; Ihe Grut Enigna.30B.
o Jawcd. S*ularAndNadonalistJimah - 28-il.
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biased and nrde behavior of Mountbatteo4l Waheed-uz-Zamur in his wort dwoted a

chapt€r on Mountbatten and his relation with Indian political leader which exposed

his biased attitude and unfair dealing with Jimah particularly and Muslims in

general.42

11- Motive of the Studies:

Objective and motive of the studies also created difference of opinion not only in two

schools but within the schools as well. Mosfly Pakistani author have orplored Jinnah

to counter Indiau accusation but personality and politics of Jinnah. Sharif al Mujahid

and Waheed-uz-Zuan have explorod limah to resolve the issues raisd by their

Indian counterpart. Riaz Ahmad has explored JiDnah to record his contibution during

the early years of his practical and political life which in needed for battq

understanding to Jinnah's personality and politics. Sikander Hryrat and Ayesha Jalal

have explored Jinnah with the help of modern political science's theories which open

a window of exploration to understand Jinnah in different angles. Ntzaz Ahsan has

provided the roots of Pakistan throughout the ages. On the other hand Indian explored

Jinoah to prove their leader heroes of freedom sfiuggle and justified there wrong

doings and mostly Indian studied Jinnah to glorified Gandhi.43 When they find it

difficult to justiS the misadventure of Gandhi, they simply place him in the line of

supernafiral and enpose their anger towards Jinnah for not showing reqpect for

supernahral and tied to teat him 6s a normal human. One of the Indian author

expresses that. "Tragically. Jinnah failed to see and appreciate Gandhi whom he saw

only in political light......Gandhi's traged), lied in his blunders and mistakes which

ar Muhammad Ali, Thc Emergcncc of Pakistan, 177; Ispahani . Qaid < Az.an As I Knew Him, 248-
265.
n Tanrram,Quoid-i-Atu, Molwnmad Ali Jinnsh: n4fih wtd Rulitl', U-123.

'3 Bandopadhayg Quittd-i-Azan Mohqamad Ali Jinnah and the Crution of Pakistan.l: Sheshrao.

C:havan MohurmadAliJinnah: The GreatEnignaliii.:B Almcida. Jinruh: Man of Desrir4'-l0.
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rcsulted out of the conflict betwee,n the 'Saint Mahatua and politician Mr Gandhi'.'#

Some of the Indian authors waluate Jirnah under the light of Azrd.-as

Main cnx of the ch4ter is that both Pakistani and krdian authors have explored

potitics and persona of Jinnah under the limitation of their country they belo,ng. For

most of the Pakistani authors he was liberdor and savior of their and their kins's life

and other hand Indian cgnsrder him the destoyer of their motherland. Pakistani

authors have consulted more diverse sounces than Indian that's why they prcsent more

logical and rational int€rpr€tation of facts. If Indian authors tid to hide fact and

misrepresented data to prove their narrative the,n quite amiazlcigly some Pakistani also

ignore some fact to build their narrative. Sources and impact of time also play their

part in damaging the process of history vniting. Before the disclosing of official

document authors were influence by big narne like Azad and Nehru in India on the

other hand Pakistani authors have to face really difficult trme to reach sowces on their

side before the publicafion base on Jinnatr's papers. Western world rely heavily on

Lrdian narrative to understand Jinnah which make difficulties for Pakistani authors to

find space fortheirmrrative in western world.

Limitation of human nature is also au important factor which influences the historical

wort on Jimah. A large number of Indian authors after admitting the unfair treafinent

of Congress towards Muslims generally and particularly towards Lrague and Jinnah

have not agred on partition due to the human limitationr. They have consider that

partition cut the size of their motherland thus to show the love for the motherland they

have desire for the unification of India and Pakistan. On the other hand for same

neason some Pakistani authors have stress too much on Jinnah as a protector of

4 Alffiid\ Jiwrah : Man of Destin1,, llt.
s Rafiq. 7,l*lia,,lhe Man Who Divided India: An Insight into Jmnah's Leadership and lts Aftermth
(Mumbai: Popular Prakashaq 2001). K. M. Ashraf. Hindu- Mttslim Question and Our Freedom
Stntggle 1857-1935 (Ncu, Dclhi: Surise Publications: Vol. I& It 2005).
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Mgslims which some time overshadow his unbiased and rational personalities. Same

tike with interpretation for the grant of right of separate electorate to Muslims.

Mostly Pakistani authors have stess o,nly on Muslims right which on one hand

provides justification for Indian propaganda of British and Muslims alliance against

Hindus on other hand it also provide justification another Indian narrative of British

divide aod rule policy. Thus human timitation has also play their part in c,reating

hurdle in way of objectivity in history uniting.

Thus authons have adoptod different sryles and ryproaches to measure the politics

and personalrty of Jinnah to rmderstand the historical process. Some of them adoet

rational and logical behavior to write historical wort on Jinnah. Some take it as a tool

to explain their desire which swerely damage the objectivity of their wort.

Review of the Literahrre:

'Paldstani and Indian historians on Jinnah' is a less researched topic by the historians

and a few researchers have analytically examined some aspects of it. Some of the

bools have been reviewed to explain the nature of the frndings and the quallty of the

research produced on this topic. Historicol writing on Pakisnn: Methodologt and

Inte.rpretation by Ahmad Hassan Dani is an edited book. Basically, it is a collection of

paper vdtt€n by different scholars on historiogrryhy of Pakistan. *Muslim Writings

on Pakistan, 194047:A Sunrey of Tendencies" by Sharif al-Mujahid46 deals with the

historiogrryhical rerdew of Muslim histo,rians who belong to Pakistan. Author is of

the view that majority of the Muslim historians srpported the point of view of

Irague. lVhile erralyzng the Muslim historians. he also anallzes some writing on

Palcistan. According to him these writers consider Jinnah as the most important leader

and they have very high opinion about his personality and political career. The study

6Ahrrad Hassan Dam. Historiul writing on Pohistan' Methodologt' and Interpraafion (Islamabad:

Univcrsity of Islamabad Prcss. 1974).
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under rwiew is not based on the topic of the curre,nt study it only provides some

general information about the Pakistani historians and their style of writing about

Pakistan.

The p&hnni Histarian by K. K. Adz17 is an analytical study of Pakistani Historian.

Author is of the opinion that Pakistani historiography is facing a very ssious

problem. There are very few histo,rians in Pakistan and vay less of the,m are seriously

working on history of Pakistan, Pakistan movement 6ad Jinnah. And these few

scholars have to face a lot of problems at economic, bureaucratic and political ftonts.

Author is too critical about Pakistani historians and Pakistani historiography. He

highligfut5 the problem of Pakistani scholars. Howevet, author's onm work has no

bibliography and end notes. By and large, author has tid to deal with the proble,m of

historian and historiography in Pakistan. He also has discussed the tends and styles of

these scholars which is very important to uoderstand Pakistani historiography on

Iinnah

The Charisnutic Luder: Quaid-i-,4zan Moharutnd Ali Jinnah and the Crution of

Pakisnn by Sikandar HayaCt is an orderly and thematic study of Jinnah. Author has

discussed so m&rry researches on Jinnah. While analping the studies, author includes

the analysis and scrutiny done by Palcistani and Indian uniters as well. According to

author. majority of the Pakistani historians consider Jinnah as a gifted leader and

savior of the Indian Muslims and also believe that the,re would be no Pakistan without

him. According to the author feu' Pakistani scholars have described Jinnah as a

ruthless person who can cross any limit to cater personal interest. On the other hand.

some of the Indian authors also have acknowledged the leadership qualities of Jinnah.

According to author. some Indian authors have considered that Jinnah was a stubbom

17 trL IC Aziz the Pakjstatti Historian (Latrorre: Vanguard boots. 1993)'
{ Sikandar Hayat, The Charismatb l*nder: Quaid-i-.1zon Mohammd Ali Jinnah and the Creation of
Pakistan (Karachi: Orford Univcrsity Prcss. 2008).
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person and his svery action was to cormter the Congress subjugated by Gandhi.

Howwer the book under review highlighs the historiography on Jinnah by Pakistani

and Indian school in a very brief manner but the current study deats with this topic

thoroughly.

Qaaid-i-Azam Jinnah: Studies in Interpretation by Sharif-al-Mujahidle is an

analltcal and the,rratic study of Jinnah. Howwer, before starting his analpis, the

author has analped the historiogr4hy on Jinnah done by Pakistani writers.

According 16 him, some of the Pakistani writers are deeply impressed by Jinnah and

over-estimated his personality and achieveme,nts and cmsidered him ss a supennan

and have mixd reality with fantasy. On the other han4 some of the authors, due to

their personal biases and prejudices, have considened him anti Hindus.

M. A. Jimah: Yiews Atd Review, by M. R. Kazmi presents an exarnination of "lndian

Writers on Jinnah"so. Author categorizes Indian writers into two categories. First

category is compassionate to Iinnah tbroughout their examination of partition of

Indiq while the second category is seriously critical about the persona and politics of

Jinnah. Bulk of Indian authors fits in to the second category. According to the author,

cornpassionate section considers Jinnah a real autonomist who desired equal right and

status for Muslims dong with Hindus in liberatd India They conde,mn Congress by

aud large and Gandhi especially for his inconsistency in his thought and actions and

for his inhoduction of religion into politics. They crlncize Congress leaders for their

arrogaot approach throughout the fatal phase of freedom stnrggle which resulted in

division of India. Nerr€rtheless, they could not admit partition as a fact and desired for

reunion of India.

s Sharif+l-Mujahid- Qrraid-i-AzamIinrah: Surdics in Imcrpretation ( Karachi: Quaid-i-Azam
Acadcmy.l9Sl).
s0 M. R Y*zitmi, M. A. Jinruh: Views And Revietss (Orford: oldord Unrversity press. 2005).
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On the other han{ critical section adopts very illogical approach. According to their

narrative how dare Jinnah and kague stand up for the rights of the Muslims in India-

Deqpite the illogical attihrde of Congress and unprotected status of the Muslims in

united Indiq Jinnah must have to surrender the rights of the Muslims for the sake of

Indian unity. They desire to see Jilnah bow before the arrogance of Nehnr. They

coutd not see Iinnah who could be untwisted to Mountbatten. Author considers that

division of India is calculated by Hindus as a misfortune. In this research, the author

has also included the critical evaluation of some wort of Indian writ€rs on Jinnah"

The Author has basicatly divided Indian writers into trno categories namely

slmpafhetic and exhemist. Yet the author has not calegoizrd the Indian writers as

historians, non historian and Indian political leaders.

Seanlar and Nationalist Jinruh by Aject Jawedsl is a thematic study of the persona

and nature of Jinnah. Author argues in a few words on the historiography of Indian

authors on Jinnah. Jawed considers that Jinnah has been po,rtrayed by the mainstneaul

Indian authors as an egoist a hardcore communalist opponent of the freedom

stnrggle, teammate of the British nrlers and the only person accoutable for the

division of India- She also points out some of the Indian authors, who consider Jinnah

as an arch rival of British rule throughout his political car€er. Jinnah was a patriot, a

secular nationalist constitutionalist and an advocate of Hindu-Muslim unity. He only

sought protectio,n for the Muslims in unit€d India and subsequenfly. in Pakistan he

sought similar protection for minorities in Pakistan.

Companion n Historiograpft.r'by Michael Benfley includes a chapter on 'Modern

Indian Historiographl'' b1' C. A. Baylt't. Author begins with the basis of

conterrporary Indian historiography and finishes up to the current time. Indian

5r Aleet" Jawcd. S&ulor And Nat'lona,list Jhnah (Karachi: Odo,rd Univcrsity Press. 2009).
52 C.A. Bayly. Modern rndi6Ilistoriography in Micheal Borflcy. d.. Companion n Hisariogrql4'
(London: Roufl edge, 1997).



historiography is a rather fr,esh area and Indian historiography has deep sway of

Muslim and weste,rn historiography. Author argues that history uniting begins with

the influ of Mgslims in India Throughout the Muslim rule, Muslims along with non-

Muslims were opted to unite history formally or informally. Subseque,nt to the

founding of British Rule in Indi4 Indians history writing passed through changes and

they adopted reslrcnsive approach in order to address the British historians'

allegations. These authors extemely condemned the British and their rule over India.

Throughout the freedom stnrggle, Indian authors wrote history with nationalistic

tendency. Subsequent to the independence, Indian historians cite history of freedom

movement through the narrative of Congress leadership.

Historical Witing on the People of ,4sia: Historians of Ind.ia, Pak*tan and Ceylonby

C. H. Philips contains a chapter on'Nationalist Historians* by R.C. Majumdars3.

According to author, Indim historiography started h nineteenth century. Indian

historiography contained a profound sway of westenr historiogrryhy. Author

considers that nationalist historians are those who understand Indian history according

to national narative. Author also examined the frctors that were depe,ndable for the

constnrction of nationalist history in India. Nationalist history of India was a reaction

to British history of India British attempted to present India and Indians low-grade to

European and provided explanation of British nrle in India. Indians in reply depicted

British shrewdness and ingenuity who ruled India with schemes and treachery. With

the increase of nationalistic sentime,nts, the non-Muslims started to project their fights

against Muslim rulers as well. Through the freedom movemenl history writing was

also prejudiced by politics. After the independence n 1947. Indian historians

t3 R-C. Majnrndar, Nuionalist Historians in C. H. Philips. d. Historiul Writing on the Paple of Asia:
Historiot of India, Pakismn ond Ceylon (Iondon: oldod University Prcss. 1961).
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ryproved the similar tendency. They also prese,nted the fresh tend toward the shrdy of

histo,ry.

Histortography and Hisnrian in ltdia since Independence by Ramesh Chandra

Sharmas is an investigative ex.amination of Indian historiography and Indian authors.

Author discuses the starting point and growlh of Indian historiography and also

admits that Indian authors obtain huge advantage from Muslim and European authors

and Indian historiography has gone ft,om beginning to end through diverse foms

before tansforming into a distinct nature. The author explains that the Indian authors

have to deal a bundle of Eoubles. They are exhemely nationalist in their method and

approach while analping particularly about Pakistan moverren! Paldstan and Jinnah.

They are looking at the personality of Jinnah through the narrative of Congress.

Biases in Indian Hisariography by Derrahuti5s is a critical sxe,'"rination of Indian

historiogrryhy. The book is mosfly the compilation of papers of vriots authors on

the dilemma of Indian historiogrryhy. Author is of the opinion that Indian history

should be examined under the lndian stnrcfire of orieirtation. It is not significant what

occurred in history. It is significant that how people understand the information. The

significant substance of Indian history is that how the Indian people ide,ntiff their

history. The study has tried to address various tnoubles such as regionalisrr, Hindu-

Muslim relatio,ns. religion, cultural and archeological interpretations.

l Ramesh Chandra ShamaG. Chatuncdi and A. K. Singh"Hisnriographl'and Historian in India
Since Indqandence (lgn :MG publishcrs.t 99 l).
5s Devalruti. d. Bias in the Indian Historiograpi.r.(Dehli: D. K. Pubtications. 1980).
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Obiectives of the Study/Research:

1. To investigate the point of views of Palcistani and Indian historians on the

character, politics and personality of Jinnah.

2. To examine the sources which were consulted by these historians.

3. To explore the impact of trme and space on the unitings of Palcistani and Indian

historians.

4. To find out the biases and the backgrormd of various historians.

Research Questions:

I. What is the point of view of Pakistani and Indian historians on the character,

politics and personality of Jinnah?

2. Which tlpes of sources have these historians consulted?

3. What is the impact of t'me and space on the unitings of Pakistani and Indiur

historians?

4. What kind of the biases and the backgrounds do the various historians possess?

Research Methodolory:

The descriptive. comparative and analytical approaches have bee,lr used for this study.

The Study is based on Pakistani, British, American and Indian primary sources. The

Library of National Institute of Historical and Cultural Research" Islamaba4 is highly

equipped with the sources on Jinnah. National Documentation Cente. Islamabad has

been consulted for the data collection. The National Library of Pakistan Islamabad

includes a segment on Jinnah, packed with wor*s of authons over Jinnah. The Ceirhal

Librarl' of Inrcrnationd Islamic Universitv. Islamabad Central and Senrinar

(Departrne,nt of History) Libraries of Quiad-i-Azam University Islamabad, have also

been consulted throughout the investigation.
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The wort of Pakistrni and krdian historians on linnah is exceptionally significant to

measure the mainsheam narratives of Pakistani and Indian historians about Pakistan.

..Historian" is a term which is used for an individual who is qualified to write history

through any institurc or ha^s association with teaching and research in institutes. For

this study, only pubtished books of Pakistani and Indian scholars are used. The

limitation of this study is that only those books of Pakistani and Indian Historians

have been used which are available in Palcistan. Another limitation is that because of

the lack of the social contacts of the reseatcher, the official reports have been

consulted to cross check the information unitten in the books of the authors wed by

the reseachers.

Organization of the StudylResearch

The strrdy is divided into saren chapters. Ctapt€r- I " '

deals with the work of Pakistani historians over linnah. How they judge the persona

of Jinnalu his nature and his contribution in the freedom sfiuggle and in formation of

Pakistan.

Chaptcr- 2 "Pakistani Non-Historians on Jimah" deals with the writings of Pakistani

non-historians on Jinnah. In which marmer they depicted the persona of Jinnah, his

nature and his contibution in the freedom struggle and in malcing of Pakistan.

Chapter- 3 "Pakistani Potitical Lead hio on Ji ' deals with the works of

Pakistani politicat leaders on Jinnah. In which way they examined the persona of

Jinnah. his qualities and his contibution in freedom stuggle and in the establishment

of Pakistan.

Chapter- 4 "Indian Historians on Jinnah" contains the ermmination of Indian

historians about Jinnah. How the,y judge the personality sf Jinnah, his nature and his
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contibution in the freedom sfiuggte and in formation of Pakistan. This chryter will

also analyse that how they are different frrom Pakistani Historians.

Chapt€r- 5 "Indian Non-Historians on linnah" contains the evaluation of Jinnah by

Indian non-historians. How they are different fro,m Pakistani non-Historian. In which

manner they depicted the persona of Jinnab, his nature and his contib,ution in the

ft,eedom stnrggle and in making of Pakistan

Chryter- 6 "Indian Political Leaders on Jinnah" contains the measurement of Jinnatt

by Indian political leaders. In which way they 6ry,amine the persona of JinnalU his

qualities and his contibution in the ftoedom stnrggle and in construction of Pakistan.

In which method they are dissimilar fr,o,m Pakistani political leaders.

Chryter- 7 "Trend and Style of Schools' deals with the he,nd and style of Pakistani

and Indian urit€rs on Jinnah. In which way they examine the persona of Jinnall his

qualities and his contributio,n in the freedom stnrggle and in constnrction of PakistaD,

in which cont€xt they are uriting.
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CHAPTER- 1

PAIilSTAI\II HISTORIANS ON JINNAII

The essential srbject of this chapter is to logically examine the opinions of Palcistani

authors, and the methods through which they bave evaluated Jinnah's character,

persona and politics. Majority of the Pakistani authors have praised Jinnah's personal

qrulities and his serrrices for the nation. Iinnah began his career by joining Congress56

as a young Indian Muslim inspired by the ideas of liberalism and nationalimsT, and

after some 
.'ne 

he became the mmber of the League as well.5t He was one of the

zealou opponents of British rule in Indiq thus to liberate Indian sub-contine,nt frrom

British clutches, he adopted the strategy of a joint front of Muslims and Hindus being

the two main nations of Indian sub-continent. He was one of the architects of the

Lucknow Pacqse the only successful effort to bring Muslims and Hindus closer to

each other rmder the platform of the C,ongress and the League.

Soon after Cr@dhi returnd to India with his e,motions and non practical approach

towards political problem, Iftilafat movement provided Gandhi a significant role in

political arena of Indian sub-continent. During the late secon4 third decade, and in

early fourth decade, Jimah ceaselessly worked for building joint frront of Hindus and

Muslims against British to attain freedom, however faild due to the urealistic

manners of Congress under the guidance of Crandhi. Thus finally he was the one who

had solutions of deadlock qreated by C,ongress and British in the @urse of Hindu-

tu Syed Sharifuddm Plr'ada- d. Thc Collectd Worb of Quid-e-Azam Mohanmd Ali Jinruh. Vol. I.
(Karachi: East and lVest Pubhshing Corryany. 1984). 2.
5' Hector Bolitho. Jinnatr: Creator of Pakisran. (London: John Murray . 1954). 4.
58 Pirzada. The Collected frbrb qf Quaid-e-,4zon Mohammad Ali Jinnah.99.
5e Pirzada The Collected Wbrks o.f Qwtd-e-,4.unt Mohonmd Ali Jinnah.183-195. H. V. Hodson. Ihe
Great Divide. (Ipndon: Hutchinson. 1969),17.
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Muslim unity and fr,eedom as well. In 1940, he sketched a draft of a new separate

country for the Indian Mustims of srb+ontinenfl. Onty after a furious stnrggle of

seven years, he was victorious in attaining Pakistan despite the tooth and nail

opposition of the Hindus and the British.

Pddstani historian cultivated historical worls on the personality and politics of Jinnah

trom various angles. For instance, they have applied the theories frrom social sciences

to Jinnah for the understanding of his personality and politics. Some of them have

produced their works full of topic-based argume,lrts and analysis. Many bools about

Jinnah are reciprocal in nafurc while some are written in inventive style. These writers

have also shd light on uncommon aspect of Jinnah's earlypolitical career and the last

decade of fr,eedom struggle. The works of Pakistani historians range fto,nr the series of

study on the politics and persona of Jinnah to distinct study, frrom a general

investigation to a specific research and ftom much exaggerafed praise to severe

criticim.

Sikandar Hayat adopt€d the methodology of theoretical framework to study Jinnah.6l

He applied a theory of political science on the life of Jinnah to understand the persona

and politics of Jinnah duing the last decade of freedom stnrggle. He had also

highlightd his prwious years in politics in a brief manner to understand the behavior

and strategy of Jinnah for his most remarkable batfle. He also hightighted various

factors which paved the way for that battle. His study has exposed the leadership

qualities of Jinnatr and the tnrst he had obtained from his followers. Waheed +z

Zamtr has adopted subject-based ryproach to study Jinnah.62 He explained the trait

n Z.H.??tdi. Quaid-i-Ailnt Mohanmad Alilinnah Pqers: Pakistan. The Goal Defnd lJanua4- SI
Augtut 1940. Yol. XV. (Islamabad: Quaid-i-Azam Papcrs wi4g. 2oo7). zll- zzs. z2g-230.
6r Sikandar' Hayar The Chansnuic Leader: Quaid-i-Azot Mihutnad Ali Jfuuh and the Creation of
Pakistan (Karachi: Orford University Press, 2008).
6a-Wahccd -vzTamar:" Qutd-i-Annt Mohanmad Ali Jinnah: Mvth and Ruliq. fishmabad: NIHCR
1976).
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of Jinnah's persona and his political car@r in order to answer many issues fabricated

by mainly Indian and western authors. He exposed the biases and prejudices of lndian

and westenr authors who relied mostly on Indian authors. He has proved with the

factrul data that those authors have falsified and twisted the tnrth to undermine the

personality of Jinnah and his achievements.

Riaz Ahmad being very dedicated researcher has produced a series of books on Jinnah

from differeirt perspectives.63 The study under examination has been selected because

of the uniqueness of the era of the study.The author has focused the less debated and

discussed era of Jinnah's political life ftom 1882-1920. With the help of the historic

rrcords and data, he brought into limelight the early years of Jinnah's political life.

His strrdy has argued to counter the reasoning of mainsheam Indian authors for their

insistence o,n considering Jinnah as popular leader of last decade of freedom

move,ment. Sharif-al- Mujahid adopted a topic-based ryproach to explore the

personality of Jinnah.n It seems like a compilation of articles on various angle of

Jinnah's political life. It is also considered as a response to the questions put by Indian

authors on the politics and personality of linnah.

On the other hand" Ayesha Jalal also adoptd theoretical framework to explore the

personality and politics of Jinnah. however her findings are poles apart from

mainstream authors of Pakistani school of historians.6s K.B Sayeed adopt€d a general

approach to explore the persona and politics of Jinnah and his frndings also are not

compatible with the majority of Pakistani authors.ft

61 Riaz. Ahrnad. Qwid-i-Azan Mohammd Ali Jnnah' the.fomrunv vurs. 1882-1920.( Islamabad:
NrHCR l9t8).
s Sharif -al-Mujatrid. guaid-i-AzaD, Jinnah: Studies in Ineryraation (Ikrachi: Quaid-i-Azam
Academy,l98l).
tr Ayesha ldd. The fule Spokewan: Jinruh. Mwlim League and the Denand.for Pakistan
/Cambridge: Cambridge University Prcss. I 985).
66 K. B. Sayce( Pakistut: the Fornative phase 1857-1945 (Kfracfu: Oxfo,rd Univcrsity Press. 1968).
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1.1- Sikandar lfayat's Thematic Approach:

The Charisnatic Luder: Qtnid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnah and the Creation of

Pakisun by Sikandar Hay#1 is an orderly and corrposed inspection of Jinnatr. The

shtdy is a comprehensive and methodical scrutiny of the magnetic leadership of

Jinnalq who lead the Muslims of Indian sub-continent throughout the earth-shattering

era of 193747. The work h*s been founded on the theory of charisma created by Max

lVeber and built up by his successo,rs. The work has foctrsed two main aspects of

Jinnah's life; one is the explanation of the circumstances which contributed to the

appearance of Jinnah as the charismatic leader for the Mulims, and the other is the

study of the factors Iesponsible for the persistent charisma of Jinnah even after the

establishment of Pd<istan. The study has fully examined the crisis of leadership facd

by the Indian Muslims while elucidating and illuminating Jirurah's charisma. The

latter part of the shrdy contains a decisive evaluation of Jinnah's dream of Pakistan,

his tactics for political recruitnent of the Muslims under the flag of the kague and

his matchless talents and capacities in negotiating the combined opposition of the

British and the Congress to Pakistan. The Muslim masses motivated by Pakistan

demand, distinguishgd him as their charismatic leader. His charisma was really at its

peak at the time ofthe birth of Palcistan in August 1947.

Jinnah began his career as a yolmg Muslim Indian who had great belief in Indian

nationalisrr byjoining Congress in 1906.6t He strongly believed that Muslims intenest

and national interest are sarne.@ Jinnah rerrained persistent to his fundamental

doctine although trarma and tensions of the next two decades along with the

6' Sikandar. Hayar Ihe Chansntatk Leader: Quaid-t-Azan Mohanmad Ah Jnnah and the Creation
of Pakistan. Hc has bcen scrve as a professor of hisory in Pahson Strdics and deparunent of lustory
in Quaid -i- Azam Univcrsity and many other institrtions at Pakistan and abroad. He is the author of
many bools.
6Ibid..38.
6e lbid..42.
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coldoess, selfishness and rmconce,rned attitude of Congress towards the Muslims

interests, compelled him to modiry his plan with the passage of time. Besides most of

the historians, historical docurrents also supported the narrative of the author.7o

JiDnaL according to the author, sought indepe,ndence fon Indian sub-continent and

independence for the Muslims too. Jinnah betiored that Mustims in independent India

would need safeguard and protoction as a minority.Tl Jinnah's speeches clearly

showod his understanding of the situation of that time. z

Being the champion of Muslim rights, JiDnah came get-up-and-go and drive the

Mustim politics as a charismatic leadcr because the customary political leadership of

the Muslims was not ready for the approaching crisis. They were very shortsighted

and werre protecting their present privileges and position. They fell short to produce

any way out of the circumstances being faced by the Muslims. T3 According to author,

Iinnah was a very confidat p€rsotr and his faith in his cause was a very important

toot of success fon himself.Ta He was a very well-orgarfzed and a disciplined person

in both his private and public life.75 Jinnah being a constitutionalist, gifted with

extaordinary legal mind was perfecfly matched to carry out negotiations with the

Congress and the British to protect the interests of the Muslims in the upcoming

constitution of India 76

According to author JiDnah was a great stategist who planned syst€matic tact and

moved to muster up and put in order Muslims beneath the standard of League. He

m M. Rafiqrrc. Afzal, ed. Selectel Speeches and Smtantqtts of the Quaid-i-Azan Mohanmad Ali
Jinruh, 1911-34, ([-ahore: Research Society of Pdristan L976).345.297.Plrzada- Thc Collected llbrlc
of Quatd-e-Azan Mohsnmad Ali Jinnah. 159.
7rHayal The Charismatic Leader: Quaid-i-Ailnt Mohanmad AtiJmnah.69.
2 Jamil-ud-Di4 Ahrrad- d. Speeches and Wntings qf Mr. Jinnatt Vol. I. (Lahorc: Sh" Muhammad
Ashaf, 1968).155.

" Ha]r"L The Chariwtuic Leader: guoid-i-Azcrrn Mohmmad Ali Jitnrah. 125.
71lftiid.,72.
7s Ibid.. 25.
76bid,.,73.
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opened the gate of lrague to new diehard members who were motivated by the idea

of Pakistan, and wene ready to work for the cause of the I'agrc.n

Jinnah got the support of sev€ral wholehearted devotees who considered the demand

for Pakistan as their first and foremost concern that was why, they were all set to

throw-in momentously to its realization. Most of these dwotees were students,

women and Ulema These new membem were comparatively more enthusiastic and

zealous the,n older ones about Jinnah and his demand of Pakistan. So, they all worked

with cornmimen! courage and passion. Their efforts were very important for the

titrmph of league's campaign of mass mobilization.Tt The Muslims were rwitatize4

got optimisrn and probability due to the efforts of Jinnah for Pakistan. It brought

almost all the sections of Muslim society together in a combined effort for

establishment of Pakistan.DThere arle so many authors who have praised Jinnah's

strategies and skills to organize the Ircague.8o

Jinnah possesses the unique qualities of clutching the actuality of any state of affairs

and to respond logically, that was why, he made the wise decision to accept Cabinet

Mssion Plan. When Congress leaderstrip with the open support of British

governmen! misunderstood the Plan then Jinnah's demand for separate homeland for

the Muslims became the only workable zubstitute to the British-Congress perception

of the upcoming constinrtion of India. "Jinnah's er<traordinary ability to grasp the

realities of a given situation and acting rationally ensurpd that he made the right

decision by accepting the Cabinet Missio,n Plan rather than rejecting it offirand.....

77Ibid.,225.
7ttbid,..237.
7e Ibid.. 338.
s Molramnad Wasocrr. Politbs and the State in Pakistan (I*lro,rc: Progressive. 1989). 84-85.



The result was that Jinnah's demand for Pakistan emerged as only viable alternative

to the British-congress concqlt of the future constitution of India" st

According to althor, Jinnah was a man with fr-sighted rational ryproach. One of the

best examplss sf Jinneh's right and on time judgment was his decision to cooperate

with British authorities with some condition during the WIV- tr. He knew the value of

war for the British and her position in war. He also knew the value of victory for

British h that war. Due to the Congress non-cooperation movement, the kague

cooperation was vtry imporant for the British because the League was not only the

larger party but also the representative of Muslims, who were the major fighting force

of Indian army fo,rthe British during war.&

Jinnah has been acknowledged as a charismatic lead€r in this studyby Sikandar Hayat

Khan- Before this, there was no shrdy of its kind. In present study the author has

explained the concept of charisrna in a crystal-clear manner. He has systrmatically

investigated the teadership of linnah in an organizdway.In short, this manrscrip is

the first elrrcidation of Jinnah's charismatic leadership in scholarly litemture.

1.2- Waheed-uz Jaman's Thematic Approach:

Qaaid-i-Azam MohM Ali Jinnah: Myth and Reality by Waheed-uz -Zaman83 is

also a thematic study. Author has tried to address the accusatio,ns of critics on the

personality of Jinnah. The study has investigated a wide range of traditions that

encircled the life and the work of Jinnah and has disclosed him as a practical,

pragpatic and down-to-earth person. Jinnah was categorically an uncompromising

political pragmatist. Being an honest lawyer. he used to organize his brief only after

he was confident of his data. One aspect of his personality was the political optimism

t' H")raL The Charisnatic l*der: Quoid-i-Arun, Mohonmd Ali Jinnah.339.
8! Ibid.. 253.
t3 Waheed -nz7,:rrrrn Qud-i-tzdn Mohmmd Ali Jinnah: Myth and Rulitl'.. He was a profcssor of
history at Quaid-i- azam Univcrsity and also scrrred in many institrtions in Pakistan He is the authon

of rnany bootis.

35



howerrer it was constanfly formded on the harsh realities of the state of affairs. He was

a man of his words and he nwer wer got back from his words'e

Jinnah was man who possessed the great qualities of leadership like optimistic

approacb, a man who honoured his words, highly cuttured and civilize4 well

mannere4 and a master political strategist who had perfect sense ef t"ming.ts He was

a man of such a shong character that no one eve,n his worst enemies wer blamed him

with two-facedness and heacherous hlpocrisy or double dealing. t6

According to the author, Jinnah was an organizo4 highly disciplined and composed

pemon who nwer likd to take law and order in his own hands. He alwap

discouraged lawlesmess and violation of law and order. He was a unique freedo,m

fighter who fought all his fights with tegal wcapons and within the legal fraure work.

Howwer this legal approach to solve the political toubles was misinterpreted as a

work of political bargaining with the British Crovmment. In the words of writer, "He

fought alt his battles with constitutional weapons and within the constitutional frame

work. . ... his whole pubtic life was a continuous strlrggte against alien domination." 87

The author explained that ftere was no doubt about his high caliber and the

leadership qualities sf Jinnah- As a matter of the fact, he was a leader of rare and

uique qualities. Despite all the popularity, power and authority, he was a very

hgmble and down to earth lead€r who never tid to dictate his colleagues on any

issue.t8 He was a powerfirl leader due to the massive support of Muslim masses. He

was a hero of messes due to werlasting beliefs in his bravery. valor. dare. audacity

aad the comrritment to the ground rules.te According to the author. Jinnah was

t1Ibid., 13.
tslbid., 24.
s Ibid, 46.
87IHd-.47.
88 Ibid., 12d.
te lbid-. 126.
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followod by his followers with the te,mendous faithfirlness, tnrstwo,rthiness, reliability

commiment alrd zeal. His followers offe,red him absolrrte and total obedience. "It was

this attitgde of trnderstanding and compassion that earned him ffus solid and fervent

lofralty of his people. He ted them as no one had ld the,m before and they in turn

offered him uasoafitional obedience as they had not offered to any one of the earlier

leaders."$

The urthor portrayod Jinnah as tuly democratic and hard core constitutionalist leader

who never wer blpassed the Muslim kague's constitution. He never ever tied to rse

his authority beyond the Mustim League constitution.el linnah was a derrocratic and

legal minded person. He chose to present himself as a candidate for the president of

the kague every year instead of becorring president for the life trme.e He was

unbiased man who did not beliwe in sections, divisions and blocls. He had totally

impartial and rmbiased personatity.e3 Another example of his democratic and

constitutionatist behavior was that he not only endured qryone,lrts' opinion but also

acceptd divergence of views and not at all d€prived any League member from free

expression of point of views. *The 
Quaid-i-Azam not only toleratd but at times

encouraged diffcrence of opinion and nwer denid any member of the league the

right to free expression of opinion". s The snrdy is very composed and well knittd.

The author in ver,' organized mauner tore off the false fabrication of many authors

against Jinnah and tried his best to present the personalrty and politics of Jinnah in its

true tint. The shrdy is not o,nly useful for scholar but also for the general readers.

eo Ibid., l?7-zg
e'Ibid-. 128.
92 Ibid., 129.
e3Ibid.. 129.
e{ Ibid.. 132.
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1.3- Riaz Ahmad's Analytical Approach:

Qwid-i-,4zam Mohamnad Ati Jinnah: the fornative Wrs, 1882-1920 by Riaz

Ahmad is the study of the early years of Jinnah's political career. e5 The shrdy is a

PbD research of the author. Author has explained X6sl finnah had bestowd by Allah

with great taits such as cou"ge, bold style of qpeeches, rational, laurfrrl,\myielding

and single-minde(e7 bluut, forthright with his command over the use of legal terms in

a debate.s According to authon fr,om the beginning of 206 century Jinnah was a

reputed and popular lawyer whom people wanted to listen, and to leam the art of

arguing. People tied to copy him, young lawyers idealized him.s

From the start of his career Jinnah confirmed himself as a cou"geous advocate of

Muslims rights.He wanted to become the guardian of the Muslims right and intenests

in sub+ontinent. At the same time, being a member of the Congress, he did not harm

the Muslims interests instead he was there to prcject the,m through that platform. In

writer's words, "lnstead he proved himself at the largest Muslim plafform of Bombay

not only a staunch believer in the Muslim cause but also one who wanted to become a

qpokesman of the Mrslim communities at national level. At the same time, he was

also proving that his rernaining in the Congress did not mean that he could act against

the ovenvhelming majority of Muslim intenests. He instead wanted to project

thEn.'l@

Jinnah was recomized as a popular leader in administrative and public circles both.

He was suspicious in the eyes of British government because of his refirsal to the offer

es Riaz. Atrmad" Quid-i-Azfri, Mohawnad Ah Jinnah' the formath'e years. 1882-1920.

He is the proftssor of hrstory at Qruid-r-Azam Unrvcrsry. He is thc Author of many books on Jinnatt.

The book urdcr rcview is bascd on his PhD dtssertation.
e6Ibid.. 97.
e7Ibid., lsl.
e8Ibid.. lo1.
99 Ibid., 84.
Im lbid., gg.
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ofjgdgeship sf high court to become an ally of them. He was recognized as apopular

leader in both the political parties of the sub-continent. In these parties and as well as

in his whole political catreer, he remained independent in his opinion and views.lol He

was the political icon and idol of that time that the youth idealized and followed.l02

Jinnah became one of the most poputar leaders of Hindu and Muslims in 1916. He

established this position by bringing Congress and League on the cornmon goal of

self-govenrme,nt suitable to India and by dweloping a legitimate method by general

consent. The only barrier now remained in the way of achievement of the target was

the Britistr authority, whose readiness to distributc power and the sincerity of dealing

was yet to be expai*."6.103

According to the author, Iinnah was a unique opponent to foreign rule in India who

resisted British rule till the last stages. Howwer, with atl temptatio,ns, he nwer

became a victim to sheet and ouflawed politics. He always chose peaceful processes

and constitutional methods. He had zero tolerance for administative misbehaviour of

bureaucracy. He showed his anger over this tlpe of bureaucratic misbehaviour offand

on.lu

The spoliation of lVillingdon farewell pany by the people of Bombay beneath the

guidance of Jinnah was the finest example of mass politics long before Gandhi's

noncooperation move,ment. The outgoing govemor of Bombay Lord Willingdon was

dishonored in a people protest on 1lft December 1918. The credit of this successful

protest we,nt to Jinnatr's energetic and vigorous leadership. Not any of his furious

supporters attempted to demolish the order. Such a peaceful, organized and non-

violent struggle against the system and the colonial master could not be found before

tor Ibid., lo9.
t@ Ibid.. 142.
r03lbid.. 150.
rcl Ibid.. 169
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this. kr the words of writer, *The anti-Willingdon derronshation by the people of

Bombay under Jinnah's dynanric leadership was the best example of a popular

move,ment conducted on peaceful lines. The retiring governor, lord Willingdon was

humiliated inpublic derronshation on 11 Decerrber 1918.'l0s

According to author, Jinmh being a rational and realist had unique qualities of

judgrg situations with hard core logic and reasoning while bnrshing aside the

emotions. Althougfu JiDnah had predicted in the beginning that Gandhi's program

would be a massive failure, however Gandhi became a popular leader of both the

communities during Khilafat Movemenl And in the en4 werything went wrong and

antagonism between Hindtrs and Mulims increased trerrendously. Days of Unity

betvyeen Hindu and Muslim had gone forcrrer. At that mome,nt of time, Jinnah went

ahead and reorganized Muslims rmder the kague flag and also charged them with the

new flame of freedom.lo6

The study is a fine and lucid account of earlypolitical life of Jinnah and sheds light on

the rarely discussed area of Jinnah's political life. The study has proved with the fact

that Jinnah was a very well-liked lead€r among people of Indian sub contine,lrt and it

was again Jinnah who de,monstated a peaceful mass politics in Bombay many yeafil

before Gandhi started moveme,nt of non-viole,nce. This study is an impontant research

because it focused the formative years of Jinnah's political caroer. The research is

well organized and is enriched with many documents which have enhanced the

importance of the shrdy. The author has adopted very impartial approach and using

the factual data has proved that Jinnah was very popular political leader frrom the start

of his political car@r. The study is a fiae addition in scholarly world.

tos lbid.. 159.
t06lbid.. lgg.
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1.4- Sharif-al-Mujahid's AnalJrtical Approach:

Quaid-i-,4zam Jimah: Studies in Interpretation by Sharif-al-MujrhidloT is an

analytical and thematic study of Jinnah's person4 politics and behavior. The vriter

has explained that linnah was a liberal and dodicated percon. His finer proficiency and

tactics in outclassing his antagonists in politics resembled the game of chess.to8 His

faith in constitutional approach to solve any problem was beyond any doubtloe

Forethought, optimism, rationality, logic, confidence and resolution wene the traits

JiDnah had in a copioru quantity. lVith the passage of time these tnaits got more and

more prominence in Jinnah's personality and reached at the highest lwel duing the

last ten years of his life.lto

According to the author, Hindu-Mnslim Unity was the basic requirement of Indian

teedom ftom Britisb was Jinnah's logc. Thus Jinnah really attempted hard for

Hindu-Muslim Unity, not for the Indian nationalim, by accepting the fact that

Muslims werc a nation in Indian zub-continent along with the other nations. Jinnah

was recognized as the alive synbol of Hindu-Muslim Unity within a decade of his

entance in politics that showed his commiment and devotion.tll

According to the author, Jinnah was v€ry conscious about the problems and the

sufferings of the krdian Muslims from the beginning of his political caroer. Jinnah

was approached by the I*ague to sponsor the Waqaf-atal- Aulad bill showed that

League acknowledged his powerfirl political position and his abilities since the very

beginning of his political cater,r.tr2 According to the author. his personahg and

politics were influe,nce by 196 ce,ntury British liberatisrn. Primarily. he was influenced

w Sharif -d-Mujatri4 Quaid-i-Arun Jinnah: Srudies in Interpresarioa. He is the professor of Iiarachi
Univcrsity and also wor*s as a director of Quid-i- Azam Acadcnry.
tot lbid..24.
rG lbid..45.
Ito lbid., 155.
rrr Ibid.,2-3.
It2Ibid.. 6.
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during his stay in England and flock his close association urith liberal Indian

politicians like Naoroji, Crolfiale, Mehta and Banerjea and Bombay's commercial

e,nvironment where he had become a grr.rtl lawyer.ll3

According to the author, Jinoah's insight and observation towards Muslims' political

problem was tansformd st€p by step. He admitted and accepted that Muslims had

some particular concerns and some individual requireme,nts which mtst be guarded to

save them frrom backcrardness.lla

In 1915 Jinnah id€ntifid League as the only political organization of the Indian

Muslims. In the upcoming )tears, he convinced Congress to recoenize League as a

Muslim representative organization. He had done it through the Congress Irague,

Lucknow Pact He was one of those who crafted this pact.Il5

As a matter of the fact the rrcognition of the right of separate electorate for the

Muslim by C.ongress was the first step towards Pakistan. Without separate electorate

there would be no pr1i.1-.tt6 According to author Jinnah was not against the

Khilafat moveme,nt but disagreed with its methodology. Jinnah being a hard core

constitutionalist refused to join Khitafat Movement not because of Khilafut cause but

because of methodology of Moveme,nt which was non-constitutiotal.tlT

After the Nehru report the rejection to incorporate the reasonable amendme,lrts

proposed by Jinnah to meet the requirements of the Indian Muslims, by National

Convention was the turning point in the political life of Jinnah and Indian Muslims as

well. It was shaking for him; he staked his position among Muslim by offering to give

up separate electorate with so,me reservation. The Hindus under the leadership of

$41dhi, N€hru and Jayakar could not meet the aspirations of Jinnah. He never took

rr3Ibid.. 10.
Itl Ibid.. lo.
tt5Ibid., 12.
116lbid.. 13.
tt7lbid., 1+15.
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such bold st€p again and did not tnrst his ex-friends. After this went Jinnah always

kept his cards closed and never articulated a word before the right time came. He

learnt the hard lesson from the went not to tnrst Hindu leadership because they used

to blpass their words when they desired. From then onwards he adopted the policy of

forcing Congress leadership to make move first then he moved on. In the words of

uniter, "In any case, the blank refirsal by the National Conventio,n to accept these

'lreasonable" p,roposals proved the last shaw for the Muslim and "the parting of way''

for Jinnatr..... Nwer again was linnah to make such a mistake: never again was he to

trust his erstwhile Congress colleagUes and put faith in their word"."lt8

In 1916 he worted hard to save the right of separate electorate for the Muslims and

aft€r ten years he was wo,rking for the authority of Muslims in their majority ar€as.

Jinnah's Fourteen Points was the key to unite India where at the center Muslims

would enjoy involvement and be in the right place.lre Sd[ in 1937 finnah beliwe4

fke many other Mustim leaders, that Muslim right and interest would be saved in a

stricfly federal constitution that was why he stnove hard for a federation and for

Hindu-Mgslim Unity. But in later years of thirties, mainly due to the stategy and

attitude adopted by Congress Ministries, he swayed that eveo in sticfly fderat

constitution Muslims along with other minorities could not be saved with Hindu

dominated regime of Congress. Thus by 1937-38 he started bitto opposition to one

federation for whole India. He intensively utilized all his energies to unit€ Muslims

under the banner of one political organization namely All India Muslim Irague and

made a uniformed policy to be followed by devotedly Muslims in whole India.

Consequenfly. he had to recognize himsslf. with the passage of time. as an undisputed

It8 Ibid., 17-18.
rre Ibid.. 19.
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tead€r of Indian Mustims. r20 p.. 1937 hechanged his policy and strategy; he filled

the hearts of Indim Muslims with new sfiength, vigor and sensation. He also started

to wear popular cornmon Muslim dress Sherwani and cap in public gatherings. He

used to address mass gatherings, phfforms and waysides in his spontaneous, wrecko4

anglisized and inflection Urdu. That was totally a rerrolutionary tansformation of

Jinnah's personality. l2l

The author has explained Jinnah's objectives and methodology in politics. Jinnah was

committed form the start of his political career to make his reputation by hard work

and public sqvice not by playlng with the emotions and fears of the masses.lz The

author has praised the approach of Jinnah which was clear-headeq well-argud

impartial, noninterye,ntionist, positive and vigitant in its qpirit. During the ''ne when

political intimidation was the ordq of day, he showed defiance and disliked it ftom

the core of his heart. He righfly fett that was not the pafh of national freedom but lead

to the cafastophe and de\rastation. He never crossed the line of constitution and did

not play with the law and do.r23 The author has praised the methodology of

Jinnah's politics and believd that Jinnah's bitter and legitimate opposition in

legislature was mone danrag''ng for the British, who had deep doum democratic loots,

than the Disobedience movements of Gandhi. "To the Britistr. with their overriding

passion for parliamentarianism, Jinnah's dignified and constitutional protest was

perhaps a great blow to their democratic conscie,nce than all the angry demonstations

indulged in by the young "hot heads' in the country under the inspiration of

Gqndhi.'124

r2olbid.. 22.
t,,Ibid.,4o4L.
I22 Ibid-,45.
rzr bidr 46.
r21Ibid.. 50.
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The author praised the leadership qualities of Jinnah and considered him had-heaftd

Iogician who had faith in rational and logical approach not in absolute conftontation

and misinforrratioq not in spellbinding the masses but persuading them through pure

logic.r2s The amazing thing about author is that he considers Jinnah with all his

unique qualities a normal common man not a demigod. The uniter has explaind that

Jinnah was mortal like common man and nwer believed to be immortal. He also did

not take advantage ftom expedient inner voice like Gandhi. He dealt every problem

with professional and logical approach.126

According to the author, Jinnah shongly believed that main @counters of India's

freedom would be take,n place at Assernbly floor but not in the steets.lzT He also had

a unique quality of judging poople's desires and to reform his plans and age,ndas

according to the wishes of the people.I2t According to the author, it is reality that not

only Jinnatr's concept was de,mocratic in nature but also the movement was

dmocratic in nature to realize that concept.l2e

Author praises finnah's personality and his leadership qualities with open heart. He

considers him charismatic leader, who with the logic and reason sfiove hard to save

Indian Muslim rights in India. However when Hindudominated Congress faild to

give due share of power to the Muslims in India, Jinnah along with his weapons of

logic and reasoning fought with both the British and the congress and succeedod in

creating anEw homeland for Indian Muslims.

The study is well researched and based on sound reasoning. The author builds his

argument very well and proofs his main argument with the help of facts and figures.

r:5Ibid.. 52.
126Ibid.. 62.
12? Ibid.. 86.
126Ibid.. 114.
r2o lbid.. 115.
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The language of the study is very rich, nice and easy to understand. The study is

useful and helpful for the general rcader and historian both. The author is very clear

about his objoctive and approach. His method is thematic, analytical and narrative.

The author did not misinterpret the factual data and also did not create confirsions or

misunderstandings. While exploring the personality, character and policy strategy and

politics of Jinnah, he also ties to answer many question rose by critics. kr nutshell

study is well researched and informativg interesting and worttry to read not only for

the strrdat ofhistorybut also forthe geiremal public.

1.5- trC B. Sayeed's Anaffical Approach:

Pakistan: rte Forrutive Phase 1857-1948 by K. B. Sayeedr3o is an analytical study of

those factors which lead to the creation of Pakistan. Author starts frrom the

dismantling of Mogul empire in India in l857and brought all those various dynamics

which throughout the ages heat up and low the enrrity and antagonisno betrreen the

Hindus and Muslims of subcontinent. He also discusses the personality, politics and

political strategy of Jinnah. According to the analysis of the author, Muslim politics in

India has been equipped with methodology and objective only after the appearance of

Jinnah as a prominent leader in politics. Jinnah performed both roles with exceptional

skill. He had the ability to erne,qge as a charismatic leader before masses and at the

sarte time. he worked as a stnong, wise and insighffirl negotiator with the British and

the Congress.l3l

The authon ide,ntifies i1 Jinnah the amazing quallty of learning frrom mistakes and

failure and not r€peating mistake. According to the author. Jinmh leanrt harl lesson

for the rest of life from the failures in 1928. ksson was +hat no matter hou, much he

was reasonable and logical no one was ready to listen to him until he had the power of

:: IL B. Sayed. Pakisnn: the Fonnative phase 1857-1948, Hc is a renowned scholar and author.Irr rbid,. 63.
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the people at his back From thene onwards, Jinnah concentrated on reorganizing the

M,slim under the banner of the kagge. when he revitatized and reo'rganized the

Muslim under the kagUe flag, he got the power to challenge the Congress and the

British. Thrs, he got the admiration and fright by his rivals because of his power to

veto any proposat that was not acceptable to Muslim kagus'trz

According to the author, pre and post elections campaigns of 1937, Jinnah was in

touch with Muslim masses and he was impressed by the passion and zeal of Muslim

response to his request to the,m to pursre the agenda and the plan of the League. At

the same time, he was rational logician inspird by enthusiasm and spiritrnl

dedication of Muslim masses.l33 According to the author, meanwhile Jinnah

derreloped a sptematic support among Muslim masses and became their grcat teader.

Now he was connected with his follower so well that it wall very difficult for even the

chief minister of Prmjab and Bengal to go against the will of Jinnah. Every time they

acted against him, he rotated brutally in opposition to them with the massive srlryort

of Muslim masses.l3a Crradually the Irague hansferred absolute power to Jinnah to do

whatever step he seemed need to safeguad 14r'slim.l35

According to the author, Gandhi. commenting on Jinnah talks and admits ttnt Jinnah

was the master of strategic competition. Jinnah could not be pleased by a wish of

Gandhi to meet him and co,nclude an agreeme,lrt. Total surrender frorn Gandhi on

basic principles was the only condition of Jinnah for firther dwelopment. That

indicated that he was in no rush to reach at a conciliation accord with the Congress

t32lbid.,75.
r33lbid-,87.
r}{ Ibid.. 94.
r3s Ibid.. gg.
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regading the basic issues. He could wait until he become stnonger enoug! to conclude

an agreement on his own terms and conditions'136

According to author linnah had excellent quality of antagoniz.ing his rival with

fierc€ness and freezing mockery.l3T Jinnah was competent diptoma! constitutional

specialist,l3s energetic celeb,rityl3e and blunt near to bnrtality.l{ According to the

althor, Jinnah holds an exceptional place as the creator of the ncw country, Pakistan.

He was the foremost and the solitary head of state that attained his ultimate authority

from the people who gave him in copious quantity. lal

Author fails to show the neason and factor which ld to change in the behavior and the

manners of Jinnah. Author also does not discuss the utopiau and unrealistic behavior

of Congress and Gandhi toward Muslim and Jinnah which left them with only one

solution, Paldstan. Author although acknowledged Jinnah unique qualities but failed

to depict the full persona of Jinnah. His laoguage is harsh and telling the half truth. It

s@6ls that he is under the doep spell of Gandhi that's why he could not do justice

with this shrdy. Thus the shrdy canot be worthy of scholarly world.

136 Iinnah was at his best in this sort of actical warfarc. He was not satisfied with a mere

dcsirc on thc part of Gandhi to me€t him and cxplorc the possibilities of a ssttlcment' He

wantcd at first a otal surrcndcr Arom Gandhi on fimdamefltals, and once this was rnadc.

he was prqared to negotiate on dctails. This again goes to show that he was in no hunl'
to arrive at a corryromise agr€ement with the Congress on some of the basic rssue but
probably wanted to wait until he was polrtically much stnonger to obtain tlrc best rcrms

that the Lcagrrc and the Muslim.s could get. K. B. Sayecd. Pahstan: thc Formative phase

1857-1948, 123-24.
r37Ibid.. l6t.
r38lbid., 96.
Ise Ibid., g0.
I1olbid..162.
r.r Ibid.,300.
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1.6- Ayesha Jalal's Thematic Approach:

The Sole Spotrasnan: Jinruh, Muslim League and the Denund for Pakistan by

Ayesha Jalal, is also a thematic, concephral and critical shrdy of Jinnah's politics.ta2

The autho,r presents entirely different concept and analysis about Jinnah's persona and

politics. She is of the view that Jinnah wanted supr€macy and authority. He was such

a kind of person who wantod pow€r and authority at any cost. Howwer, the author

atso pointed ogt some remarkable qrrelilie5 of Jinnah's personality like nationalist,

constitutionalist, modemist, strategist, fighter. "master of a long slow game and an

expert at seeing chances in the worst nt o"o.::I43

The author has admitted that Jinnah followed so,me fundaurental principles throughout

his political career and nwer deviatd from them no matter how hard the situations he

faced. Jinmh being nationalist politician gave preference to legal meus. He used

reasoning in politics as his tactic. He acceptcd the need to keep incoherent, but

potentially disturbing communal passions d.bay. Arrogmt, with a guarantee glaringly

built in hard situation, he was not at all ready to grve concession over principles and

had slim soft spot for British with whom he in no way felt completely at relief.Is

According to the author, aftrr 1937 election political afinosphere of subcontinent was

very dangerous for the kague and fon the Muslims as well. Irague was facing the

proble,m of its erdste,oce on political map of subcontine,nt. If League wanted to

suryive. she had to dwelop a new strategy and policy. She badly needed zuppo,rt fr,om

Muslim majority areas which was the primary condition for League to gain

importance at cqrter. Likewise Muslim majority required a voice in Delhi to defend

them because from there Congress was posing great threat to thenr and their interests.

ra2 Ayesha JdaL lhe Sole Spokcsman: Junuh, Mt*clm Leagte and the Dqtand fur Pa*istot,.
She is a renowncd scholar and author.
r43Ibid., 33.
r4IHd.. g.



Iogically, it was bett€r to be one s&ong voice rhan so many weak voices.tls 61[sr the

breakout of Wr#[ Congress adopted the policy of noncooperation with the British.

Elue to the non-cooperation by the Congress, the situatio,n in subcontinent became

very difficult for the British, so they badly needed the srpport of Jinnah and the

League. They were ready to admit his point of view. Althoug[ the Hindu leaders

desired to restrain Jinnah from the affair of the Muslim majority areas, yet he instead

of being an independent negotiator became a spokesperson of Muslim majority areas

and a suitable tool for the British. So it was not possible for Jinnah to put forward a

d€mand which could create an embarassment for the British. He also did not want to

create difficulties in Muslim majority areas.ltr

According to the author, when Congress started its Quit-India moveme,nt, British

needed a political body which could counter the claims of Crcngress at national level

in Indian sub-continent. The Leagrre was following the most calculated resolutio,n

which demanded no fi[ther constitutional advancement without the consultation of

the League, the represatative organizatiolr of Indian Muslims. The Irague.s

resolution eased the pressue on viceroy built by congress.raz

The author totally ignores the historical facts to label Jinnah as a tool for the Britistl

and meire qpokesman for Muslim majority aneas. As a matter of the fact the demand

of Pakistan by the kague was the result of Muslims' desire to live with dignity and

honor in the subcontine,lrt. The author neglected the long history of freedom stlggle

of the Muslims in India. From Shah waliutlah and Sir Syed Ahmed I(han to Allama

Iqbal. all came to the same conclusio,n ttrat division of India and the creation of a

separate state for the Mustims was the only way to live with dislty and honor in

India' The writer has explaine4 Jinnah wanted to be recognized as the sole

r1s Ibid..3g.
r.6Ibid..46.
r17lbid..4g.
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spokesmao for the Muslims from BritislL Congress and his followers. lVithout being

particular about his demand for Pakistao' accuracy and harmony wene unable to

coexist. ..At this juncture his most urgent priority was to persuade every one- the

British, the Congress High Command and his own tmcertain followers-to accept his

claim to be the sole spokesman for Mustims without being too precise about the

demand gecision and una nimity was incompatible."lfi

fire writer criticized linnah for not protesting over the decision of partition of the two

provincas namely the Punjab and Bengat. In the words of write, * As it was, he had

to sit quietly while Mountbatteir proceeded to gve him insilructions on how he was to

behave the next day in the headmaster's study. The following moming, when the

Indian leaders came together for their fateful meeting, the Quaid-i-Azm, was meekly

to accept the partition of Pakistan's two main provino.t.:r l4e The uriter language has

shovm her biased attitgde towards Jinnah- It is knoum fact that no one could dictate

JiDnah even his wolst enemies openly admitt€d that.

Historical record reveals that Jinnah was not in favor of division of two provinces of

Pakistan but minorrities rmder the influence of Congress camp we,re unwilling to live

in Pakistan that is why their representative voted for the partition of the provinces.

They paid no heed to Jinnah advice. On the other hand British were the master at tbat

time. They were also shongly against the creation of Pakistan and also had a friendly

relation with Congress thus they decided in favour of partitio,n of two provinces of

Paldstan in order to put pressure on Jinnah on one end and on other end they did it to

appease Congress canrp to maintain friendly relation with the,m for the safeguard of

British interest after partition. rso

t.8Ibid.. 50.
rle lbid-,285.
t5o Z.H.ZaidL cd. Quqid-i-Aron Mohomtd Alilinnal, Pqu* Scr. l. Vol. tr-V( Islarrabad: Quid-i-
Azam Papcr Wing. 19%,1 996. 19992000, 200 I ).
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According to the author, Jinnah wantod to be the only one voice of Muslims in India

He always considered himself a leader at the national level. Since mid-thirties his

foremost objective was to create a setup in which confrol would be shared at the

center after the deparhre of the British fiom Indian zub-continent. Jinnah and the

Ircague should have had consent ftom the Muslims in the provinces to play their role

at the center. It was important for Jinnah and Ireague to set up command in Muslim

areas to contnol the Muslim provinces from central high command of League.lsl

It seems that author's research is based on some false assumptions which did not

match with the facts. The Author's whole rcsearch is based on pre-concluded

h}pothesis. Author has neglected many facts or perhaps deliberately hides many of

the facts and twisted them and has been failed to produce any fair contribution to the

bodyof knowledge.

1.7- Saleem M. M. Qureshi's Anaffical Approach:

The Politics of Jinruh by Saleem M. M. Qureshi is a signifrcant work on Jinnah.r52

The study under revietil is a collection of papers presented by the author at variou

conferences at home and abroad. The strrdy covers various aspects of Jinnah and his

politics. The author compar€s Jinnah's personality with that of Iqbal and fognd

cornmonalities between them from orign to study and profession.ls3 According to the

author's views. Iqbal was the one who conceived the idea of Pakistan and Jinnatr was

the one who created Pddstan. In the beginning of their political career they beliwed

in Indian nationalisnr. But after the realization of the ground situation both turned to

Muslim nationalim in India. Iqbal was transformed very soon while Jinnah being a

practical person was transformed after practically facing the narrow mentality and

15rlbid..4-5.

ll1Y, M. Salccrr Qurashi, rhe politics oflinnah (Karachi: Royal Book company. lggg).r53lbid..2.
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unreasomble behavior of Hindu majority toward minodliss especially towards

Muslims in India. In the words of writer, 'Both ultimately became convinced that

the object worth sEiving for was the selfdetermination of Mrslims in India as a

separate and distinct nation, not one Indian nation which Iqbal considered undesirable

and Jinnah unpractical. They both arrived at the same conclusion: Iqbal deriving the

r€asons through his dialectics and Jinnah learning his lesson tbrough political

ryprenticeship.'l5a

According to the author, Jinnah was atr Indian Muslim and he ne\rer wantod be an

Indian or a Muslim alone. Howwer, he was mizunderstood by the most of his

evaluators due to the evaluation of his statements without pretext and contextlss

Although Jinnah was fighting for the safety of the Mustims in India and finally won

the safe home for the Muslims in India but his politics rerrained multi-communal and

anti-sectarian.ls6 Because sf .npleasant incidents faced by as a Mulim with Hindus

and Britislf linnah dweloped his concept of Muslim self-determination. All his

speeches and writings depicted his political ideology. He has exptained that Indian

Muslims followed a unique code of life which was totally different from other

communities of India. That unique code of Iife made Muslims a different nation. That

code could also be applied on political arena. Only Muslims could prove the

interpretation of ttrat code to western concept of nationalism. The first compulsion

was the authority and the capacity to compose the private and public lives of the

Muslims according to that code. This was the crux of Muslim nationalism. Jinnah had

complae faith in that ideology and never wer deviated from that.lsT The authon

believes that it would be bluder if so,meone misrurderstood Jinnah's initial phase of

rs{ Ibid..l I.
rs5Ibid..l2-I3.
ts6lbid..1g.
r57Ibid.,s7.
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political career. Howwer, due to the illogical behavior of the Congess he turned-out

to be a gsalapnalist in the end. Jinnah never wanted a setup where errtry community

mashes up in one creed. He alwap wanted a pleasant and reciprocally acceptable life

for wery community along with Muslims.lss

The author has commented on the stat€gy of Jinnatr in a compar:ative manner.

According to him, Jinnah was neither an apologrst like Sir Saryid Ahlad aod nor

critic like Iqbal. Instead he srpported Muslims, gave confidence to them, led them,

and guarded their interests very well.l5e It seems that the author tried to prese,nt both

Indian and Pakistani namatives. The author has used very rich language and

expression to convey his arguments. The author in a very logical manner has clarified

the misunderstandings of many uriters about the politics of Jinnah. The study is

worttry for the historians and the general readers alike.

In short Pakistani historians have dealt with the historiography on Jinnah in a

subjective manner adopting various trends and styles to study the personality of

Jimah. According to them Jinnah was one of unique personalities of 206 century who

possessed gifted qualities of leadaship. Howwer, they neither have depicted Jinnah

in any unrealistic manner nor have over-praised him. fhsy tried to prese,nt Jinnah in

his tnre ftom using reason and logic rather than emotions to prove Jinnah as unique

leader. Early wolks of this section seems to be more reactionary than independent

research work howwer with the passage of time this section dwelops more research

oriented and objective approach to explore the personality and potitics of Jinnab"

Some of the,m have adopted a theoretical approach to explain the politics and persona

of Jinnah. Howerrer. some others have adopted rery different namative perhaps due to

the influence of their mentors or alien land impact. For insance. Ayesha Jalal's

r58 Ibid..llo.
r5e Ibid..l I l.
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narrative is vay different ftom the main sheam Pakistani historian and it is assumed

that she was tmder the influeirce of his mentor or it was the impact of the soupes she

consult€d at the time of research. It seems that she explored the persona and politics

of Jinoah with apre-concluded mind-set which resembles the Indian style of research.

1.8- Iqtidar Keramat Cheema's Analytieal approach:

Another important historical work on Jimah is Quid-i-Azam Mohorprud Ali Jinnah

as Gwernor-General of Pakistan by Igtldar lGramat Cheemalo The area of this

historical work is very unique. It has covered the Jinnah year in office which is very

little disctrssed in other studies. It is also an effort to solve issue related to govenror

general post. According to author it was very wise decision of Jinnah to become the

first Governor Cr€naal of Pakistan despite his poor health which has rwealed his

se,nse of responsibility. He took the command during the most critical phase of the

existence of Pakistan because he wanted to save his nation from destnrction. His new

born couutry and his nation had needed his guidance and denranding for him.l6l fire

founding of fresh govenrment and the heavy incursion of refugees plus Indian denial

of giving assets to Pd<istan had created a gmlve financial load upon the fresh

administratio,n. However new regime under the dpamic leadership handle all these

problems with great wit and passion. Only he could ttut in that position. Thus it was

very wise move for him to take the positio,n of Governor General of new born state of

Pakistan.l62

Author has explain ftg Jinnah vision of Pakistan and cited ftom his speeches he

explained that Jinnah wanted a state where every citizen has equal opportunities to

dwelop his live according to his believes. States founded on the bases of Islamic

Is Iqtidar Ikrarnat Cheema Quid-i-Azanr Mohammad Ali Jinnah as Governor-Gcneral of Pakisan(
Lalrore: Pddstan strdy ccntne. 2006).sardy is a PlrD thesis of author. IIe has aught home ard abroad.
16r Ibid..l7.
t5! Ibid..67.
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principles of social justicg freedom and equalities.l63 Howwer author analysis about

Jinnah's vision seem to be metaphoric at some places author thought than Jinnah waot

socialistic economy along with dernocratic mean of govenress base on Islamic moral

principle.tff It seems that authon is under some imagination. He has firther explained

that Jinnah wanted a Pakistan which would be self-sufficient in the field of advance

dwelopment and he also wanted protection of poor and deprived class fro,m the

exploitation of capitalists.l65 Author firther stated that Jinnah wanted compulsory

elerne,ntary education for Pakistan.t66 According to author Jinnah wanted education

policy should be molded to the intellect of the nation with its past and civilization and

also keeping in touch with the need and requirement of 
.''ne.lcz

Cheema has further highlightd linnah thought on the social issues by stating that

Jinnah believes in gender equlity. It was his desire that Muslims women should work

on equal footing for the dwelopment and betterment of the Pakistani society.r6s Than

author shd light on the working of administation and stated that cabinet take the

advices from Jinnah wheneverthey faceproblems and Jinnah with huge experie,nce of

political life always there to guide and lead thern through the face of problems.

Howwer all the power JiDnah was holding was given 1e him by constitution and

cabinet laws and above all by the trust, respect and love by his people.l6e Jinnah atso

played the leading role in resolving the issues of governess at provinces lwel as well.

Dr. Khan ministry in NWFP had dismissed due to the misconduct such as not saluting

163Ibid..7g.
t64Ibid..g0.
r5s Ibid..B3.
16Ibid..8s.
r5? Ibid.,86.
r58lbid.Bl.
t6e Ibid..lll.
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pakistani flag and not taking the oath of loyatty to Pakistatr.l7o 11t had to go East

Pakistan to resolve the issue of language despite his bad heath cortdition.lTl

Author stated that Jinnah being the fafher of the nation and head of the state had

ouflined the foreign policy. He wanted pleasant and warm relation with world and

neighbours ge,nenally and with Mustims state particularly. Jinnah unending nature also

had great impact on foreign policy which is independent and nzutral. tzz ;i*r5 was a

peace loving personality and wanted a peace loving stat€ with nzutral and independe,nt

foreign poticy. He was very concern about IGshmir and his health det€riorat€d with

the growing complexities in IGshmir and even at the death bed he was deep sad due

to miseries of Ikshmiri people.rT3

Author [2s highlighted the unique qualities of Jinnah person. According to Cheema,

Jinnah was a resfless personality he had worfted so hanl for his nation md new bom

cormtry in the wening of his life that he miss many chances of recovery.lTa Thus he

sacrificed for his nation very salienfly.'7s H" was a leader of great moral stature with

great courage.tz6 By and large study is well composed and well researched. Although

author paid rich tibute to the father of the nation and acknowledge his achievement

but there is no fairytale and novel style story in the work. Author has adopted very

objective 4proach and well organized argrrments supported by historical facts. Stttdy

is worth for not only student of history but also ready of good book as well.

In short, Paldstani historians have dealt with the historiography on Jinnah in a

subjective maoner adopting various trends and styles to shrdy the personality of

t70 Ibid..1l5.
r7t Ibid..133.
t72tbid..L47.
t73Ibid..l82.
r71lbid.,1gg.
t75lbid..20l..
17616d..237..
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Jinnah. According to them Jinnah was one of unique personalities of 20ft ceirtury who

possessed gifted qualities of leadership. Howwer, they neither have depictd Jinnah

in any unrealistic manner nor have over-praised him. They tied to present Jinnah in

his tnre from using neason and logic rafher thau emotions to prove Jinnah as rmique

leader. Early worts of this section seems to be more reactionary than indqrendent

research work however with the passage of time this section dwelop more rcsearch

orie,nted and objective approach to explore the personality and politics of Jinnah"

Some of them have adopted a theoretical approach to explain the politics and persona

of Jinnah. Howwer, some others have adopted very different narrative perhaps due to

the influence of their mentors or alien land impact. For instance, Ayesha Jalal's

narrative is very different from the main shem Pakistani historian and it is assumed

that she was under the influeirce of his mentor or it was the impact of the sources she

consultad at the time of research. It seems that she explored the persona and politics

of Jinnah with a pre+oncludd mind-set which resembles the Indian style of research.
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CHAPTER.2

PAKISTANII NON.HISTORHNS ON JII\NAII

The essential argument of this chapter is to study rationally the narrative of the

Pakistani non-historian authors the way they viewed the character, persona and

politics of Jinnah. Mainsheam Pakistani authots paid tibute to Jinnah's own qualities,

his devotion and commihent for his nation. He joined Indian political arena through

the platform of Congress.lTT He assisted any party or individual that was engaged in

improving the general conditions of the Indian people and prcpared them for

shouldering the responsibility of their own affairs during the initial days of his

political career. He repaired disheartened and separated people into an amalgamated

and integrated nation indomitable to resist all atte,mpts to roduce the,m to political and

economic starvation by the two powerfirl adversaries; British imperialism and Hindu

majority.

According to the Paldstani authors, JiDnah was a reatist and zuperb tactician and

consequently his watuation of the accurate instant to uncover his plan for Palcistan

was fiaditionally approved. He worked out over different plans to rescue Muslims and

he was in touch with the intellect of all sections of the Muslim commrmity. His

mission was near to impossible. He had to unite the Muslims beireath the standard of

the League, to ouhaneuver the designs and the tactics of the Hindus and the British

to vigorously work for the libemy and freedom of India along with protecting the

interests of the Muslims. Iinnah. wen lying in his grlve is still mo,re influential than

the contemporary leaders of Pakistan. and is still ruling from the grave as the people

recall his words and appeal to him to find an answerto theirproblem.

'fl Sycd Sharifirddin Pirzada" d. Lhe Collected Worb of Quid-e-Azun Mohmnad Ali finnah, Yol.L
(Karachi: East and West Publishing Company, 1984). 2.
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Pakistani Non-Historian vniters have also created variou forms of historical works

on the persona and politics of Jinnah like the,matic shrdy to biographical sMy. While

working on the biogrryhy of Jinnah urit€rs also show the diversity like a biography

based on personal memories, nonofficial narrative of a biography and a well-

researched biography. Pakistani No,n-Historians also have created chryters on

personality and the politics of Jinnah while collecting and compiling historical

materials ou Jinnah and the kague. Early works of this section are largely measured

as primary sources on Jinnah and based on the personal me,mories of the authors.

While during later time period, historical works of this section have developed more

research-oriented and refined analysis. Emotions affected the early works of this

school however with the passage of time factual data replaced the emotions.

2.1- Jamil-ud-Din Ahmad's Thematic Study:

Glimpses of Quaid-i-,4zan by Jamil-ud-Din Ahma{ is a thematic shrdy of Jinnah's

persona and politics.lT8 The author has discussd in detail the extraordinary qualities

of Jinnah's personality tike honest to the corE,lTe bold and fearless,lso composed and

conholled.

The author has highlig[t€d the values of principles in Jinnah's life. From the

beginning of his political caneetr, he had set guiding principles for himself. He always

did uderstand the sacredness of the correct way to accomplish virtuous tasks. He

always took position for values and sincerity and he nef,rer negotiated or abandoned

them on any persuasion- stness o,r threat. By nature, he was a reserved person and had

no weak point for advertising. Exclusively devoted by the zeal for effort and duties.

he had remarkable control over his emotion and never liked to advemze his traits and

r7t Jafidl-ud-Din Ahsd. Ghmpses of Quid-i-,amn(Ikrachi: Educational Press. 1960). Hc
participatcd ia frcedom stnrgglc as a wor*cr of lcaguc and also author of many books.
r?e Ibid..43.
ItoIbid.,34.
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activities in public.ltlJinnah leanrt to conhol his sentime,nt from the start of his

political life absofted ethical principtes and broade,ned his visualization. Tenderness

of emotions and sentiments are highqualiffpossessions, howwer rmsophisticated and

unrestained they be capable of guide one into miscalculations and d"awbacks.I82

According to the author, Jinnah possessed a distinctive attibute of teadership that he

attained the utnost outcome with the srrallest atte,mpt. He never liked to waste

anything either words or activities. Although, he was a man of actions yet he believed

in preservation of power and vigor for superior objectives and matters. He neyer liked

his followers to waste away their vigor in unproductive disputes over small, local and

t€,mporary matters. He with full dedication and commitne,nt worked for one essential

basic problem of liberating the Muslims from the twofold oppression of British

impoialism and Hindu domination and fortiSing their utnost desire for

independence in the form of a separate soveneign state.l83

The author praises one very important aspect of Jinnah's personality that Jinnah

establishd himself in concurrent money-oriented globe by actions rafher than by

words. He argues that if one holds to truth and justice, one eventually cao come out

victorious fr,om wery disaster, no matter what threats and catasfrophes overurhelmed

one's pathway.lta According to the author, Jinnah was bestowed with the unique

quallty of sensing the beats and understanding the mentality of his people and

converting their dreams, desires and aspirations into reality.lts

The author has explained the reasons of zuccess of Pakistan movement. The author

believes that its sulneme advantage was its leader's matchless qualities of shrewdness.

honesty and valor and the unshakable dedication and persistent strength of his

ItrIbid..32.
t82Ibid.. 25.
It3lbid..34.
r&{ Ibid..41.
It5lbid..42.43.
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followers, the hundred million Mtrslims. He tansformed doumheartd and divided

people into an enthusiastic and aoalgamated populatio,n resolute to dery tifl the last

br€ath all efforts by two dominant antagonists namely British Imperialism and Hindu

Congess- to tim them to political and economic slavery. Writcr has expressed," He

welded a dispirited and divided people into a virile and unifid nation determind to

resist to the point of death all attemps by two powerfirl adversaries- British

imperialism and Hindu congress to reduce them to political and economic

"ervifirde.lt6

The author explains the vision of Jinnah about the political structure of Pakistan. He

was restless to set out pnoper pattenrs and customs for the dwelopment of an

egalitarian political system in Pakistan. However, it is on rcord that he behaved like a

laufirl leader of the cormtry. He by no means departed from egalitarian principle and

legitimate deconrm. Undeniably, he was constantly resfless to endorse sovereignty of

the people next to any constitutional tmcertainty.ltT Author has explained the conduct

ef Jinnah after becoming the founding fafher of a new country. As a Govenror

General of Pakistan, he ensued simplicity and strictness.ls8

The atrthor paid tribute to Jhnah and has explained his personality and politics in a

sophisticated way. The author's approach is thematic and his words showed his deep

admiration for Jinnah. This study has beeir presented in form of an essay about Jinnah

because the research is based on the personal me,mories of the author. At many places

he has often quoted the words of Jinnah. This research is a great source for exploring

Jinnah. It is of geat help for the historians working on Jinnah as well as for the

general reader.

It6lbid., 434.
tt1 lbid-,41 .
Its Ibid. 4748.
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2.2-lvL H. Saiyed's Descriptive Study:

Moharund Ali Jinnah: A Polifical Study by M. H. Saiyed is a political biography of

;i*u5.tts The author has narratd the life history of Jinnatr along with the political

situation of that time. According 16 him, Jinnah possessed exceptional traits of

leadership and came to save the Indian Muslims from great danger. The author has

described Jinnah as an influe,ntial Muslim leader, a bold spokesman of the Muslim

interests,ls indefatigable,lel armed with setf-relian@, courage of convictions and with

a determination.le2 1Xr author has described the physical appearance of Jinnah in an

admirable tone [ike;'\uell-groomd well-dressed, tall and slim, with experience and

courage unitten on his 1r".:'.1e3 Afihor has revealed the motives and objectives of

Jinnah in politics. Right frrom the beginning of his political careetr, he worked with

errery party and individul that were busy in the welfare of the common people and

organized them for taking the responsibilities of their matters.ls The author admired

the unique quahty of selflessness of Jinnah. According to him, Jinnah was zuch a

great person who had no private motives or ambitions. His uprightress and honesty

was unquestionable. Although he had never been affiliated with any party but he was

the person the people were affiliated with. He n€ver denied working with others,

however he nwer permitted any one to bypass his integrity.les

The author has highlighted many other qualities of Jinnah while explaining his

character. He argued that Jinnah was highly autonomous person, was such a reliable

nationalist who would be in the ftont line of every national move'ment. Jinnah

I$ 14. 11. Saiyed',Mohonnud Ali Jknah: A Potitical Srndr'(Lahore: Sh. Muhaomad Ashraf.1954).
He was the Privatc Seo,ctary of Jinnah. Book was the one of the carly biography of Jinnah b1'Muslm

author.
reo Ibid.. l52.
rer Ibid., 179.
t9EMd..327.
re3Ibid.,327.
tef lbid., 150.
res Ibid., lg2-93



r€asonably beliwed that dwelopment in India would not be possible without Hindu-

Mgslim Unity here. During that time he was once more entangled in a corrplicated

situation becagse fanatic Hindus, who were ready to approve his nationalism and

autonomy, were disinclined to bear the promotion of the Muslim cause by him. On the

other han{ left-winged Muslims, who were obviously considering each expression of

the Hindus with doub! criticized that Jinnah was not adequately compacted on

Muslim demands.ls

Jinnah, time and agau, made it clear that he had nothing closer and darling to his

heart other than the common well-being of Indian sub-continent and the welfare of the

common people of India Equally in personat and in general contex! he had bee,n

worting hanl ceaselessly to persuade the Congress leaders that their policy was

catastophic and would lead thm nowhere. Achrally he condemned the behavior and

stategy of the Congress with the reasonable optimism that he would be c4able to

conect the erroneots. 197

The arrogant leadership of Congress paid no heed to Jinnah's sincere advice and

challenged his authority and strength. With the passage of time Jinnah realized the

behavior of the Hindu leadership and started to make a consciots effort to orgmize

the Mtrslims and to obtain some additional powers for the League.te8 The Congress

leaders wsre rtraking justifications of each act of the Congress. The league president

was twisted upon rwealing them.. Jinnah was at that moment in no doubt of his might.

A sequence of eveirts in the shape of Wardha scheme of Education, the Rajkot atrair,

Shia- Sunni dispute at Lucknow. Hyderabad Safvagraha had convinced Muslims that

the congress had no space for them,.ts

te6lbid..232
te? Iftild.,276.
re8Ibid..292.
tee Ibid..296.
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At that moment the I*ague was passing throug! a special stage of its politicd

development as a whole. Jinnah turned into an existing icon of Muslim harmony and

Muslim politics and had bee,n so much indulged in him that he himself became an

institgtion. People had realized to recline faith in the kague. The apprehe,nsion of

utilization by others of the Muslim ptatrorm and e,motions had gone. Those who were

eag€r to use the League for their own private interests were dishearte,ned and Muslim

intelligentsia had reclaimed the tnrst of building the League into an actually national

orgmization.2m

Jinnah's life packed with practical achiwement was decorated with creative efforts. In

1941, when he was recovering in Mysore from his infection druing the Madras

gathering of the kague, he told the author that he could imagine the creation of

Pakistan, and that wen though he would not live to see the grand happening, the

subsequent generations would be able to achicve it. However the destiny was definite

that he would survive to witness the creation and the consolidation of his own new

state. He had to govenx his oum birttr place along with a vast territory. Above all, he

had to rule over the hearts of the millions of his countr5anen and to eyewitness the

accomplishment of his dream in which he visulized his people gowing tor immense

statur€ as an autonomous and self-gove,rning nation.2ol

The research is a biographical study of Jinnah. The author narrates the life history of

Jinnah in an o,rganized and composed manner. His words shou' a great admiration and

respect for linnah. He uses very simple and easy to understand language. Although,

he never uses decorated and pompous words yet at many places the usage of idioms.

phrases and exemples enhance the lit€rary touch. He uses Jinnah's qpeeches to

support his argrrment The shrdy is a primarl, source on Jinnah is based on the

2m Ibid.. 321.
mI lbid., 465-66.
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documentary published in 1945 and has also bee,n used as a primary source in the

following studies on Jinnah.

2.3- S. Shams ul llasan's Simple Narration:

Plan Mr. Jinnah by S. Shams ul Hasan is based on the collection of works on League

and Jinnah.m2 ln intoduction the author has shed light on the personality and politics

of linnah and the difficulties he faced &uing the freedom movernent. The author has

explained that linnah was not against the Khilafat Move,nrent but the methodology to

achierre that objective was not acceptable to Jinnah. As a realist and practical person,

Jinnah was that by giving up jobs and staying away from official institutions before

creating substiturc planning would certainly qeate unbearable zufferings for the

Muslims. He had r€alizd that people were not yet ready to face that kind of brutal

test. He told the Muslims fight against the British governme, t but in their individual

cryacity. In the words of writer, "He felt that time was not ripe to wbject the people

to zuch a se\rene test. He urgd that the Muslims should fight the British Crovenrment;

but only according to their individual cryabilrty and capacity."203

According to the author, Jinnah was not the o,nly one who opposed the utopian agmda

of Crandhi. there were some other sensible leaders like Motilal Nehru and others who

were against it. Those leaders were lacking courage to oppose that program in public

and they condemned it only during the Congress sessions. Thus. Jinnah was the only

one who has undefeatable courage to sfrongly oppose that utopian program deqpite the

gathering of zealous zupporters of Gandhi at both sessions of Congress in 1920.

Jinnatr's attitude showed the power of his character, confidence and iron willpower in

him. ID the staieme,nt of writer. 'Motilal Nehru and other Hindu leaders, however. a

202 Sttams {d- Hasan. ...plan MR. Jinnoh (Al-Shams: Karachi. 1975). He scrvcd as I scqttary gcncral
of AIML and PML. Author of many collectcd work of Jinnah.
2o3Ibid.. 18.
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few hours before the Session, went over to Gandhiji. It was the Quaid alone who

vehe,menfly opposed the programme of non-cooperation when it was moved by

Gandhiji in the form of a resolution.'ofr

The author narrates the situation after the utopian prcgam of non-cooperation. The

Muslims followed the instnrctions of the program with great derrotion. They not

simply refirsed the acade,rriq law bars, and the British made p,roduets but also walked

out of the jobs and launnaking instihrtions, gave up awards and tributes, and a lot of

the,m left India for Afghanistan They bore untold sufferings and laid down

exceptional patterns of sacrifices. On the other han4 the Hindus did not contribute

much in the program. Consequenfly its total scale was measured by the Muslims

4*..205 The Iftilafat leaders and some Irague members tunr out to be antagonistic

toward linnah due to his opposition to the utopian program of non-cooperation. Most

of the time they angrrty caryd and ill-treated him. On the other hao4 linnah did not

cut offhis connection from the League, regardless of their antagonism,.206

fire author depicts that Gandhi's decision to call-offnon-cooperation prcgram created

disappoinme,lrt and sorrolv among the Muslims in India They understood that all

sacrifices made by them had been wasted. They resentfully condemnd their leaders

for not providing right guidance to them. There was a great turmoil and the leaders

wet€ lmsuccessful to make srre unnrliness among the common followers. They were

drawn more and more towards private squabbhng, co,ndemning each other for all

types of enrors and deficiencies.207 The author analpes the situation after the Nehnr

r€port and Jinnatr's reaction to it. Jinnah rose up once gain to save Muslim rights and

categorically articulated Muslim demands one by one in a formula which is known as

il Ibid.. 19.
m5Ibid..22.
?r5Ibid..23.
Mbid..zq.
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Fourteen Points of Mr. Jinnah" However at that time his attempts for amalgamation of

the Mrslirns under one banner were not sharcd by the Muslim leaders. Ottly a small

number of private friends supported him while the rest of the Muslim leaders were

unwilling to work with Jinnah. His uncompromising stance on morality and

autonomous outlook to issues were the major concents that held the others off from

6-.20t Jinnah was dismayed with the maneuverings, disagrce,me,nts and cracks among

the Muslims. Thus linnah deided to stay out of the scene and settled himself in

London.2@

Howwer, the author's words could not easily be digested because a person like

Jinnah could not be distreartened so much with existing situation of the Muslim

politics that he left Indian Muslims and the League in tnouble and settled in London

and simply watched the,m destro)rng. At the same time, he admits that Jinnah was in

touch with him and geining information about the development in Indian politics.

Perhaps the author could not rightly judge the rationale behind Jinnah's decision to

stay out of Indian politics for a while. However he was totally in touch with India

politics especially with the Muslims and the kague.2ro When Iinnah tid to

rertitalizn the League and to unite Muslims rmder its banner, many shortsighted and

self-ce,nterred Mustim political elites tried to create troubles for Jinnah.2ll League

session of 1936 not only allowed the League to participate n t936-37 elections but

also authorized Jinnah to restnrcture the League. The great choice had been made

during that meeting to open the gate for the change in the League. League was

rt Ibid-.48-49
2cq lbid-, 52.
2ro Ibid., 54.
2il Ibid.,50.
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cotrverted ftom party of elites into a party of common people and was ready to urite

history like a dominant political migtr1.ztz

Although the outcome of election was not very cheerfrrl yet the oufline of League

executive composition passd through an impressive modificatim. Jinnah's memo of

Unity, Faith and Discipline was passed through the election campaigns to millions of

Muslim in length and breadth of the country. The Muslim masses were fed up of

private power struggle, jealousies and maneuverings among the selfish leaders. They

reacted to his call marvelously and came together rmder the banner of League.2l3

After the year of 1936 gradually Muslims transforrred themselves from a stneum mob

to a nation. That was orclusively because of sweat md careful hard wort of solitary

personality rinnah.2 I 4

The author has narrated a meeting with JiDnah after the creation of Pakistan in which

Jinnah in a se,ntimentat tone told the author that he could not sleep for days, and that

he was trying very hard to get better the condition He was extemely harsh about the

Indian leadership and charged them of having acknowledged partition with an

unwilliagness and condemned them for maneuvering to wipe out Pakistan at the very

beginning. Atte,mpting to manage his sentiments he firther said that "the Musalmans

of the Subcontinent cannot be destoyed by these tactics. They have now a homeland;

and with hard work they shall, Iwha Allah, make it powerfirl.:' 215 1Xs author's

narration is very simple. He has explained the nature of Jinnah and his hard work to

gather Muslims rmder one banner and to face the difficulties in an easy way. Although

the author has shown some miss-judgments about Jinnah's actions yet has produced a

2r2Ibid.. 63.
2r3Ibid.. d4.
2r1Ibid.. G5.
2r5lbid..3.
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fine strrdy to understand Jinnah's life and character. The study has a great value

because of the material contained on Jinnah's life ftotrr 1906 to 1936.

2.4- G. Allana's Descriptive and Analytical Stttdy:

Qwid+-Azam Jinnah: the story of a Nation by G.Allana is a biographical study of

Jinnah's life and political career.2l6 The author admircs the great traits of Jinnah's

personality like; a practical fian,,zr7 an excellent strategist and a master of the

situation 2ls a constitutionalisgztr uncompromising in his principles and steadfast in

his love for the people.zo The author reveals the early years of Jinnah's practical life

as a lawyer. He was famous due to his audacity and absolute luminosity in Bombay

law couts and unanimously agreed opinion about Jinnah was that he would become a

prominent barister. His rare oome cross with the judges, when he would cosset in

vigorous reprisal, were the main discussion of the bar-room. His manner of insighffirl

crcss-examination and his talent of convincing pleading supported by overwhelming

logics created amagic in the court room.Zl

The author rweals that Jinnah acquired his repute for his honesty. reliability, audacity

and bravery and due to these qulities he was complime,nted with the tifles of The

Lord Simo,n of the Indian Bar. Nsing Titan of Bar all over the sub-continent.z2z a1

that moment Jinnah began to receive attention in politics and he created a profound

notion on the listeners by putting forward his observations in meetings on political

toubles of the day. His magnificent persona and strmning voice pirch that was well-

expressed with genuineness and confidence imprinted him in the beginning as a

!16 G. Allana. Quaid-e-Aan Jinnah' the sto4'qf a Naton (Iahore: Ferozsons.lg6T).He is a well
known author.
2r? Ibid.. 162.
2t8Ibid.. l14.
2ro Ibid., 125.
22o lbid., l2o.
22r lbid..29.
222Ibid..30.
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luminous aod a daring campaigner of public curses. His shengths as a spokesperson

were his influential style, coherent appearance, incisive examination and mpterious

forethought.23

According to the comparative analysis of the author, Gandhi possessed capriciors

mentality like English weather, spinning in a t€,mpest of inconsiste,ncy, who kept on

mrkirg re\rerse moves with grcat mystifyng sniftness that no one could judge that he

was with him or not. He was getting ready to be the only rceresentative of the

Congrcss, which he considercd the entire of India On the other han{ Jinnah was

totally the antithesis of Gandhi in every aspect. He used to communicate his opinions

unresqvedly and honesfly, without covtr or disguise, scrutinizing all p,roblems with

the accuracy and conviction of a skilled surgeon's knife. Variations connecting these

trxro opposing characters wm to turn out to be numenous and serrere and the

vibrations produced by their conflicts were to utter the path of the histo'ry of Indiaza

Jinnah' enthrsiastic antagonism to the Rowlatt Bill marked him ss a leader,

rmbending in his values, committed in his devotion for the people, though thonry the

odds that came in his way.25 The author firther elaborates the contradictions betrree,lr

the personalities of Jinnah and Crandhi. According to the analpis of author, Gandhi

was an imaginative thinker and futurist. On the other hand Jinnah was a pragmatic

aad practical person. Gandhi without thinlcing about the outcome, used to fly into the

combat of each diqpute and then to seek protection in morals dialogues. At the same

trme Jinnah sptematically but carefully used to calculate solutions to xisting

problems. n6 "he author believes that the Delhi conference was a huge achiwement

for Jinnah who not only brought all the sectio'ns of Muslims on one stage but also

23Ibid", 31.
2{ Ibid-, 105.
22s Ibid.. 120.
226lbid., l4l.
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eproved a common policy for the safeguad of the Muslims' rights in future

reforms.2T

According to the analysis of the author, Gandhi had phrased prcsidential address of

Jinnah at Lrrcknow session in 1938 as a declaration of war.28 On the other han4

Jinnah got Nehru's mock as a declaration of war.ze The two organizations and their

leaders had anived at thepoint of no rpturn.23o According to the author, after 1937

there was a total transformation of the Muslim nation because after this election their

behavior, attitude and mentahty had changed. They got engaged in demonstration

because at that time they did not perceive themselves 6s mineri$r, who badly wanted

protections and recognitions. Their approach in political thinking got broadeired and

new attibutes had been launched in their political goals. Unffig ninety million

Mpslims under one banner could be a powerfrrl force. He Ersted in their fafe and

along that he also tnrsted that it was his fate to guide them to their final target

Therefor€ he stnove had with resumed energy and belief, with steadfastness of reason

to achieve that targA which diffsentiates a person with a task from the rest of the

world. Writ€r has expressed thag 'Ninety million Muslims could be a powerfrrl forpe.

if they stood rmitd. He believed in their destiny; and he believed it was his destiny to

227Ibid..201.
2s Gandtri used this phrase in his lettcr to Jinnah on octoberlg, 1937. He satcd that "as I read iL the

whole of yogr spcech is a dcclaration of war. Only,I had hoped you would rcscrve poor me as a bridge

baween the two. I sce that you want no bridge. I am sorrl'. It takes tlvo to make a quarrel. \'ou won't
find me ome. svclt if I cannot become a peace-makcr.* Jhnatt reply back on November 5. 1937. He

starcd trat "I am sorry you think my speech at Lucknow is dcclaration of war. It is purely in sclf-

dcfcnce. Kindly read it again ard try and understand it. Evid€ntly you have not bccn following the

course of evenB of the last twctve months." "as to rescrrring you as a 'bridge' and 'peace-makcr'. don't
you think your complctc silence for all thcsc months has identificd you with the Congress lcadcrsttip.

altlrough I know that you are not evcn a four-anna membcr of ttrat body. Syed Sarifuddin Piruda- od..

Quaid-e-Azam hnnah's Corespondence (I(arachi: East and Wcst Publishrng Company.1977). 88-89.

2e After wiming the clectiom of 1936-37 Nehru co,nstantly undcrnrinrng Jinnatr and league and tar.rnrcd

them. In that mode when he labcl league as 'an important communal organization. Jinnatr infuriated
with that and told Durga Das that 'this is a war to hife'. Aject Jawcd- Secular and Nationalist Jnnah
(Karachi: Oxfo,rd University Press. 2009).203.
tso G. Allana Quaid-e-,4zutt Jknah: the so4'of a Nation.281.
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lead them to their ultimate goal. And to that end he began to work with renewed vigor

and faith, with that single-mindedness of pn4lose."23l

Thts the debarcs about Pakistrn had been startd through unofficial pexlirrm. Tho

question was that could Muslims honorably exist as a nation within a united India

whrc majority would nrle at the centre and in the provinces too. The Congress

minisfries had presented the reply to this query. Thus Jinnah and his followers

discarded the former path and adoptd a fresh and audacious course, to frankly claim

that Mrslims were a different nation, and their nationral desires should be respected. In

that environme,nt the League lead€rs asse,rrbled to plan a resolution which would

defrnitely put before Muslims their political objective. Simultaneously, they saw the

sketch of the Muslim motives in expressions of a fresh element and the core

resolutions to be stimuldd in the Iahore session instigated to obtain form. It

rmvnapped innovative views in their intellects, amplified their rational perspectives.

Thus they were prepared to acquire eirthusiam and self-belief, on the course that

would guid€ them to a new home land for the Muslims of India232

The author discusses the extraordinary qualities of Jinnah's speech. He mesmerized

the Muslims with the storm of his rhetoric, and they naturally believed that he was

fairly prese,nting their oum int€roal desircs and beliefs, which rest quiescent in the

bottom of their heafis. He offered them a note of audacity and optimism; they

reciprocated him with their abundant faithfulness and sEength. According to the

author, for the Muslims of sub-continent, Pakisan was a thrilling attaction for the

Muslims of India, who saw in it the conclusion of decades of dishonor. agony.

disappointue,nt and repression. Writer has orpressed- 'He gave thern a message of

courage and hop.; in return they gave him thefu unstinted toyatty and

23r Ibid-.291.
23! Ibid..361.
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support.....Patdstan had magic appeal for the Muslims of India, who saw in it the end

of decades ofhumiliation, suffering, frushation and suppression."233

According to the author, the barely poceptible rumors of several years of

dissatisfaction finally established a powerfirl tone in the claim for Pakistan because

Jinnah was ib spokesperson- The League had initiatd the fight for indepe,ndence and

history has acknowldgd that trnder the leadership of Jinnah kague successfully

dwetoped the mechanism of salvation for Muslims. Througbout the history of

Muslim India, no single person had exercised such a great pow€r as Jinnah did.

However, this exheme authority did not damage or ruin him. During the mid-forties

while he was at the z€xdth of his authority, he remained rmchanged by tiumph and

authority. Only Jinnah could rightly claim to represent Indian Muslims.23a

The author pays tibute to Jinnah for his restless effort to consolidate Pakistan during

early years. The creation of Pakistan carried with it stirs so numercus seriors

difficulties. Those troubles exposed the safety and the very survival of Pakistan. Its

foes, who had notprepared to acc€pt its creation, were active to work against Pakistan

at its beginning. Luckily for Pakistan, there was Jinnah to guide the boat of Pakistan's

fate to wellbeing and protection. Threats and difficulties could not conquer Jinnah. He

was dominant while dealing with dangers like a brave fight€r. He was a synbol of

vigor. optimism and motivation for Pakistan during its early time regardless of his

aging aod his deteriorating phpical condition.23s

The study is well-researchod and organized. The author's approach is aualytical. He

presents the personality of Jinnah in very organized and composed way. His way of

presentation is optimistic as he builds his argrrments with factual data. The snrdy is

233 Ibid..359.
231Ibid.. 395.
23s Ibid.,5oo.
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helpful for the historians who have to research Jinnah's life and politics and for the

general readers as well who desire to know about Jinnah's life.

2.5- lLdzBtry's Descriptive and Analytical Stttdy:

Jinnah and His Timesby lvzBeg is a detailed and inclusive life history of Jinnah.236

The autho,r sheds light on the life, chazcter, personality, politics and political career

of Jinnah. He argues that Iinnah obtained his audacity from his unyielding decent

anchor. No one could t€rri$, him 6l kickback him s,r wen compliment him to take out

a favo*.237 Author identifies foru steps of Jinnah for becoming Quaid-i-Azam.

Firstly, Jinnah stimulated the literate Muslims who formally were rmder his control. In

this way, the shength penetrated doumward to the people. The uneducated mass of

Muslims impulsively sensed definircly that Jinnah was not merely a lavfirl

personality but a political gedus, a skilled envoy who could ouhanzuver their

enernies. Secondly, Jinnah's purity had turned him out to be an embodime,nt for the

followers from each corner of the cormtry. The public had a total confide,ncs in him

since they had an insighful trust that the utnost purchaser could not purchase him.

Consequenfly, it was like the unseen thread of thoughts which amalgamated Jinnah

with his people in a link of an eternal love. Thirdly. Jinneh was like an unclosed story

because he was a man with no secrets and the people did not even worry to know

what he was speaking to them. They immediately interpreted his consent and sensed

that they were in a protected zone. Fourthly. they had undertaken other Muslim

leaders however they were also supporters of the Congress or British's puppets or

over-enthusiastic politicians who were incompete, t of avoirting their exciting

explosion. Conseque,nfly. they consider themselves without leader and without a

236 a"i, g* Jinnah Ail His ft1nes (Islamabad: Babur & Amcr Publication" 19t6). Authon is journalist
and urttror of many books.
237Ibid..34.
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commander and Jinnah emergd to the,m reminiscent of the promised Messiah who

singl+handodly could facilitated them to discover rescue.238

The author has acknowledgd that JiDnah was at the zenith of his recognition in 1916.

He was the most valued and the most significant Indian political leader at that "ne.23e

The author has praised the quatities of Jinnah. He established a characteristic of

civility, problty and clear-headedness in the discussion about the rulers and the ntld.

He has explained that the spectators used to be predominantly deligbt€d by his rapid

responses and humorcus rejoinders. Jinnah inhoduced intelligence, wit and

amusement in his comm€ots according to the situation. Howwer his tone used to be

harsher while talking about autocracy, srbjugation, inequality or defiance of

individual civil rights.m

The author has highlightd the characteristics of Jinnah's persona According fs him,

Jinnah understood that whatever was ethically unacceptable and was short of honesty

could not be politically acceptable.ur Jinnah5oined politics in 1906 and continued till

the final stage of his existe,nce.2a2 According to the author, Jinnah was a practical

person and an excellent negotiator thrs, his judgment of the accurate time to place

ahead his demand for Pakistan was conventionally correct. He had been vigilanfly

rwising all the diverse plans for the deliverance of the Muslims' desires. His mission

was a problematical one of maintaining unity among the Muslims, and of

outuaneuvering the designs and shategies of the Hindus and the British. He was

determined for the freedom of India though equivalently protecting the welfare of the

Muslims.2a3

238Ibid.. 30.
23e Ibid.. 23.
zo Ibid.. 25.
2{r Ibid..33
z2lbid..33,
tA3Ibid..531.
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The author corrmelrted on the legacy of Jinnah and stated that, Iinnah at a standstill

captured a ce,ntral position in the Pakistani consciousness. Resting in his mausoleum,

he is still more influential than the contemporary leaders of Pakistan. He is constanfly

governing from the mausoleum as the people reme,mber his speeches and appeal to

him fs discover a solution for their ditEculties.M T\e author has presented in this

book wery facet of the Jinnatr's life and his complex and delicate political

negotiations and legal battles preceding the emergence of Pakistan. He also has

tbroum new light on the Jinnah's personal life and has given a detailed account of his

family backgroud. The author has taken pains to discover not only the historical data

about Jinnah who played the most important and decisive role in shrying the destiny

of the sub-continent but also to interpret him 65 a men and as a politician. The author

bas e,mphasized the role of the Jinnah in India's stnrygle for fr,eedom and has enalyzed

his methods and shategies in winning over a motherland for the Muslims of India

The bibliogrryhy, the index and the detaild reference notes manifest the level of the

hard work in the production of this scholarly work. A great deal of new material has

been used to make this wort as authentic as possible. It has thus emerged as a well-

researched book having a great impact.

2.6- Naiim Hasan Shah's Anaffical Approach:

The next imporant work on Jinnah by Pakistani non historian is Nasim Hasan Shah's

Qaaid-i-Azam: Whether Seatlarist or Fundamennlist.2ls The study under review is

mainly focused otr one aspect of the Jinnah's personality. According to the author.

Jinnah was such a great person who had courage to scariff his life, health and

4Ibid.. 882.
u5 Nasim Hasan $heh, Quaid-i-Azam: whether Sccularist or frrndamcnalist, in Riaz Ahmc4 Pakistani
Scholars on Quid-i- Azott Mohantmd Ali Jitnal, (Islamabad: Quaid-i-Azam Univcrsiry. 1999).
Nasim Hasan Shah is thc formcr ChidJustice of Pakistan and author of many books.
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happiness for his people.u6 According to the author, Jinnah was v€ry much attached

to his religion. During the early age, Jinnah chose Lincoln's Inn to study law because

Lincoln admittcd that Holy Prophet (PBUID was the greatest Lawgiver of history by

placing him at the top of the list of the great lawgivers of the world. In his laterperiod

he had had an argrrment with his cherished daughter over her marriage with a non-

Muslim.zT These two events showed his commitnent with his religion.

His vision of Pakistan was of a moderate democratic state which would be govemred

according to the principles of Islam. Everyone would have been equal in terrrs of

rights and status. He wanted a social jrstice for ev€ry citizen. According to the author,

he drearnt for a pleasant situation whe,re e\reryone could live free from biases and

prejudices. The author has portrayed Jinnah as a simple Muslim devoid of any haits

of secularisrn and firndamentalism. Writer has expresse{ "He was neither a secularist

nor a fimdamentalist but a tnre beliwer, inspird by the Islamic ideals of social justice

and betterment of all his compatiots inespective of their faith, caste, crped and

denomination."48

The author has used very simple language and has proved his narrative with logic and

factual data He has usd speehes of Jinnah to build his narrative. His approach is

anatytical and very logical. In short this research is useful for the ge,neral reader and

historian as well.

2.6Ibid.255.
2tmd..253.
?I8Ibid..255.
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2.7- Syed Sharifuddin Pirzada's Analytical Appnoach:

Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnah and Pakistan by Syed Sharifudin Pirzada is a

study of one aspect of Jinnatr' political life which is the most important achievement

of Jinnah political career.ile Author mention that his work is an ans\per to many

question related to linnah changed his mind towards Pakistan and his stnrggle for this

goal250 Before discussing the linnah contribution in the making of Palcistan Author

highlightd the concept of Two Nations and revealed whole proposals of partition

categorically to understand the background and atuosphere at that time. With this

backgrouud it has been reveal that demand for Pakistan was not a sudden move or

sudden illusion sg sl in$riratim of Mtrslims. Instead zuggestion for the partition of

India for the improve,rrent of governess was the,re with the final stages of the demise

of Muslims in Indian 6ad amazingly not only Muslims thinkers were alone in this area

Hindus and British along with other thinkqs were also thirfting on satrle area ftom

time to time till Ircague adopted as demand for future co,nstitutional dwelopment in

Indi425l

According to the author, Jinnah was vigilant and careful personality, 'cool by

temperament' and realistic in approach.252 g"was a very hard working, well informed

and well prepared pemon Author narrate the events before the one of the most

important I^eague session of 1940 which reveal that JiDnah had studied the whole

material related to suggestion for partition of India along the world politics and

history and use information for the references with his own unique -antretr.253 Author

has meirtioned that Jinnah had spoken about Two Nation Theory in public for the first

'' Sy"d Strarifiddin Pir:ada. Quaid-i-Azon Mohonmad Ali Jinnah and Pak*mn ( Islamabad: Hurmat
publicatioms. 1989). Hc has coryiled a vast valuable wor* on Jinmah. He has workcd on many
itrportart porfolio within Pakistani govemmcnt.
250 Ibid. i.
25r Ibid. 5-56.
252lbid. 59.
25r lbrd. 74.
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time in April 1936 many years ahead of 1940 when League and Jinnah officially

adoeted demand of Pakistm.2s

Author hes also rweal that viceroy and British government tid their best to restrain

Jinnah and kague from holding session in Lahore or at least deter him frro,m the

demand of Pakistan. They tied wery possible option but failed to dets him

demanding Pakistan.2ss These facts have prcved that British were against Jinnah and

his demand for Pakistan. Although author has discussed the rerraining went of larer

stages of frreedom stnrggle and role of Jinnah in the events in brief manner and also

attach some valuable material as appendix. By and large it is fine effort by a Pakistani

authon to present historical fact with brief analpis. His langue is simple and easy to

understand. He has used too much citation from other author's analysis.

2.8- Saad Rashidul tr(hairi's Analytical Approach:

Jinnah Reinterpreted: The Journeyfrom Indian Nationalism to Muslim Statehood by

Saad R. Khairi is another important work on Jinnah.2s5Author has explained the

objective of uniting this book is that to bring back the accurate picture of Jinnah and

narrate and examine the events that strained him to move towards the partition 25T

Author has regretrcd that Jinnah was not treated fairly and erraluated in tue

se,nse.2s8Author has id€ntified the Gauses why Jinnah was less studied. One reason

author has mention of lack of interest of uniters in Jinnatr was Jinnatr's neat and clean

life without twist and turn. Other reason is lack of drma factor in Jinnah political

stnrggle which could impress the average mind. He firther explain with exarnple from

the world and also elaborated which tlpe of adventures and drama factor of world

251lbid..5g.
25s Ibid.. zo.
56 Saad kYrfuifri.Jittnah ktnt*praed. Ihe Jownet'.fiom Indian natbnalism to M*slim Statehood
(Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity Press. 1995). Hc is retircd diplomat andpurnalist. He is a well-known
ruthor.
257Ibid.. x
2st Ibid.. xv.
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leading personatities impressed the average mind of people. Author has also blame

krdian and British for defaming Jinnah by hiding and twisting facts. Author has

explained the personalrty of Jinnah and his politics in this way that Jinnah had 'led a

shaight life, folloured a straigtrt path, alked and act straight'.25e He firther explained

that linnah was a patriot and nationalist leader in true sense. He had never altered his

path. He worked for the general welfare of the people and for Muslims particularly.

He had alt€red his shategy frrom time to t"ne like any commander in any battle

however he had never dterd his essential principle or his final objective. His life

could be described in one word'logic'.2@

Author like majority of the authors also draw a comparison between the Jinnah and

Gandhi. According to author therc is a false impression is prwailing in India and to

some sectionr of Pakistani are also got effect by that false impression. That false

impression is that Gandhi had won freedom for India which could not get support

from historical data. Mattcr of the fact twmtieth century wihess many stages of

freedom struggle of India During the early two decades the stnrggle was remain

mosfly in Coucil chambss and in the realm of law and during that time Gandhi and

his favourite disciple were not present at that time in that realm. Howwer Jinnah was

one of the powerfirl forces which was pushing British on back foot and leading India

towards the freedom. Gaodhi entered into Indian political ar€na after that time

howwer he got prominent position and gain total authority on Congress due to his

popular moveme,nt. Howwq it is the irony of the history if it would claim that due to

those move,ments of Gandhi India had attained Mom. Each of his movement

doomed to fait. His first atteoryt was in opposition to the Rowlatt Act started and

ended very soon without any result. The Non-cooperation Movement which created

25e lbid., x\[.
?50Ibid.. )o(
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too mgch enthusiasm and passion in Indian subco,ntinat was also srdde,nly calls off

dnring its high time. He started salt satyagraha tvro time but also leave them in

between. His last one is Quit India which was crush in very early stages due to the

defensive policy of British at that time. And many time he pro,mised for fr,eedo,m in

one year but fail to fulfil it. Howwer it is not that he did not contribute in freedom

stuggle on the other hand he contibuted greatly in awaking the consciousness but

here he also unleash the hater among two main communities of India and paved the

way forpartition as well. 261

Author has paid huge tibute to the p€rsona and politics of Jinnah by comparing him

with Washington and Bismarck two world great ge,neral and statesmen. Like them he

had face two fo,rrridable cnemy who were more powertrl, resourceful, well-equipped

and technologcally advance. Iinnah qr6s pmaining victorious due to his daring

pr,o1rcsals, supr€me talent and an excellent wisdom of calculation of events despite the

joint alliance of Congress and British. He was a pemon of high moral standard who

never adopt low tracts despite being betrayed by friends and push to the corn by

critics thus his clean and open mefhod to achieve objective e,nhance the tmiqueness

and greatness of his achierrement.2@

Author also explained that British never like Jinnah due to the powerfrrl and inflexible

patriotism. They were not in a comfortable relationship with such a Indian leader who

could not curvd nor purchased and nor dodged. British use to keep quit other Indian

leader like putting Tilak in jaild or deporting him and by playing trick with the ego

of Gandhi and Nehru. Howcver Jinnah was a different kind of leader. His deadly

sharp wisdom need only one moment to identiff the weak qpot in every British plan

thus he use to play the battle of nerrre with them on his gound. He was so much

m rbid,vltr-x.
26EMd.,437.
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colrageous that he could take stand-alone against all for the sake of principle. With

his demand of Pakistan this British antago'nism raised many fold. On one in British

political circle wer supportod the de,mand of Pakistan howwer their levels of

antagonism differ frrom person to person They tried their best to retain the unity of

India but failed due to one person linnah thus how could they srpport or eve,n like

him.63

Author has p'resented the picfire of Jinnah with deep emotion while maintain the

factual date correctly. Author has adopted objective and impartial approach.

Importance of the work is that he presented a brief picture of work on Jinnah and also

explained the reason of lack of interest on exploring Jinnah. He has presented the

comparison of Jinnah with world leader other than Hindus which make his analysis

unique.His tanguage is fine and rich. His argument are well build and zupportod by

evidence. His work is worth to be read not only for the history stude,nts but also for

the general reader.

To sum up, it can be said that the mainsfream Paldstani authors have paid massive

acknowledgment to Jinnah's perconq traits. his dedication and loyalty for his nation.

He was a promised Messiah blessed by Allah to secure the Muslims in India from

annihilation. The authors have mosfly narrated his atrpearmce and politic in a

majestic manner being very emotional unlike the historians. Althougb" their approach

is objective and based on reason yet the early works of this section have been done to

rrcord the life history of Jinnah for future generations. These authors have explored

the persona and politics of Jinnah in a simple narrative style. There are few authors

who have explorod Jinnah in a thematic menner but most of them were not interested

in vriting a lengthy book so. they confined their exploration in form of an article. a

253 Ibid.. 455-58.
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chapter in a book or an essay. Early wor*s of this section were in a biographical style

howwer, in later works, the authors have adopted an analytical approach. However

they also maintain the objectivity of the work. Their works are focus on the topic.

Although they shower their love their leader and hero but they nsver use fairytale

style to create any fantasy. Perhaps there is stnong impact of shong tradition of pure

history rvriting among the Mwlims throughout ages on these uriters' works. They

noyetr twist the facts or tied to mould them according to their nanative. They also

r€strain the,mselves frrom making big images or damaging aoy one. They tried to

present frct as it is almg with their analysis.
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CHAPTER- 3

PAIflSTAI\I POLITICAL LEADERSHIP ON JII\INAII

The cmfial idea of chapter is to logically examine the opinion of Pakistani political

leadership that is how they have pe,rceived the character, personality and the politics

sf Jinnah. Pakistani leadership has paid a temendous tibute to the founding father of

Pakistan and has explained that Jinnah worked very hard for the salvation of the

subjugated people without any biases of caste, cree4 race and religon throughout his

political life. Jinnatr's stnrggle and his stand on certain issues were based on

principles. His whole potitical career and life style rwolved around the presettled

principla. His integrity was beyond any doubt and wen his arch rivals used to admit

it. During the decisive phase of the freedom stnrggle, Jinnah being President of the

kague honestly used his errands and authorities as were described by the constitution

of the League. Being the skilled €xpert of a political conrbat, he never exploited his

opponent by using interior accent and he also did not hide himself behind the interior

acce,nt at the time of hardship. Through fatal stage of freedom movement Jinnah was

the only leader whose uique qualities of leadership tiumphed in fight for Pakistan.

Pakistani political leaders have produced a variety of historical wort on the persona

and politics sf Jinnah. The opening work of this section is based on the personal

memories and personal relationship of the authors with Jinnah. Their uniting showed

their deep emotional attachment with JiDnah. While with the passage of time, they

cultivated very unique and innovative approach. They justified the creation of

Paldstan in a very logical manner. M1t Brother by Fatima Jinnah is the pusonal

account of Jinnah's younger sister Miss Fatima Jinnah who remained the closest

companion of Jinnah during eqpecially the last three decades of his life. It has

revealed that although Jinnah was facing so much pain and $ffering at personal lwel



but he kept himself engagd in the ferocious battle for Pakistan. He looked very

comlrcsed and stnong in public but inside he was in de€p pain and exlrausted by illness

which claimedhis precious life at the end.

The Emergance of Pak*taa by Chaudhri Muhammad AIi is the narration of personal

accounts of the author and it has described the point of view of the author about the

freedom movement and especially about the politics and personality of Jinnah. He has

narratd many ev€,ots of the frreedom movement which he has witnessed. He has used

very simple language. It caonot be called a rcsearch study because it is only a

description of the different errents rather thau the scrutiny or the analpis of the cve,nts

bythe author.

The ltdus fu,ga and the Making of Pakisnnby Ajtr;az Ahsan is the epic story of the

cultural and conomic history of the people of Pakistan and the author has traced out

the historical origin of Pakistan and her inhabitants throughout the centuies. The

study is a fine explanation of the idea of Pakistan throughout the ages. The study has

explained the historical process md derrelopme,nt of the idea of Palcistan through ages.

Quaid-e-,4zam ,4s I Kncw, Him by M. A. S. Ispahani is a narrative of the relationship

betwee,n the author and Jinnah. The study is based on the personal account of the

author. The shrdy is produced to pay a Eibute to the politics and leadership of linnalr

in a simple and easy language.

Memoies of Jinnah by K. H. Khurshid is a personal account of the author which

described the memories of Jinnah and his relation with his workers. The shrdy is

based on the notebooks kept by the author. Throughout the significant era of the

fr,eedom stnrggle ftoml944 to 1947. he had the chance of working with Jinnah very

closely. Thus. he has thrived to rebuild Jinnah's thoughts through that era and has

86



supplied numerous priceless footnotes to the history of that era- This manuscript is

worth studylng and has valuable information about Jinnah's life.

3.1- Fatima Jinnah's Simple Narration:

My Brotherby Fatima Jinnah is basically bascd on the memories of Jinnatr's youngest

sister Fatima Jinnah and has been edited by Sharif at-Mujahid.2n According to the

author, Jinnah has a rmique gift of nature like giant strength and undarmted power to

achieve a target set by hi-.265 He was famous for his powerfirl argrrment through

which he could blow a well-built case with otre sentence.266 The authon has discussed

the childhood habits of Jinnah" According to her, Jinnah was a logcal kid and his

likes and dislikes were based on deep down reasoning. He was very fond of horses

and explained the reasotr for his liking that the horses used to hold their heads high

aod straight which showed their power and confidence. He was a keen observer of

nafire and has learat fr,om the nature thd looking forward and shaight was the best

position to live. Thus, he set the rule for his life to look ahead and straight. He was

nef,rer twisted by hardships instead he used to challenge the,m and defeat them.267

According to the author, Jinnah was formd of reading that was why he was familiar

with manypoets and uniters of English literature. Some of them remained favorite till

the last stage of his life. He was a grat admirer of Shakespear€.26t One of the best

examples of Jinnah's admiration for Shakespeare was his letter to Gandhi in which he

has quoted from Shakespearc. Actully Gandhi stnove to flatter Jinnah and requested

him f6 guide to prcnounce zuitable title before his name. Gandhi informed Jinnah

about his misrnderstanding about Jinnah's name and told him that he used to call him

u Fatima Jiruratr" My Broter. ed Sharif al Mujahid(IGrachi: Quaid-i-Azam Academy. 1987). She is
the youngcr sistcr of Jinnah.
26s Ibid.. l.
ffi Ibid-.2.the
267lbid.. 59-60.
25t lbid.. Bo.



.Janab Jinnah Sahib'. Jinnah then responded with these lines from Shakespeare "What

is in a prefix? After all, a rose called by any other name smetls just as sweet."26e

The vriter has explained that Jinnah's potitical work and duties were multiplied

during the finat decade of his life. He neglected the recommendations of his doctors

and the requests from his younger sister and concenhated morc and more on his work.

Worh work and nore work was his motto. He utilizod all the en€rgy of his body to

wort hard for his nation at the cost of his health. He pushed himself more and more

into the turbule,nt sea of politicat stnrggle.2?o The author has highlighted the selfless

and humanistic approach of Jinnah during the last decade of his life. With all the

shortcomings of health and old age, he fought his batfles with determination and lion-

heartedness and led his followers to victory safely. The author also has higblight€d tfre

amalrrng power of his iron will, luckily he had the habit of sleep at wil power and

reservations and concenrs were put in to the sideline of subliminal although they did

not disappear. Each day came with new challenges and new difficulties and was

ma*d with heavy decisions taken by him. He was a spirit who wantod badly to serve

his people. He continued that intense rhythm of life for many years, despite the fact

that his fatal disease consumed his body.21t

m Gandhi in his leter to linnah on Januaryl5. 1940 nrote. I harc to write 'Mr.' beforc any Indian
name. It is so rmnatural. Hence I have been writing of you as 'Janab Jinnah Sahib'. according to usage
aught me by thc latc llatdm Sahib. But Abul KslEm rclls me that in the kague Circles you ar€ always
called "Quaid-e-Azam"_And you will see from the enclosed how the frnistring touch was given by a
tclcgram I reccived fiom Gulburga I hope you will accept my assuranee tbat what I have donc, has
bcen dome in good frith and out of regard for you If. howcvs. you would have me address you
othcrwisc, I ehrll rcsp€ct yogr wishcs. Jirmafu in his rrply wrotc on Jannuary2l. 1940, I rhank 1ou for
ptrr anxicty to rEspcct rny wishes in the matter of the prcfix you should use with my namc. What is in
I prcfix after all. a rose cdled by any othcr name smclls jrut as sweel So I leave the mater e,ntirely to
you and have no particular wish in the mattcr. I rcalll'do not know why you ar€ worricd so much
about it. L however notice that the prcscnt prcfix you are using is according to the usage aught to you
by the larc Hakim Sahib. But surprisingly cnough during his lifetime and till long after hrs dcath" you
addressed me as "Mr.". then quite recently you addrcssed me as "Shree*. and in between as "fricnd".
but pleasc do not bothcr about this matttr
Sycd Sarifiddin Pirzado, d... Quid-e-Azan Jinnah's Correspondence (Karachi: East and Wcst
Publishing Corpany, I 977),95 -98.
m Fatima Jimsh. My Brothcr. d.. Sharif al Mujahi( 2.
27r Ibid.. 10.
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According to the author, after the passitrg of Pakistan resolution in 1940, Jinnah

forced his ill heath to go with his hard work. He made up his mind to realize the

demand of Pakistan in to r€ality and the scatte,red md disorgmized followers were his

only shength. Nonstop tavelling lengthy and difficult working hours and political

condition of the Mustims desho1led his health a lot but he did rrotcar;e.2n

She realled the me,mories of his jounrey to Madras in 1941 for League secession

there. She has described that he was very sick at that 
."ne 

and by-passing doctor's

advice; he went there and attmded the session. He had also by-passed her request of

brid ad&€ss. When he stood up for speech, there was a pindrop sile,nce in such a

huge gafhoing. He delivered a speech without any help from the uritten notes. He

had a habit of using very easy langrrage which was understandable for even the

illit€rate ones. He was srch a unique kind of leader who was not only clear enough in

fuis thinking but also was well-aware of the emotio,ns of his followers. He addressed

for more than two hours and although he was very sick but among his followers he

courageously explained the objectives and aims of the Indian Muslims.273

According to the author, Jinnah considered the creation of Pakistan as only the

complction of the first half of the mission and beginning of second half of his mission

which was the consolidation of Pakistan. He could not let himself go during the time

of calamity for his nation. He sought to inculcate optimism and anticipation to drive

out any mood of disturbancs 6sd rrnhappiness.2Ta

The author has revealed the emotional side of Jinnah's personality. He was very sad

and depressed over the sufferings of the Muslim refugees in India and most of the

time his eyes were wet with tears. The second thing for which he was too much

worried was the formulation of constinrtion of Pakistan. Whenwer he formd time, he

27?bid..34.
273lbid.,8.
:7.Ibid.,l3.
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utilized it to shrdy different books on world's constitutions. Iftshmir problem along

with the Solidarity and integrity of Pakistan was also of great concern for hirn. These

major issues occupied his mind most of the time during his last da1ls.2zs

The study is an interesting analysis of Jinnah habits, behavior and life style and shed

light on the humanistic aspect of Jinnah. The book is not uritteo in chronological

o,rder. The author has started from the last phase of Jinnah political career than tumd

to the family background and early life of Jinnah. However the author has not

discussed the early political life of Jinnah. The study is the personal accormt of

Jinnah's younger sister Miss Fatima Jinnah who was the companion of Jinnah for last

decades of his life. The author has anallzd that JiDnah by-passed the advice of

doctors and fought alone with his illness. Despite the severe illness, he shove hard for

the salvation of Indian Muslims and creatpd a new homeland of them in the shqe of

Pakistan. In sho$ the study is done with the emotion of love and care of a sister to her

brother. Nonetheless study is usefirl to understand Jinnah personality and politics.

3.2- Chaudhri Muhammad Ali's Simple Explanation:

The Emergence of Pakistan by Chaudhri Muhammad Ali is the story of freedom

stnrggle.276 The author has also elaborated the political strategy of Jinnah for the

achierrement of Pakistan and the pemona and character of Jinnah. According to the

author, Jinnah was equippd with strong will power. clarity of vision, sagacity of

verdict and consistency.z1T Jinazh stimulated wholehearted self-reliance among the

Muslims because of 'tis integrlty, @urzge, statesrnanship. and sincerity.'27t

According to the author, Jinnah was totally an anti-thesis to Gandhi because Jinnah

apparenfly did not look like a popular leader: he never as a religious leader

275lbid., ll.
276 Chaudhri Mnhammad IJi,Ihe Emergance of P&isun ( Lahorc: Rcscarch Sociay of Pakrstan 3d
inrp,ression 1979). Chardki Mubarrmad Ali was the ex prime minism of Pakistan .

2?7lbid., 38.
zil Ibid..41.
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and was absolutely reluctant to any kind of demonshation or to a melodramatic

misheatuent of religious emotions and feelings. His honesty was unchallengeable

because neither any official designation could attact him norr did admirations damage

him. He was such an undarmted p€rson that any amormt of hazard or might of power

could not frighten him. He used to speak so simple, to the point and clear-cut words

that no one could derive auy other meaning from it At times, he was discourteous for

his opponents not because of hatred but because of their political hlpocrisy. During

the decisive phase of the freedom stnrggle, Jinnah being the President of the League

honesfly used his powers as described by the constitution of the League. Being an

expert of political combaq he never exploited his opponents by using interior accent

and he also did not hide himself behind the interior ar*qfiat the 
.''ns 

sf fuardship.21e

According to the author, when Mulims set up a vahrable objective in shape of

Pakistan and disciplined thernselves rmder the dpamic leadership of Jinnah then

kague dweloped itself into an poweffirl mass political organization and was capable

to face the British aod the Hindus at the same time.2to

The unitq has describd that when Leagne tansformed itself into a stong political

orgmization, its president brought the most powerfirl political personalities under the

umbrclla of the kague. Jinnah's motto 'Unity, Faith and Discipline' had become a

breathing veracity in kague's circle. Muslims in India had become a nation for the

first time after the establishment of the British rule in Indiq rmder the leadership of

Jinnah. As au acknowledgernent for his great services to his nation" he was honourod

by the title of Quaid-i-Azam by his nation. The writer has expressod. "For the first

-'ryre since the days of British rule, the e,ntire Muslim nation stood unit€d in

!7e lbid.. 38.
2t0Ibid..37-39.
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disciplined ranks b€hind Jinnah. He came to be known by the tifle of Quaid-i-Azan,

or Great l*ader^,which was bestowed 6ra him by a grateful people. "28l

The author has revealed Jinnah's stategy of political awakening of the Muslim

masses. Jinnah's charisrnatic leadership won the loyalff of the eneqgetic suppomer like

students, optimistic )outh and growing middle class, who used to gather at his call

and to spead his message to the messes. The students, especially frrom Aligarh

Mustim University were devoted and committed volunteers for the struggle of

Pakistan. Ia Punjab, Muslim Shrdent Federation under the energetic leadership of

Hamid Nizami played a vital role in spreading the message of Jinnah and turned the

masses in favor of Pakistan despite the malicious and cnrel nrle of landlords of

Unionist party.282

The writer has described that the leadership qualities of the leaders like intelligence,

valor, determination and their abitity to rmit€ their nations under their command have

usrally been on tiat during such kind of stnrggles. Jinnah was the only leader during

the most crucial phase of freedom stnrggle, whose integrty could not be bought nor

could be be,nt by any intensity of pressure. At that time although the pressres were

terrific, political entity of the Indian Muslims was in great danger but Jinnah was the

o,nly leader whose unique qualities of leadership triumphed and he stood snaight in

fr,ont of the difficulties. The writer stat4" As in all such struggle, the wisdom, the

courage. and the she,ngth of will of the leaders, and their ability to rally their

respective nations behind them was tested to the fu11... Except for Jirurah" there was

no Muslim leader at that time whom blandishment might not have won or pressure

would not have 6*t.r283

2tr Ibid-.42.
282 Ibid..41.
2t3lbid.- 143.

92



The author has narrated an incident which showed the biased and rwengeful nature of

Iord Mountbatten. According to the author, the Viceroy rushed into room in anger

where finnah was wo,rking on the Indian Indepe,nde,nce Bill with Liaquat Ali Khan

and the author. He threate,ned linnah with grave consequ€,nces if the Viceroy would

not be the common Governor General of both the counties. However Jinnah listened

to the argunre,nts with great digmty and replied that commo,n Crovernor General was

not in the interest of Pakistan brut Mountbatten remained uconvinced and faced deep

humitiation on that issue.28a Historical record rerreals that Mormtbatten used his

influence to alter the boundaries of provinces to take r€v€nge 1o. yi.rr5 zes

According to many historians, Jinnah's decision of defiance for Mountbatten to

become common Governor General of India and Pakistan was full of wisdom and

saved Pakistan fr,om the wil designs of Mountbatten and his friend Nehru.2t6 9o 16.

other hand Jinnah's decision of becoming the Govenror General of Pakistan was not

for power and prestige but for protecting his people ftom miseries and ufferings

which had been larnched by Hindus-British alliance as a punishment for the creation

of Pakistan.287 1a. study is a narration of personal accounts of the author and his

opinion about the freedom movement and especially the politics and personality of

Jinnah. He openly has admitted that ther€ was no other leader anrong the Indian

Muslims who could win battle for Palcisan. He has narrated many events of

moveme,nt which he had witnessed. He has used very simple language. It is not a

research study and has only explained the point of view of the author about the

different events.

2u lbid,.,l77.
zts 7.g.7aidr. cd.Qwid-i-Azan Mohunad Ali Jitvral, Pqers. Scr. l,\,'ol. \ffi( Islamabad: Quaid-r-
Azam Paper Wing.2003), 287 .e H.V. Hodson. Thc Grcat Divide: Brit ;n-India-Pd<istan (Karachi: Orford University Prcss. 1985)
523.
a7 Iqtidar Kararrat Chccma. Quoid-i-Azfri, Mohonmad Ali Jiilrah as a Croverzor Ganeral qf Pakistott
(Lahort: University of Prmjab, 2006).17.
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33- NhrzAhsan's Thematic and Analytical Study:

The Indu fuga and the Making of Pahisnnby Aitr;az Ahsan is the epic story of the

cultural and economic history of the people of Palcistan and the authon has traced out

the historical origin of Pakistan region and her inhabitants throughout centuries.2tE

The author beliwed that Jinnah was a man of matchless qualities like;

constihrtionalist to the corp,28e [berat and anti firndamentalist 2s bold md

coumgeous,2el confident and charismafic.2n He was a leader of noble cause and he

was the one who wo,rted hard for the salvation of subjugated people without any

biases of caste, cree( race and religion. He was a real hero of deprived people and a

grcat humanitarian activist. His sfruggle was based on principles and his stand on

iszues was based on well-defined principles. He was not a kind of a person who

supported an issue to gain any benefit or puqrcse. His whole political career was filled

only with principles. His integrity was beyond any doubt wen his arch rival had

admitt€d if,2e3

According to the author, Jinnah was the paramount slmbol of upper class Muslim of

India He was categorically in opposition to orttrodoxy, obscurantism and monopoly

of the religors parties. He was against the theocracy and becarse of this reason he got

the support of wery me,mber of Muslim bourgeoisie and religious extne,mists were

overpowered by him.2%

Iinnah started his epic joumey to save the Muslims of India with very litfle

fellowship, however by 1946 elections; the results showed that he succeeded in

8t Nt A? Alrsan the Indus Saga and The Making of Pakistan (Karachi: Oxford Univcrsiq' Press.
1995). He is a well knovm Politian and rmellectral ofPakistan.
zte Ibid-.320.
mrbid.,327.
2er Ibid-,318.
2,21uld.,327.
2e3 Ibid.,32l
,glftid.,3z7.
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winning the confidence and blind faith of all the setions of Mtrslims. Dlmamic and

charismatic leadership of Jinnah had along with vigorous mass follouring made

creation of Pakistan possible.2es

The author bas explaind that it was due to the cryrstal-clear concept in total

slmchronization with indispensable and forbearing character of Indu along with

Jinnah's unfailing dwotion to his moratity ld to the transformation of Jinnah to

Quaid-i-Azam. Jinnah had become the most important factor in re-emeqging Indus

id€ntity and state through his inspiration and achiweme,nL WritEr has nanate( "ln his

ideas and actions, he had become the major catalyst in the re-establishing of the Indus

identity and state. He had thus facilitated the Indus person in rediscovering his

inheritance and identity in the material shape of the new Indus state of Pakirtr o;'.2e6

The author has give,n very intenesting explanation for the creadon of Pakistan.

According to the author Indus region was a separate land ftrom India throughout ages

that was why, in modern times the Indus wanted separation from India. That was an

instinctive and prehistoric search for identity. Indus was slipped back to its prehistoric

position in form of Pakistan. Writer has explained, "It was because the impulse of

Indus towards separatism was natural and primordial, and because it was itself based

on foundations that lay in rc,mote antiquity that history was tunring full circle. Indus

was rwerting to its primordial status. *2e7

The study is a fine explanation of the idea of Pakistan throughout the ages. The

separation of Pakistan from the rest of India is not an unexpected outcome rather the

only rightful outcome of historical process of progress because Indus was never a part

of India throughout history. The study is a fine example of historical process that how

this idea taveled through ages.

Ds Ibid.,335-336.
2e6 Ibid-,339.
2elbid..335.
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3.4- M. A. S. Ispahani's Simple Narration:

Quaid<-Azam As I Knew Him by M. A. S. Ispahani is narrative of the relationship

between the author and Jinnah.2es 1Xr author beliwes that Jinnah possessod some

grfted quatities like uncanny foresight and 1rcwer of anticipation.2e He had stength

and coruage,3m determirurtioq3ol foresightedness, statesmanship and consistency. 302

The author beliwes that Jinoah had a tneasure of self-confidence and determination

and thesc two virtues created an additional potential and frmness that raisd him to

the status of the most popular leader of Indian Muslim of 20m century. "Fro,m early

youth, Mohammad Ali JiDnah possessed a wealth of self-confidence and

determination and these two qualities plus ability and perserrerance raised him to his

later stature in public 1ift.4303

The author has explained that Jinnah faced great hardships during the early years of

his career. He worked very hard on cases but got nothings. With the virtues of

endurance, harl slog, diligence and skill, he attained accomplishme,nt and distinction

in his occupation. Writer has expresso( "Once he began to appear in cou1, his

tnoubles started to recede. He co,nducted his cases so ably for a young man that his

practice grew and there was no turning back for him. Through patience, hard work

industry and ability, he achieved success and fame in his profession." 3u

Writing about the habits of Jinnah, the author has recalled that Jinnah being an

upright person, abhorred teachery'. He neryer let off one who was teacherous to the

League and the national cause nor did he ever recline his confidence in such a man,

2rG 14. 6. H. Ispahani. Quoid < AzaD, As I Knett Him (Karachi: Royal Book Company. 1976). He is a
closc corrrade of linnah and atso served as a ambassador of Pakisun to US.
2s Ibid.. 60.
3m Ibid.. 93.
3or Ibid..g7.
3oa Ibid-.l36.
3oi Ibid.. 115.
30{ Ibid.. 116.
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no matter how much he needed that man's help in achiwing the objective he had set

for hirnself.3os

The authon has further recalled his me,mories and explored Jinnah as dedicated and

committed lead€r. His rule book was the same fs1 himsslf as for his followers.

Whenwer he took a task he wholeheartedly and single-mindedly used to finish tlnt

task first. He was not a kind of person who had ever wasted his time. When he used to

be busy with a taslq he did not care about food and sleep. 'Mohammad Ali Jinnah was

a tough task master. He drove himself as hard as he drove others. Something had to be

done; it had to be done quickly. He had no time to waste. Foo( rest and sleep had to

wait their hlnL" 306 1X" author has brought Jinnatr's personal traits into the lime-light.

According to the author, Jinnah was a well-disciplined person who beliwed in

preision. He had zero tolerance for imprecision. He could not e,ndure an absent-

minded person nor could waste his rime with them. He liked to listen to those only

who had to-the-point and unambiguous opinion. Writer has expressed. "Mr. Jinnah

was a meticulously methodical man and insisted on accuracy. He had no patience with

vagu€ness. He equally did not have time for no,r could tolerate a woolly-minded

person. With him, one had to be brief and clear if one wantod Mr. Jinnah to seriously

hear him a second tiaa.:'307

The author beliwed that Jinnah was exceptional with an e,ndless stock up of will

power. When Jinnah made Hs mind for pursuing anything. no power on earth could

change his mind. He was such a composed and disciplined person that he could easily

deff all persuasion and beseeching.3os

r{rs Ibid.,43.s Ibrd.. 96.
3oI Ibid.. 9G.
36Ibid.. 97.
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According to the author, Jinnah was a regimented man and he gave high priority to

rules and regulations in life because without law and order, progr€ss could not be

done in any sociefy and civilization. He advocated and emphasized the rule of law

wen at people gatherings when emotion got the bett€r of the masses who had come to

just carch glimpses of their beloved leader and to listen to his speech. He was such a

fascinating and charismatic personality that people get in order in gathering with only

a single wo,rd frrom his mouth and create pin drop silence.3@

According to the author, Jinnah possessed an extraordinary coherent intellect and

obvious judgme,nt. He had the ability to clutch whatever thing was in a blaze and

capable to put into words his opinion undoubtedly and evidenfly. He was such a

talented persm who used to consider tribulations and queries and their connotation in

advance to anyperson. That was the exceptional aspect of his personality which made

him not only a great advocate but also a grepf. political leader. His opponents knew

this tait of his personatity very well.3loAccording to the author, Jinnah was a very

confident p€rson and he alwap used the oeeortunity in a best way. He could not be

won by wealth or influence. He sought to be autonomou and to be his own master.3lt

The author has acknowldgd the charismatic leadership of Jinnah. The author is of

the view that Irague's representative statu was suocessfully recognized due to the

inimitable leadership of Jinnah and the attachment and dwotion it stirred up frrom the

Muslim nation. Jimah stnove hard systernatically and consistenfly to unite the

Mrslims of the sub-continent and to make the,m aware of their tnre destiny. His hanl

worft bore fruit and from there on, nothing deterred Muslims to achierre their target of

independence.3l2

3oe Ibid., loo.
3r0Ibid.. 107.
3rr IUd,116.
3t2lbid.. 143
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According to the author, when the situation was totally against the Muslims, Jinmh

stood like a ganq showed the matchless skills of political leadership and picked up

the plan which cleared the road to materialization of Pakistan as an autonomous state.

He protected the whole of India frrom catastophe which had erreqged due to pattem of

an autho,ritarian government at the centre.3l3 The author has *plained the reasons fs

acceptauce of the Cabinet Mission Plan by the kague. The author believed that

acceptance of CMP by league was a tactical move from the League and Jinnah.3la 1X.

author has attributed the struggle of Jinnah as the stnrggle for the salvation of Indian

Muslims. He has also trncovered the tnre face of Congress leadership. Writer has

exptaind 'Congress was in no mind or mood to sharc power in the subcontinent. Its

arogance was patent and it was this arogance which wentually brought about the

partition of India At fust, in utter disgrrst, the Cmgress leaders Like Patel and later

Nehru, was h4py to rid thernselves of the Muslim nuisance but it did not take long

before remorse set in on the rcalization that the Congress had in haste, committed a

grave o-r.-315

This study is based on the personal accounts of the author who had paid a marvelous

tibute to the politics and the leadership qualities of Jinnah. He conside,red Jinnah as a

savior who was sent by Allah to save Indian Muslims fr,om complsts annihilation. On

3r3 Ibid..22o.
3r4 During the protractcd negotiations bawecn the Cabinet Missioll. the Congress and the
Muslim Iraguc it had bccome clcar that thc rrpresentatives of the Labor Crovcrnmcnt in
England wcre obviously biased in ftvour of the Congrcss and thc Hindus. They were
arxiors to appease thc Congress evc,n at the cost of the imercsts of the Mrulims and the
minorities. Bcaring this difficulty in mind- the Quaid-e-Az8rn" by skillful negotiations.
had cxtrrctcd the maximum amount of conccssions fiom thc Cabinet Mrssion. If thc
Iagrc rejectcd outright thc co,rp,romise plan wolved by the Mission it would have put
itself out of court and therc was cvcry likelihood of the Britislr Govcrnme,nt transferring
all powcr to the Congrcss. leaving the Muslims to Orcir fatc. It would not havc bccn wise
on the part of the Lcague to take upom itself the o"ns of r€sporuibility for wrccking the
plan and thercby losing whatcver slqathy thcrc was for its case m Iondom. The Lcagrrc.
thcrcfor€. made a tactical move in acccpting tbe plan thus putting both the Cabina
Mission and thc Congress in a position from which they would find it diffisult to uriggle
ofi-,222.
3rslbid.,22g.

99



the other hand he has also uncovered the tnre face of Indian leadership namely

Congress top leaders and their narrow mindedness about the Muslims. The study also

has shd light on the humanistic atfribute of Jinnah's character and personaltty in a

very simple and easy language.

3.5- trC II. Khurshid's Simple Narration:

Memories of Jinnah by K. H. Ifturshid is a personal account of the author's memories

related to Jinnah's relations with his worters.3l6 The author has shed light on the rare

and unique aspects of Jinnah's personality. The author has appreciated the unique

traits of his persona and has described that he was incredibly staight forward and

bnrtally frank,3l7 a great fight",ftt and very responsible.3le 11. was very kind and

paternal toward his subordinates. He was such a responsible person that he used to

reply errery letter personally.rzo According to the author, he used to talk with clarity of

the pronunci*ion and the meaning.32l

Jinnah wali a welldisciplined and organized and used to follow the schedule. He used

to do werything according to the accuracy of the t'me.3zz According to the author, he

was not a kind of person who was habitual to hide his blunt nature and point of view

with forged or shallow charms. He could not talk sneetly to 4pease people.323

Another fimdamental trait of Jinnah's clraracter was his sing behavior

about the principles. Jinnah neither himself not his colleagues could deceive or betray

others. He worked like straight arow and he worked according to the book. That was

his character. The writer has narrate4 "The most important aspect of Mr. Jinnah's

316 K. H. Kurstrid. Mz emoies of Jinnah. ed. By Khalid Hasan(Iatrore: Sang-e-Meel Publications.
2001). He was a pcrsonal secrctary to Jfuiah and later became the prcsident of AJK.
3t7 rbid,..71.
3t8Ibid.. gt.
3re lbid.. 76.
t2olfrlid..7G77.
32t Ibid..43.
322lbid-.76.
323 tbiL-77-7A.
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character was that neither he himself nor his colleagues or lieutenants wene given to

resorting to the ticls and double-faced deals usually associated with politicians. He

played an qpen hand and he played according to the rules. That was his nahlre."324

The urthor has revealed some aspects A,om the attitude of Jinnah. He has described

that IUr. Jinnah grew bitter and hard enough because of being betrayed by the

opponents repeatdly. He had been deceived most of the time which 6xds him

cautious. He was honest in dealings but got disrespect that was why, he dweloped a

habit to calculate very carefully before taking any action.32s

Gandhi used to manipulate Jinnah's words to bargain with the British. They were

ne\rer wer serious to solve the Hindu-Muslim p,roblem.rz6 y1*r1, was very careful in

using words and never used a word which was not fully understandable or had double

6sanings.327 He learnt Urdu and tied to improve langrrage skill during holidap.32t

Jinnah loved Shakespeare the most and quoted him often.32e The author has narrated

his mernories in a very simple and lrcid manner. His words showed respecq love and

admiration for Jinnah. The study has a refreshing personal and human view of Jinnalu

uritten with candour, tnrthfirlness and sincerity by the author. This study is based on

the notebooks kept by the author. Throughout the significant era of Mom stuggle

ftoml944 to 1947, he had the chance of working yift linnah very closely. Thus he

has thrived in rebuilding Jirurah's thoughts during that era and has supplied numenous

priceless foohotes to the history of that era- Thus this is a worthy manuscript to

understand and analpe the political career and aura of Muhammad Ali Jinnah.

3ilIbid..86.
325lbid.,95-96.
326Ibid., 8l-82.
32T lbid-.82.
32t lbid.. 94.
32?Ibid".95.
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3.6- Liaquat AIi Khan's Anal5rtical Approach:

The next important work by Pakistani political leader on Jinnah is Pakisun: the Heart

of ,4sia by Liaquat Ali Khar330 The study is a collection of autlrcr's speeches.

Although the study has dealt with the history of Pakistaq her proble,ms and her

relatio,ns with the world yet he also has analped the persona and politics of Jinnah.

Describing the unique qualities of JinnalU the author has grven credit to Jinnah for his

farsightedness which saved the Muslims fom elimination in tnditrlt He was such a

great person who could calculate the future, thus he carne up with the idea of

Pakistan. Before he reached to the conclusion of Pakistan, he worked with Hindu

leaders for the freedom of India He in the initial phase of the freodom stnrggle,

wanted freedom not only for Hindus but also for Muslims as well.

According to the author, Jinnah was the one who came up with a solution to save

Muslims of India frrom the aggression and animosity of hostile majority of Hindu in

66i.332 He was a die-hard constitutionalist who had shong faith in democratic

norms.333 In Jinnah's opinion, minorities must have rights and safeguards in

dernocratic system.3il Jinnah in simple and staight way explained the concept of

Pakistan and the Muslims rmderstood his concept and got new e,neqgy from his

rmdefeatable determination. And to acknowledge his leadership croumed him wift fts

tifle of Q'uaid-i-Azam.335 In writer's words, "All his life he fought for freedom but

since he fought for the substance and not for the shadow, for the thing and not for the

330 Liaqnat Ah Khan Pahstan' the Heut ofAsi,a (Cambridge: Ilan'ard Univcrsity Press. 1950). He
was the first PM of Pakistan.
33tIbid-,71.
332Ibid..71.
333Ibid..72.
tv16d.,72.
33s Ibid.,72. 81.
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worl{ he let no illtrsion or catch- pbrases obscrup his penetrating insight or conformd

his grasp of the essentials."336

According to the author, Jinnah was rationalist who possessed a sfiong power of

insight and logic. He could not be twistd by sweet words. He could come to

conclusions very early. Drring the freedom stuggle, he fought for the freedom frrom

the British and he was anxiously waiting for the representation of the Muslims in

unit€d India to come rmder democratic sptem. Thus, he demanded safeguards for the

Muslims in India. When his demands were rejected, he brought a solution for the

Muslims and within a very short time perio4 Muslim uderstood his concept and

gathered under the Ircague banner to attain their freedom and srcceeded due to

Jinnah's visionary leadership. The author has used very simple md easy langrrage and

his expressiql ha^s rwealed love and respect for his leader. He has explained the

concept of Pakisan and Jinnah's persona and politics with logic and reasoning and his

words have shown his commifuent with his leader and commander.

3.7- Chaudhary Khaliquzzaman's Simple Narration:

Pathwqv to Pdristan by Ctamary Khaliquzzaman is a personal memory of

author.337 Although the book is the autobiography of author but he also accounted the

politics and persona ef Jinnah. Author paid rich tribute to the politics of Jinnah by

admitting that Jinnah was a great personahff and when he adopted Paldstan as a goal

he wholeheartedly work for it with great dedication" unflinching tenrper and

undamtedly. By the grace of Allah he was nef,rer inposition where he had to sacrifice

his prestige and fame. However frrom 1908 to l947all important leaders of India either

330 Ibrd..l 17-8
33" ChaudhaD, Khailquzzaman Pattwq' to Pahistan (Laho,re: Longnalr. 1961). He was one of the
promincnt leadcrs of Leaguc from IIP. He was the eyewitness of Muslim politics from khalifat
movctrrert and play iryortatrt pafi in difrcrrnt dcvclopment in Indian political arcma. He was also
awarded wilfr Hilal-i-Intia; for his scrrrices for the nation The original book was dmost rmavailablc in
Pddstan nowadays tlrus for analyisis of his opinion is done with thc Urdu translation of the book with
the name of Shuah-i-Pakistan second edition publishcd by Fiction House in 2017.
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Hindu or Muslim for example Gandhiji, Motilal, Jawaharlal, Das, Raj Gopal Achariq

Rajindra P€rsha4 Mawlana Mohammad Ali, Mawlana Sh*at Ali, Mawlana Hasrat

Muhani, Mawlana Abul Iklam Azad and Dr. Insari, all had to scarifies their wealth

and were put behind the bars despite all these no one attain such accomplishme,nt

Thus that was the wilt of Allah crrcept nothing explain 164. 338

Matter of the fact is that all these were put behind the bar due to the ouflaw nature of

their struggle under the burner of Gandhi. They and their follower should blame for

their short sight more than anything else. On the other hand Jinnah was the only

leader in India who was part of negotiation betrvee,n ruler and subject in Indian

political arena duing the fatal year of twentieth cmtury. During the final phase of

fr,eedom stnrggle JiDnah was the only political leader who had vast experience of

political negotiation and also had the courage and passion to bring all other party on

his term. That position of Jinnah was not giftd by any one he had work hard for forty

year of his political life for the ge,neral welfare and freedom of India and fon the

welfare of Muslims during his long political car@r he was tested and tied but nothing

can retain him fiorm his mission. He was nwer put b€hind the bar despite the sfrongest

opponmt of British rule in India was only due to the democr:atic and constitutionalist

natup of him.

Historical record is open to weryone to counter check now writing of British

authority has levsaled that how much they hate Jinnah. Author analysis has rwealed

that Jinnah approach towards freedom stnrggle was the only right path towards the

liberation. After projecting Gandhi and Nehru author himsetf confess that their all

movement did not bring freedom for India- Only League policy [under the leadership

33t Ibid.,695.
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of Jinnah] had brought the fruit of freedom which she adopted after 1937.33e 6u16*

has narrated the story of the demise of Muslim business tycoon Omar Subhani due to

his wholeheartedly panicipation in Khilafat Moveme,nt urhich in another words also

prcve the Jinnah prophecy tnre about the Moveme,nl3o Author has discussed the

Congress heEhent towards Muslims during the Congresg minisEies but it is quite

ama,irg that author did not blame Congress mentor Gandhi or Nehnr being the

president of organization but put all blame on exhe,mist Hindus and they also fo,rced

these two "innocent" people to keep quite on all these events. He even used some

harsh words for lvad at some places. rl Author whole narration reveals his biased

attitud€ towards Jinnah. He did not mention linnah political career druing the first tno

decades of twentieth ce,lrtury. Author also did not mention the contibution sf Jinneh

in the approval of Waqaf-alal- Autad bill which indicate not only his ability as a

lawyer but also his care for Indian Muslims. Whenerrer author has mentioned Jinnah

his words rweal a sense of jealous tone.3a2 And quite amazingly author could not

bring any evidence to prove his narrative.3a3

Author has discussed his personal relationship with Jinnah which was not harmonious

howeverhis relationship with other kague members were also not quite well. His

narration is also has a expression of taunt and mock. It seems that author consider

himself the Azad of Pakistan he also thought that he was not rewarded well like Azad

deqpite all the hard work and sacrifices. Author analysis seems to be an effort of self-

satisfaction. At some place he also twistd with the fact.

Like Pakistani historians and Pakistani Non-historians. Pakistani leadership has highly

praised Jinnatr's personal traits and politics. They are deepll' thankful to him for

33e lbid..256
?,olbid..ul
3fl Ibid.3E6-88
312lbid..s13.
313lbid-.s14.
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making Pakistan which is the only safe place for the Muslims to live in the Sub-

Continent. Mostly Pakistani political unitings are based on personal memories and

also the base of Palcistani historiography on Jinnatr. Their language is simple and their

words come from their heart. They narrate the we,nt as they were witness to it. Many

of their hypotheses were proved right in later times when documents wene opened up

for historian and the tnrth was revealed that Pakistani political leadership's thinking

approach was right. For instance, when Mohanrmad Ali v*rote about the Cabinet

mission PlarU the negotiations and initial acceptance by the League, his justificatio'n

was accurate enough and the time testified it. After so many ye,ars, when the British

documents were opened up for the researchers, it was revealed that the Labor Party

was appeasing the Congress due to their close frie,ndship. If Jinnah had rejected the

Plan, then they would definitely have given full power to Crcngress and would have

left the Muslims alone. Pakistani political leaders have used alainly easy language.

Their research is mostly based on their personal accounts. Howwer, some of therr

have writteir well-researchd books with well-built argrrments. Most of thenr have

showered praise on Jinnah's personality and politics but they have explained only one

side of the picture. They wen have not consulted each other's work to prcsent the full

narration of the went. They also have judged the personality of Jinnah according to

their relationship with him. After working on these authors. it seemed that except one

author all of them have not consulted the sources.
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CIHPTER.4

INDIAN HISTORIANS ON JINNNI
Most of the Indian authors have depicted M. A. Jinnah as a contentious political

leader. They mainly disapproved his basic argument and his decision to divide hdia

for the safety of Indian Muslims. The essential idea of this chapter is to logically

examine the opinio,n of the Indian historians about the persona of Jinnah and the

formation of Palcistan. He belongs to such kind of leaders who modernized India

along with Indian Congress. He measrcd the British rule in India as the black era and

provided the motto 'India for Indian'.# He visualized India's future as a developed

country in the field of science, agriculture, education and industry. Ever!'Indian could

live in harmony without the discrimination of cast€, cree4 reglon and religion. He

strove hard through constihrtional means, to r€alize this cherishd dream till the

Congress negation to share control with the Irague.

First setback to ruin his Hindu-Muslim Unity model was de,nial of the Co,ngress to

hold formerly acknowledged rank of the Muslims in 1928 through Nehru Report. 15

b 1937 when he realized that Congress was obsessed with Hindu mentality and wene

ignoring the interests and safeguards of the minorities especially Jvtgslims, Jinnatt

shifted his line of action" strove hard to save Indian minorities especially the Muslims

from the hostile permanent Hindu majority tbrough constitutional method.36

Indian Historians have also created a varied form of historical works on the

personality and politics of Jinnah. The writers generally have conducted the

methodical shrdy with therratic ryproach. They have twisted biographical study with

# Jinnah used this slogan during his prcsidcntial addrcss at ninth session of the lraguc at Lucknow
on f,hcernb€r 30-3l.19l6.Syed Sharifirddin Pirzada- d. Founfutions of Pakistan: All Indn Muslin
League Doctnnenrl%)6-l924,Vo1.1(Ikrachi: National Publishing House Ltd" 1969).376: and M. A.
Taidt Ewfunon of Mtulin Political Tlnught IE57-1916:Fron $ted n The Energence of
Jinnah,Yol.l (Karachi: Michiko & Panjattua 197 5).554.
xs Sunley. WolpcrtJinruh of Pahistan New York Oxford Univcrsity Press. 1984). l0l-2.
* ejc"t .Jawcd Sectlar and Nationalist Jinnah (Karachi: oldord Univcrsity Press. 2009). ix
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special intention to prove their assumed conclusion. They have worted on social-

political history with the short biographical history of Jinnah. Their analpis about

Jinnah also varied from work to wort and from appreciation to severe criticism. The

common feature of this section is that the Indian historians have produced works with

preconcluded mind and did not care about the factual data. G€neral trend of historical

works on Jinnah by Indian historians is that their investigation is not for the

orploration of reality but for twisting, tundng and molding historical data to prove

their hpothesis. .dieet Jawed's SeatW and Nationalist Jinnah is a coherent,

mcfhodical and relative exemination of the persona and politics of Jinnah. 17 The

writer has ryplied the theme to explore the role of Jinnah during freedom moveme,nt.

S. R. Sharma's Mohamnud Ali Jinnah: A Hero or a Yillain is an incluive

6ryaminatiea of the politics and persona of Jinnah. 3at 1X" work has been chosa for

examination due to the unique analysis presented by the author. J. J. Pal's Jinnah and

the Crution of Pakisnnre is a significant assessment of Jinnah and his participation

in the making of Pakistan. B. R. Nanda n Road to Pakistan: The life and Times of

Mohamnad Ati Jinnah 350 tr r adopted a thematic approach for the study. Rafiq

Talsia's The Man Who Divided India. An lwight into Jimah's Leadership and Its

Art.ermath is a short life story of Jinnah along with social-political history of last 60

years of zubconttttent.3sl

*' Aject .Jawcd- Secttlar and Nationalist Jimah (Karachi: Orford Univcrsity Press. 2009).
3't8 S. R Stnrrna. d.. Mohonmad Ali hnruh: A Hqo or a l'illoin (Jaipur Sublimc Publicatioms.
2005). S. R. Shama is a historian and expcrt of ancient Indian history.
xe J. J. Pal.Jinnah od the Creation of Pakistan (Delhi: Sidhuram Publications. 1983) He is a histonan
and book udcr rwicw is published Ph"D. Disscrtation"
350 B. R .Nanda" Road n P&istan: The Life and Times of Mohannad Ali Jinruh (New Dclhi:
Routlcdge, 2010).
35r Rafiq. 7fuia.Ihe Man Who Divided hdb: An Insight into Jinnah's Leadership and It Afremath
(Mumbai: Popular Praloshan, 200 1).
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4.1- Aieet Jawed's Thematic and Analytical Approach:

Ajeet Jawed's Seanlar and Nationalist Jinnah is an articulate and relative exploration

of the persona and politics of linnah.3s2 1he uniter has established that Jinnah was

equipped with enormous traits like tnrthfulness, formidable determinatio& and

realism. She measured up the persona of Jinnah with the persona of Gandhi with

psychological features and has verified with historical facts that Jinnah was equipped

with more superior qulities as compared to those of Gandhi. She also has considered

that Jinnah was a nationalist and secular leader, who ceaselessly worked for the

independence of his mother country from the clutches of foreign rule by dweloping

the Hindu-Mtslim unitd frront. Though leaders frrom Congress disliked collaboration

with Jinnah thns they left him with no choice except to crpate Pakisan.

In opinio,n of the author, Jinnah inh€rited enormous taits and he was valiant,

uncomplicatd and autonomous, has respected self-esteem and had never permitted

any one to dominate hi-.353 He was coherent and progressive. He nerrer supported a

plan or a movement which he considered was not logically consistent. His politics

stood on logics not on exciteme,nt or sentiments and he was very daring even to face

the bitter opposition but nwer compromised over principles.3sa He openly condemned

and denormced the British, the Hindu and Muslim communalist leaders and received

the rage of all however that could not frighten Jinnah. He reurained unbent concerning

the Indian interest vis-i-vis the British.35s

The author firther has praised his traits like flawless civic personatity.356 -6
apprehension and deception were unknown to his character.3sT He had supreme

35r Aicet .Jawcd- Seczrtlar and National$t Jinnalr. Ih Ajcet Jawcd is a professor in the Polrtical Scie,nce

Dcpartncnt of Satyawati Collegc. Univcnity of Dclhi. Indra. She is tle author of several boolts.
3s3 Ibid.,3.
35{ Ibid.,19.
355 Ibid.,22.
356 Ibid.. r0.
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co,nviction in his talent and thoughts358 ,o6 was reasonable and frants enough. Ajeet

has stated in this wa),; 'Tinnah hated hlpocrisy and lived the way he liked and never

cared for what people thought about 5;-.::35e He was habifiul of choosing very plain

and unambigrrous words to speak that was why no one could int€rprct any other

meaning from his words.3o He had massive eillty to scrutinize speeches, verdicts

and opinion. He dealt every houble on both national lwel and personal level in

realistic manner. Jinnah was very sound persor who could not be mesmerized with

nm realistic approach. Ajeet stated like this, "He had an e:rtraordinary faculty for

poucing on the cnx of an argtrment. He was practical and had no taste for

metaphysical dissertations."36l

Ajeet has shoum that Jinnah was an unbiased person in his thoughts and deeds.

Fanaticism and extemism could not find shelter in his domain. He was stricfly against

the usage of creed for political neasons. Ajeet has judged that, "Jinnah was secular in

his thinking, approach and activities. He was devoid of any diplomacy or hrunbug.

Religion has no place in his personal or public life." 362 Howwer, there is some strong

e\ddence which showed that Jinnah was not an anti-religious person as Ajeet deprctd

in her worh he was like a learned perso:r who had deep knowledge of religion and

lived like a tnre Muslim. However he did not like to advertize religion.363

Quite ema-ingly, unlike many Indian authors Ajeet is of the opinion that Jinnah was

not envious of the Congress or its leaders. Although Jinnah was anti-clockrnrise to

Cmgress on many issues yet Jinnah again and again shord up and shielded Co,ngress

357 lbid.2!.
358 Ibid.. 19.
3se Ibid.. 14.
360 Ibid., 155.
35r Ibid., 12.
352 lbid-. lg.
tr3 Riaz Ahms{ guid-i-Azan's Perception of Islan md PaHsun ( Rawatpindi: Alvi
Publishcr. I 99 0).17 -29.
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on national issres. The writer has me,ntioned a lot of issues such as Jinnah sustained

the elwating of the prohibition from I(hudai I(hidmatgars Organization and also

harshly condemned the authorities fon confinement of Sarat Chandar Bose.3fl Jinnah

was such a staunch nationalist who helped ev€ry association orperson who struggled

for the freodo,m of India He shielded Bhagat $ingh and his associate regardless of the

reality that he disliked illegal techniques to achieve independmce. Jinnah condernned

the British rule in India for creating a situation where people have to undermine law

to register protest against the injustice of govenrmenl36s His care for these

rwolutionaries proved not only his nationalism but also optimistic modernization and

love to constitutionalism.

Dissimilar to the bulk of the Indian writem, Ajeet judged that, Jinnah had such apure

heart that any Congress leader faild to create any fear factor or to cultivate biases for

them in his heart. 356 $[s thinks that formerly Jinnah was one of the prrominent

lead€rs of Congress and when Congress distorted her principles in 1920 that was why

he departed it. Still, for next almost two decades he carried on firnctioning in the

pafhway of constnrction of a joint border in opposition to the British administration

for the emancipation of India with Congress over the foundation of Hindu-Muslim

unity. However Jinnah received an rmconstuctive reply with disgrace from the

Congress. She has mentioned an occasion where over-confide,nt Patel sought to

imprison Jinnah.367 In her analpis. unreasonable and irrational behavior of Congress

leaders pushed Jinnah to achieve Pakistan. The author has prese,nted extacts frrom two

36 Ajeet Jawd^ Seculu and Nationalist Jinnah.. 57.
365Ibid..lg2.
166Ibid..57.
36? Autlror narrated the event in this wa1 . "Immediatcll after office acccptance . Sardar Vallabhai
Parcl, as Chairman of the Parliamcnary Sub-Commitce of the All-India Congress Commifiee. held a

prcss confcrrnce in Bombay. In this o,ne of thc jouroaliss aslrod Parcl what he would do if linnah was
obstructive. 'Entirely in a jocular mood. the Sardar rctortcd' lVe shall put Jinnah and you in jail'. A
wcck o,r larcr, Jimah hcld a p,ress conftrcnce at his house and thcrem that jourralist told Jinnah that
Sardar Parel would put him in jail and had said so". 207.
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significant leaders of the Congess, Abul Iklam Azad and Sarojini Naidq who

admitted the inequitable ouflook of Congress on the way to League and Jinnah.368

There were some Indian authors who used to give credit to C,ongress leadership for

participating in creation of Pakistan like M. N. Roy.36e She has mentioned that the

British were in hurry to leave India and Congress leadership was in hurry to take the

powerthus, theymade great contibution in creating PaU,stan.37o

Ajeet has recognized that Jinnah was ahard-core adversary of the British rule in India

throughout his political life. He was a nationalist, an autonomist and a big supporter

of Hindu-Muslim unity. He strove hard with massive gallanty for the welfare of

people of India in the Assembly, rejectd any designation from the British and fought

for the freedorr of India for four decades of his political 1i1t.37r Ajeet has judged that

Jinnah was the man who opposed extensively the plan of division and solitary

rcquird justice and protected the constihrtional civil rights of the Muslim in the

undivided India Equally once Pakistan was foude4 Jinnah supported the similar

privileges for the Hindu. The writer has mentioned a lot of events, for example she

has narrated an occasion, "To another question he [Jinnatt] replied that he would

unhesitatingly grve the Hindu minorities in Pakistan all the pnvileges he had

demanded for the Indian Muslims''.3z Therefore, Jinnah was a keeir supporter of the

right of minorities without taking into account that which community was in majority.

It has widenfly rerrealed that he was atr anti-commualist and unbiased lead€r.

Ajeet portrayed the persona of Jinnah in a positive way. She has tied to respond to

numefi)us issues related to Jinnah's potitical life. However. her opinion about Jinnah's

36E lbid..211.
3er 14. 11. R.oy Mat I Ma (Ncw Delhi: Lalvani pubhshcrs.l958.).33.
370 Ajcct Jawc4 Seculfi atd Nationalist Jtnuh.2ll.
37r Ibid., 21. G. Allana Qnid-e-Amn Jinnah: the snry of a Naion (Lahore: Fcrozsons.l96T) 170-171.
3'n Jawed quotcd this event from M. S. M. Sharma" Peqs into Pakistan @atna: Pustak Bhandar.

t9s4).236.
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contibution in formation of Pakistan appeared shallow and has contained on fiuthfirl

basis. The factual dafa might have been forged by the author to prove her thesis.

Majority of the authors have assertod that Pakistan was impossible to be establistred

without ;i*rtr.373 Ajeet has stated that Jinnah was unhappy over the making of

Paldstan and for the srpport of her argum€nt she cited the narrations of two wents

which might have bee,n basd on the namtor's assumptions.3Ta she has tried to

porhay as if Jinnah was regretfrrl over the making of Pakistan and sought to be joined

up with India The statment appeared to be fouded on a few individgal

understandings rafher than actuality of the facts. Most of the authors have judged that

Jinnah happily took credit of making Palcistan rather than to be unhappy about his

ultimate accomplisbment. Kuldip Nayar a well-knoum Indian author himself met with

many persons who participated in transfer of power of India, conformed that Jinnah

was extncmely pleased over the establishment of Palcistan.37s Alter the establishment

3?3sikandar. H"y"t, The Charismatic Leder: Quid-i-Arun Mohatnmad Ali Jinnah od the Crution of
Pakisnn (Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity Prcss, 2008), 317; J .J . Pd. Jinnah and the Creation of Pak5;tot
(Dclhi: Sidhuram Publications, 1983). la2; Tara Chand. Hisary of Freedom Movantent In india.YoL
IV(Lalrcrc: Book Tradcrs.1972),541. kl. Bahadur. The Muclim League: I* Hisnry, Aaivities and
Achiamnents (Lahore: BookTradcrs,lgTg) .358; R Majumdar, d., Pakistot: Jimah o the Praut
Day,YoI. I, (NewDclhi: Anmol Publications, l99t) 186; V. B. Kulkarni,Pakistan: fis Origin &
Relations with lrrdio (New Dclhi: Stcrling Publishffs Privatc Limitcd, l9t8) 87.
374 Fo, imtance shc clairns thaq *He pinnah] cried in agony, I have committcd the biggest blunder in
crcating Pakistan and would like b go to Dclhi ad tcll Nchru b forga ttre follics of the past and
bccome friends again". She quorcd the incident of meeting betwecn linnalr and Indian Arnbassador to
Pakistan Sri Pralosa. During that meeting. "When Sri Prdosa [Ore first Indian High Commissioncr to
P*istanl old him Fimahl that thc Indian governmcm was seeking rcquisitio,n of his house he was
'taken aback and dmost pleadingly' said: Sri Pralesa. don't break m1' heart. Tell Janatrarlal Nehru not
to break m1' heart. I have built it brick by brick. lVho can live in a house likc that'? He further said.
'you do not know how I love Bombay. I still look forward to going back there'. 'Really Mr Jinrah' Sri
Prd<asa said. 'you desire to go back to Bombay. I know how much Bombay owes to you and your great
serrrices to the ciqv. May I rcll the Prime Minister that you are wanting to bc back tlrere?' Jinnalr
re,plied- 'yes. you may." 2434 At anottrcr place she quotcs an incident in these words. 'Tinnah poured
out lus unhappincss. angcr and agony beforc his most favorirc Hindu fiic,nd. who had his big industrial
concerns at lfurachi.' [,ook here. I nerrcr wanted this damn partition! It rvas forced upon me b1 Sardar
P_arcI. And now they want me to cathunrble pie and raise my hands in defeat'. 232.
3's In repll'to m1'rcpeatcd qucries whcther Jinnatr had sccond thoughts on Pakistan when he realizd
tbat it was an accomplished facr Brockman (Pcrsonal Secrctaq, of Mountbatrcn durirU that time) said :
'Nevcr." Not even for a second Jinnatr hesitated and there rvas a feeling of triumph on his face when
Pd<istan was concedcd. hc said.
Anothcr pcrso[ who came o throw light on this, is Carybell-Johnson who was Mountbattcn's prpss
Afiache duriry thosc days. Whc,n I talkcd to him in lrndon whcre he is living presently. Canpbell-
Johnson said that none in thc tcanr. he included Mountbafien in iL evcr doubtcd. fiorn ttre first meeung
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of Pakista1, Jinmh at times, publically showed his pride over the creation of Pakistan.

Many eyewitnesses showed Jinnah's unhappiness and sadness over the sufferings of

the people after partition. Fatima linnah the closest person of Jinnah has revealed that

he was very sad and depressed over the sufferings of the Mustim rerfrrgees in India and

most of the time his eyes were wet with te,ts.376

Ajeet has completed a widespread examination of the traits and the accomplishments

of Jinnah. The author has attempted to establish with data that Jinnah was a nationalist

and liberal leader, who endeavored so much for the Hindu-Muslim unity and for the

freedom of India for four decades of his political life. Yet, he was required to change

his line of action and plao by the awkrnrard manner of Congress leaders. Howwa, the

author showed her biased attihrde by depicting him secular and unhappy ova the

creation of Pakistan. Both of these allegations proved wrcng through widence thus

the research is done with pre-cmcluded mind. Despite the all limitations and

shortcomings of the author, the shrdy is worthy for researchers as she has conmlted

mainly Indian sources. She has utilized primary sources like; official files, official

pubticatiou proceedings and debates, newspapers, jounral and books.

with Jimah, about his detemination to gct Pd<ison" Carrybell-Johnson recallcd how on April7 , 1947

Jinnah. during a dinner at the Viceroy's House, was so wonied about Pd<istan eluding him that he said:

"The Congress uould accc,pt cv€n dominion status to dcprive me of Pakistan."
More than 20 ycars ago, when I mct Mountbattcn (Ocobcr 1. 1971) at his rransion. Broadlands. near

Lo,ndon he told me ttat oncc ths Congress acceptcd the Partition he took Jfumah to his room and asked

him spccifically whether he still insistcd on Pd<istan. Jinnah's repll' was: "Only an indepcndent

country' of Pakistan."
I cvcn checkcd with Cyril Radcliffe. who gave the vcrrdict on the dividittg lines between the two
Punjabs aod the two Bengals. the only two states of India that wcre split aftcr the partition. Our
mcctitrg took place in London in 1971. To my gucstion whcthcr Jimah had hesitatcd when Pakistan

was conceded. he said: "It's very rmlikelf', Kuldip Nayar, Wall o Wagah. India- Pakistot Reluions
(New Delhi: Cryan Pubtishing House. 2003).22-23: L.H. Hiranandani; Forward. in Shestrao Chavan-
Mohanmd Ali Jinnzh: The Great Enigma @elhi: Author's Press. 2006).xii.
rzo Fatima linnah My Brother. cd. Sharif al Mujatrid(Karachi: Qruid-i'Azam Acadcmy. 1987). 11.
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4.2- S. R Sharma's Anal5tical Appnoach:

S. R. Sharma's Mohammad Ali Jinnah: A Herc or a Yillain is a comprehensive

scrutiny of the trdur€ and persona of Jinnah.371 The work under examination has

immsqgp magnitude because of the linkages created by the writer, with manners and

persona of Jinnah and also has established linkages of the significant hqpenings with

the life of Jinnah. The uriter has acknowldgd the unique featurcs of linnah's

personality like; bravery, firm resolution, zealous law follower, broadminded and

pafiot.

Sharma in contast to a lot of the Indian authors has reflected that Jinnah's

accomplishments have demonsnahd that Jinnah was a learned and cultured

genfleman. Sharma has grven details about his childhood and early times of his youth

in this way. Young Jinnah was very differrnt from average kids he had leanrt frrom his

experiences. He was very composed and calm and disciplined person from the

childhood. His decision making power was very g.nfr/.inr at that time too.378 The

writer has recognizd Jinnah as a genfleman of high level, keeping the persona of

guidance.3Te Jinnah had amazing capaclty of uphold hard mental labor and to clutch

the most complicatod legal and constihrtional difficulties and had shong judgment

authority.3to Jinnah was daring and audacious, regimente( punctilious vigilant,

practical and honesl3st y|rrtr was enthusiastically atfiacted towards the games

particularly cricket.3t2 He considerod cricket as an honorable, neat and clean game. In

last phase of A,eedom stnrggle Jinnah explained the difference between his politics

377 S. R Sharma. d.. Mohqnmad Ali Jintuh: A Hqo or a Yillain (Jaipur Sublime Pr$licatioms.
2005). S. R. Stranna is a historian and orpert of ancrcnt lndian history'.
378Ibid..14.
37e Ibid. ,5.
3to Ibid., 14.
3tt Ibid.,64.
3t2 Hector Bolitho. Iirmatr: Creator of Pakisan (Londolt John Murray. 1954). 5
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and Congress camp politics in the term of games like this, "The Congress plays

marbles. I want them to stand up and play cricket.'383

Sharma has acknowldged that Jinnah was friendly towards the Hindus ge,nerally.

Writer quotes some examples which revealed Jinnah's friendly relationship with

Hindus like his butler was a Hindu, remained at his home till partitioa he had many

Hindu friends and also many of his clients were Hindu. All these examples show that

he had no bias against Hindus. His opposition to the leaders of Congress was due to

the animosity and gnrdges of them in opposition to the welfare ef [d1s[ims.3e

Sharma addd that linmh had deep and sormd judpenq unmbiguous insight and

inte[ectual consciousness about history.38s Jinnah was morally upnght md his

political approach was very shaightforward. He was clear-cut over his principles.3s6

Sharma has stared that, "In spite of provocations and temptations, Jinnah remained an

upholder of political morality and prescienfly obeyed the dictates of his

conscience."387

In Sharma's investigatioq Jhnah was genuine boss of Mwlims in India and his

conduct was far from communalim., instead his approach was liberal. His chief aim

was to save the Muslims from bnutal Hindu majority and to create a state where

Muslims could live without fright and discrimination. The writer also rejects the other

Indian writers claim that Jinnah was communal leader according 1p him it was only a

false charge levels against Jinnah. He had nothing to do with communalism. His

pottics was noble and for the best interests of people in ganeral and particular to

Muslims. "It is alleged by his detractor that he used the communal card as a political

tactic, not an ideological commituqrt. In fact he used the communal factor for none

ilr 5. a. Sharma Mohammad Ali Jinnah: A H*o or a l'illain.29.
3u Ibid.s8.
3ts Ibid 68.
3t6 lbi( 25.
3t7 Ibid.141.
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of these purposes. His outlook was much wider and his political thinking far too

liberal.'3t8

Sharma's shrdy of Jinnah's persona has bee,n pr€tty impartial. He fairly has disclosed

the extnemely capable guidance of Jinnah and his decision. The uniter's standard

examinationr has disclosed that nahre had well equippd Jinnah not only with insight

and vision but also with deep uderstanding of reality and law of nahre. The

ryproach of the vrit€r is exceptionally contrary to the bulk of the Indian historians.

The assessment has also revealed a lot of remarkable features of Jinnah's percona

such as affection for cricke! his knowledge about the game's principles and code and

his affection for horses. The uniter has created relativity with these small stuffs and

eolightend the reader with diverse qualities of Jinnah's nature. Sharma also has

verified the details that Jinnah was Hindu friendly leader md a lot of Jinnah's

companions wene Hindus. Yet, contrary to a lot of historiaas, Sharma has claimed the

affable connestion between British and Jinnah.3te Sharma has not provided any

footnotes, endnotes and bibliogrqhy in the manuscript and definitely, that can be

considened a major drawback as Sharma has not conzulted the official data and a

general reader as well as a rcsearcher cannot veriry the information. The information

has been presented in a form of a comm€ntary rafher than a research wort based on

references to be cross-checked.

3t8 Ibid 348.
3teAicst Jawed. Sutthr ond Natiorulist Jinnah. 59: H. V. Hodson Quaid-i-Azam and The British in A.
H. Dad. d., World Seholars on Suoid-i-Azan, Molunmad Ali Jinnah (Islamabad: QAU. 1979).241.
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4.3- J. J. Pal's Analytical Appnoech:

The subseque,nfly significant assessment in the kind of Indian historian is ttrat of, J. J.

Pal's Jinnah and the Crution of Paklrlun 3$ It is a sienificant evaluation of Jinnah

and his contibution in the foundation of Pakistan. The author has shovm his biasness

firom the very beginning whm he considered that the British have favored the

Muslims. He tagged Muslim nationalists like Sir Syed Ahmed IGn and his followers

as meao, selfish and with narrcw motives. 3el 1Xr author has put the blame of the

partition of India sn I\dus[ims and did not utter eve,n a single harsh word about the

Hindu revivalist movement and their zealous and fmatic leaders who were trying to

convert Iadia into a Ram Raj where no one except Hindrs were allowed to live. He

has statcd that, "It was the height of the mean Muslim mentality that they prderred

slavery rmder British rafher than to !s 1min66i3y under self-governm^|t8e

J. J. Pal has considered that Jinnah was m ambitious, dogmatic, clwer, and

domineering person.3e3 Similarty, pal has also regarded Jinnah as shrewd, bigheade4

self+e,ntered and upper+lass. The uniter's believed that Jinnah'5 single-mindod

commihent had a lion share in the making of Pakistan.3q While explaining Jinnah

maoner towards congr€ss leaders the uriter taggd Jinnah with these words, "arogant

and aristocratic behavior towards the Congress leaders"3e5 shows uniter evil intention

and sinister motive. On the one haud it is an attempt to depict Jinnah in dad( colour

and on the other hand it is an attempt to play with history. Historical record rweals

that Jinnah whole heartedly chased Congress camp to settle Hindu Muslim problems

but on the other hand Congress camp nerrer responded with saure dedication and

3m J. J. Pzl.Jinnah and the Crution of Pakistan @elhi: Sidhuram Publications. 1983) He is a hisorian
and book undcr rsview is publishcd Ph"D. Disscrtation
3er Ibid. lg.
3e Ibr4 19.
3e3 Ibi( 149.
t%tbid"142.
reslbid, 142.
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commihent. When Jinnah ap,proached Gmdhi to settle problems he was responded in

mysterious mantrer. Gandhi was waiting for guidance from Ctod.3e6 When Jinnah

approached Nehru to settle the iszues he was responrded with taunt and questioned

about his right to rcpresent Muslims.3eT

Pat has indicated Jinnah's comman4 his insight, strengft of mind, and constant

conviction as a big force behind Pakistan. However he has criticized Jinnah's

shrewdness and demanding and tyrannical ouflook. The author has shown his biasness

by judging Jinnah with the glasses of Nehru. It also shows that the author ha^s as

independent point of view. Nehnr and Mountbatten had such a deep bond of

friendship with each other that Mormtbatten before his meeting with Jinnah consulted

with Nehru and asked for some advice.3et With these undeniable facts, how the author

could claimed that British were favoring the Muslims.

While creating comparison betrneen the personalities of Jinnah with Gandhi, Pal

showed obserrrable sway towards Gandhi. He has been deeply overwhetned by the

persona and the politicat opinions Gandhi and is not prepared to admit someone

including linnah as an individual having more sophisticated and superior qualities

than those of Gandhi. The uniter has explained. "By the beginning of 1945, Jinnah

had fully matured as a first rate politician with re,markable i*ighq foresight and

cunningness.r3ee 16r writer's statement about Jinnah not only shows his haterd

toward Jinnah but also his incompete,nce to urite history according to rules. He totally

put aside the historical record of linnah's political career of last forty year and start

uniting about according to his desire. On the other hand his words fo,r Gandhi such as

'* Syed Sarifiddin Pirzads^ d.. gaaid-e-Azan Jinnah's Correspondence (Yttrzr,hi: East and Wcst

Publishing Coryany. I 977).90-9 5.
3e S. Gopal d. Selesd fr'orlc ofJanaharlal Nehnt, Vol. VIIL (Ncw Dclhi: Ne,hu foudation 1976).

ttg,tzt.
3e8 J. J. Pal,Jitnoh urd the Creation of Pakistanl4E

3eelbid- 113.
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"the greatest Hindu leader, the fue spirit of CongrEss"o rweal the frame of mind of

the uniter.

A lot of uniters have conside,red that Jinnah attained the support of masses prior to the

Gandhi-Jinnah talks. Like A.G. Noorani has verified that Jinnah was a leader of

masses yet before the arrival of Gandhi into the Indian political arena{l Similarly

Jaswant gingh, in his investigation has exposed the real purpose of Jinnah to meet

Gandhi at Jinnah's own residence was that druing his prwious meeting which was

happened to be at Gandhi's residence, was spoiled by Gandhi's non-serious followers.

Thus, because of the incongruous ahosphere of Gandhi's residence for painstaking

discussions, finnah insist€d that meeting should be held at his residence. {2 On many

occasions, Pal has taintd the tnrth like his opinion about Jinnah's tifle Quaid-i-Azn

and he has given the credit of this tifle to Gandhi.{3 While according to the

investigation of Sharif-al-Mujahi4 Jinnah was bestowed the title of Quaid-i-Azam by

the Muslims.e Mu;ahid evidenfly has rwealed that it was Maulana Ahmad Saee4

Secretary of the Jamiat-ul-LJlama-i-Hin4 who first confemed this tifle for Jinnah in

his speech at Jarnia Masjid Muradabad on 7 Dece,mber 1936.{5

Pal has confessed that Jinnah was a persm of distinctive character however he ha" no

logic to be unfair with Jinnah and statod that Gandhi was the superior leader in

contast with Jinnah. Pal could not veil his partiality towards Gandhi. He has passed

judgments on Gandhi in an exte, ely florible manner while his criticism towards

Jinnah has always beeir exhemcly harsh.{6 The author has used very harsh language

.m Ibid- 113.

'0r A. G. Noorani. Jinruh and Tilak: Comrdes in the Freedon Struggk (Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity
Press. 2010). 1.
@ Jaswant Siryh. Jilauh :Indb, Putition And hdqotdezce ( Neu'Delhi: Rupa2009) 307.
ro3 J.J. Pal.Jinruh And The Creatbn of Pakistan,ll4.
10{ Sharif-d-Mujahi( Quid-e-,4run Jirarah, Satdies in Interpraaioa (Karzchi: Quaid-e-Azam
Acadcmy. 1987), 419 436.
$nbid,.,42g.
106 J. J. Pal,Jinnah ond the Creation of Pakistot.l1}.
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not only about Jinnah but also about e\r€ry other person who had tied to save the

Mgslims from Hindrs brutal rule. Contrary to the atfhor's claims, historians not only

from Patdstan but also frrom the world bave acknowledgd the political persona of

JiDnah and his contibutions to save the world from human crisis in sub+ontinent by

making Paldstan. On the other hand, the Muslims who were trapped by the Indian

lead€rs with words at the time of the partition were forced to live in great fear and

pain.

Undoubtedty, Pal similar to several other Indian historians, is not prepared to offer

any leader a zuperior position than Gandhi. The writer's pre-concluded hlpothesis has

badly affeted the nature of the study. The study is full of false assumptions by the

author. The author has followed the stereotlpe narrative of Indian school of historians

and has freque,ntly not viewed the political accomplishment of leaders rationally. Due

to the misinterpretation of the facts, the study could not be considered as a worthy

research. It seems that study has been done only to prove a typical narrative which

could not be done without hiding some facts.

4.4-8. R Nanda's Thematic and Analytical Approech:

Another significant work is the biographical shrdy of the creator of Pakistan by B. R

Nanda with the title of Road n Pakisun: The life and Times of Mohamnud Ali

Jinnah.a0T The writer has perceived that Jinnah embarked on his political vo),age as a

patiot and moderate leader, who stove hard to uniff Hindus and Muslims as a rmitd

frront against the British. Howsver, after the 1937 electims, he was completely

transformed and assumed totally different role in frreedom struggle. He realized the

increased fear and chaos among the Hindrs and the Muslims and lastly stnrggled for

ry B. R. Nanda Road n Pakistut: The Life and Tines of Mohammad Ali Jinnah (Neu, Delhi:
Routledge. 2010).
B. R Nanda a rcnowrred urthor ad historian has bccn a mc,mber of the Indran Historical R€co,rds

Conrmission, a trustce of thc Jawatrarlal Nchru Memorial Furd and the Gadhi Mernond Society and
Chairman ofNational Gandhi Muscum atDelhi.
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attaining Pakistan by separating India Nanda has belierred that frrom the initial years

of his political expedition, Jinnah being a patriotic leader attemptd for united front of

Hindu and Muslim against the British tmtil the elections of 1937, however he did not

succeed.

Thenefore JionaL not being fright€ned of the prwiots incidats, Eied his best for the

unitd Hindu-Muslim front in opposition to the Britislt Yet in 1937 election

campaign, Jinnah sought to collaborde with Congress. On the other hand, Congress

headship particularly Congress Presideirt of that time Nehru, was not ready to co-

operate with kague and Jinnah. Even he tarmted linnah publically.os The writer's

point of view is that Jinnah took up a fresh technique and a fr,eshs plan in Lucknow

session of League :m1937. He was now determined to involve rehgion into politics.oe

There are so maoy historians who like Ajeet Jawed have revealed that Gandhi, not

Jinnah, was the one who mixd retigon with politics to attact masses. On the other

han{ it was linnah who reseirtfrrlly criticized that process for attaining any political

objective. She has also cited tog€ther the statements of Jinnah and Gandhi that

rerrealed that Jinnah by no means att€mptd to utilize religious card for political

r@sons.4l0 Eventually Nanda has confessed that formation of Pakistan was the

suln€me accomplishment of Jinnah. According to uEiter partition's legacy is still

chasing in diverse and painful manner.4ll

There are so matry historians who have totally an opposite view. Howwer, the

historical facts have rexrealed that it was not Jinnah; it was Gandhi who by mixing

108Ibid.. 330.
$Ibrd..2t8.
'rl0 Ajeet Jawed quoted statement of both leaders like.- I am Hindu first and thcrcforc a tnre
Indian. Gandhi. I an hdian first atrd Muslim afterwards._Jinnah" 154. In hcr analysis she

also claims that. "They were antithdical to each othcr. Gandhi was deeply religious but Jinnah rvas

irrcligious. Crandhi uscd religious tcrminolory in pohtical discussions and addrcsses. Iimah was
straightforrvard". Ajcct Jawcd, Seuhr otd Natiotulist Jinnah,lii.
'tr4lt B. R Nanda fuad n Pakistan: Ihelife and Ttmes of Mohantmd Ali Jinruh.333.
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politics with religious sentime,nts increased the te,nsion between the Hin&s and the

Mgslims duing the freedom struggle which has been continued betvtreen the two

stat€s of India aud Pakistan. Hindu-Muslim riots in India during the 70 years of

independe,nce have proved that Jinnah was right in understanding of Congress and

Hindu mentality. Nanda in his scrutiny of the procedures of freedom stnrggle

remained shielding the Congress headship. The wor* has shown that writer was

exhemely under the preszure of Congress headship and attempted solidly to

rationatize each enor and wery fanlt of the Congress throughout the freedom

move,ment.

Nanda is complaining regarding the huge hansformation in Jinnah's approach towards

the Congress and Muslim League's amalgamation into it. So far as ahistorian, Nanda

must knew ttnt Jinnah's denial to stick together with Congress minisE'y on the

condition of Congress resultpd in the inclusion Ircague into the Congress which could

not be feasible since League was an autonomous party like Congress.al2 Congress

leadership dealt with Jinoah as an inferior while Congress associates were also

protesting against the tyrannical manner of Congress.al3 The writ€r also has attempted

to form Congress headship verrdict in this manner. Vallabhai Patel was forced by

"league of princes" and Nehru was forced "mental alliance between British officers

and League's leaders" to agrced to partition.ala

The explanation of Nanda must not be approved since historical facts have exposed a

totally diverse account of the narrative. Numenous historians have revealed with the

details that Congress mind-set participated as a leading factor in the division of India.

1r2Ibid.. 3L9-20.
4r3 K.K. Aziz-Mtzrslims Under Congress Rule,l937-1939,Vo1.1( Islamabad: NCHCR" 1978),387.

'r1 Nand& Road to Pakistan324.
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It was Congress headship which docline to offer appropriate influence to League and

that required the League lead€rs to explore others altenratives. al5

The study is an attempt to impose an assumed concept on historical record thus it is an

attempt to mold historical rccord according to the hlpotheses. It see,ms that the author

had a purpose of uriting the book with the mindset of novel vniting not history

uriting. The writer is beneath the rmfathomable suray of Congress leadership and

purpose of writing this book is to provide ajustification of Congress headships. Thtts

the study is not worthy for a common reader. It is only recommended for researcher of

history.

4.5- Refiq Zakria's Analytical Appnoach:

The snbsequeirfly significant work is Rafiq Zakria's The Man Who Divided India. An

Iwight into Jilmah's Leadership and lts Afiernath is a short life story of Jinnah along

with social-political history of last 60 years of sub-co,ntine,nt.4l6 5.6 the tifle of the

book it seems, that the vriter holds an exhemely harsh approarn about the character,

political opinions and principles of Jinnah. In the tifle, he has declared the conclusion

of his investigation. In the preamble of the study writer discloses the reason behind

the study on Jinnah.alT

nsseenai waluating the atitrde of top bmass of Congress notcs. "A gr€at man crystallized his attitude
to Wfi in four memorable pluases: 'ln war: resolution: in defeaf defiance: in victory: magnanimitl: in
peace: goodwill.' After Nehru's resounding victory in the 1937 elections. he showed no magnanimity
touads Jinnah and the League. orr the contary, the Congrcss under Nehru 'adoped an imperious
attitude': it 'went beyond oontcmpfirous rvords'. 'the Leaguc's offer of co+peration was trcatcd wrth
disdain'. Nehru in his correspondemce with Jinnah used language which linnah described as 'arrogant
and militant' as though Congress were already the ruler of India and nfrat was Eycrl more unfortunate.
Nchru in cfrcct challcnged Jfurah to esablislr the position of the Mrslim League by iu inhcrcnt
strEngth. Finally Nehnr laurched I rDass conurct movemcnt with Muslims which had to bc givcn up as
counterproductive. But evcn aftcr frE 1937 elections. Jhnah did not denrand partition. He appealed to
Gandhr fo,r a nationalist soluion of the Hindu-Muslim problem. It was onll'when that appeal failed that
he braced himsclf to organize the political powcr of the Muslim I*agrrc. H.M. Secrvai. Panilion of
hdia: Legand and Rulin' (Ikrachi: Orford Univcrsity Press. ed. 2'd. 2005). 175-76.
4t6 Rafiq. Tatria.Ihe Man Who Dh,ided hdia: An bsight into Jinnah's l*adcrship ond lts.Aftermath
(Mumbai: Popular Prakashan 2001). He had a distinguished carccr rn ficlds of law. educatio,n
joumalism. politics and Islamic Strdics. He is the author of many books.
117 I told my wift that my ncxt book would bc on Molrammad Ali Jinnah, the Quaid-i-Azam or 'Cneat
Leadcr' of the Muslims of undividcd India. I said I plan to uearth the truth about his proclaimed love
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Takariahas assumed that Jinnah disconnected himself frrom Khilafat movement since

he did not wish to discomfort the British and firthqmore he had no space for creed in

life.art M. Naeem aureshi has verified with historical widences that linnah was also a

great supporter of Khilafat movement howerrer being a practical and pragmatic

person; he had a stnong objection over the methods of Iftitafat movement.+te 4ieet

Jawed's study has shown that Jinnah was the arch opponent of British rule in India

and simitarly British also have considered Jinnah as die-hard enemy of the British rule

io 1o4i.+zo British high command attempted so many times to conquer Jinnah but

failed to do go.ar Talrlria has confessed that Iinnah embarked on his political

profession as open-minded and patiotic leader and attempted firm for the Hindu-

Muslim unitd front but met with failure. Subsequenfly, he came back frrom England

once for the short term withdrawal ftom politics he rehrnrd with frresh cornmunalist

for Islam and his so-called cotrcern for his co-rcligionists in the subcontinent....Fatima was not
irpresscd. She said , Hayen't you already unittcn enough about him in your pubtished rvork?' ....I said
what I had wdtt€o so frr was frrom a gc,ncmal political vicrvpoint; this book would conccntrarc on how
and why hc sough to divide Hindru and Muslims and b,rought about the division of India. Thc dividc
may trot have bcen of his making; it had a hisnorical and political backgrumd but it could ccrtainly
have been avoided had Iinnah not been so adalrtart about it Was hc in-frct as his followers fo1vg hnilcd
him - a tnre Muslin, a defcndcr of the frith, the savior of Indian Muslims?. ix.
71 lft,id.,24.
ale M. Naccrn Qurcshi states. "The modcratc I*ague leaders. howevcr did not like fte cxcited tc,non of
tlrc procccdings of cou$e, thry wcre cqrully conccrned about the fare of Tur*ey but thcy hcld that
Ansari and his fricnds hrd no right to jcopadizc Muslim intcrcsts by vcntilating grievances in such an
aggressive manner. Jinnah was foremost among thcm. His protcst was to mctbods 12f[6y rhan tp
motivcs. He had bccn a consistcnt and staunch slpporter of Tud<ey and Pan-Islam though his appmach
was p,ragmatic and not emotional. h fact he was the first Indian lcader wbo forrnally took up the
Khilafat issue fnom thc kagrc platform as early as Dcccmbcr 1916. At times hc cvcn domcd a
Tukish Fez after the po,pular fashion to dcmonstrrate his Ottoman synpathies. But he was a

constinrtionalist and did not bclicve in thr€ats that he kncw could not be translatcd rnto action. ln the
Subjects Committee Meeting at Ajmal Khan's house. Iinnalr- along with Syed Nabiullah and Saiyid
Wazr Hasan unsuccessfully ried to impress rryon the delegarcs that nothrqg should be done which
might corrynomise their national position at that parucular Juncture. But he was ovemrled. Ansari.
Ajmal Khan and several others by playing upon the rcligious feclings of the Muslims carried the
majodty with them. Jinnah stagcd a walk-out, followed by the Raja of Mahudabad- the pcrmanent
prcsidcnt of thc I-cagrre at that time. M. Naccm Qureshi Pan-Islott in British India: The Politics of the
KhilSt Movatat,l9lE-|92{( Karachi: Orfo,rd University Press. 2009), 56-57.o Ajeet Jawc4 Sccular and Nationalist Jirmah.59.
12r lbid., 21.
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politics for the sake of personal motive. He tunred to be an anti Hindu leader and

incrcased the tension betrreen Muslims and Hindus for his political purposel22

The author has leveled too much selrerE charges against Jinnah and tied his best to

present him 3s an wil genius and power seeker but failed to justiry the Congress

leadership for their inability to stop Jinnah firom achierring his objective. It seems

childish that for the sake of self-assumod conclusion the author has totally neglected

the tnrth and put his head into the sand of imagination like ostrich. Finally Zalma

seems to be forced to acknowledge the talent of Jinnah to put in order the Irague and

to convert it into mass party. He also ha-s confessd that because of the superior skills

aud talent of Jinnalr, British and Congress weFe requfued to declare that League and

JiDnah were the sole qpokesperson of the Muslims in India- The writer believed that

Jinnah achieved that for his triumph over Congress and Crandhi. He explained that,

"He made himself so politically invulnerable that the British accepted him as the

authe,ntic representative of the Muslims aud wentually the Congress too conceded

that status 1s him, even if unwillirgly.'*"

The writer also held Jinnah responsible for the increasing the reactions of Hindus and

for exciting their extreme dislike towards Muslims. The author believed that because

of the sEategies of Jinnah, Hindus felt compelled to launch an anti-Muslim campaign

in India as a response.a2a Howwer, the author could not dig out the reasons of Hindu-

Muslim clashes throughout the ce,nturies and Hindu clashes with other communities

as well.

au Rafiq. 7a*ria, The Man Who Divided lndb: An Insight irxo Jintuh's Leadership and hs Afternath.
22r.
$tud.,224.
+illbid.,22g.
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7alsiahas described that the splitting up of India and the establishment of Pakistan

did not alteviate the sufferings aod miseries of the Muslimsj25 He also held Jinnah

accountable for the faults of later Pakistani leadership and all wickedness in

Pakistan.426 Even though the uriter is crystal clear that formation of Pakistan was an

utmost attainment of Jinnab, on the other hand Jinnah was also accountable for each

strffering aud wery ache to India and its people in the eyes of writer.a2T

Even if 7ak<aria has admitt€d that Jinnah was the leader of unique skills yet he tried

his best to present Jinnah as the only reason of zuffering, miseries, agony and pain of

the people of subconrtinent generally and the Muslims particularly. The author himself

has declared that his investigation was already decided in preface. His analysis gives

the impression to be a personrality annihilation of Jinnah.a2s The author is not

tustworthy due to the mauipulating, maneuvering md distorting historical evidences.

It was classic example of misconceived historical data- For the sake of pre-concludd

hypothesis, the author has porhayed that Jinnah did not particrpate in Khilafat

move,ment due to his aristocratic nature which could not afford to deff the

establishment and by no means required to have conflict with the police. The urriter

has stated that, *More than earning the displeasure of BritislL what really kept Jinnah

away finom this [Khilafat] movernent was its religrous character which was at the rime

anathema to him?:42e

€s Ibid..230.
126lbid..231.
127 rbid..zlg.
08 Author is not only biased with Iinnah but also biased with ever)'pcrson who had contriburcd in the
struggle for Pakistan His othcr wor*s are also revealing his biasas against the grcat leadcrs of frreedom

stnrggle for insance his book ovcr the early staec of fr,ccdom struggile is frrll of biases against Syed
Ahd. Rafiq Zakariq Rise of Mtslims in Indiut Polincs: An Arulysis of Darclopmant lton 1885-
1 %6 ( Bonbay: Somaiya Publication, d. 2'd. I 971 ).
12e Rafiq. 7*ti* The Man Who Divided Indu: An Instght into Jinnah's Leadership and lts .4fternuh.
24.
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On the other hmd Taful'ehas completely ignored the ntrmerous events when Jinnah

bluntly qgarreled with the atrthorities on the basis of his morality. At one occasion, he

discolored the goodbye Party of willingdon, the Crovernor of Bombay as he was

unpopular among the people of Bombay and they did not desire to honour him with a

goodbye party. That was bureaucratic stage show which was planned to demonstrate

popularity among the people for Willingdo,n. finnah came into in the hall without any

shield leading his follower from the front and had eye to eye conflict with the

authorities. To acknowledge the serrrices of Jinnah fo,r the people and country people

had constnrcted a hall 'Jinnah's people hall' in opposition to British authority inl918.

The existence of that monument is a re,minder of golden era of Jinnah's popular

politicsJ3o

4.G Lall Bahadur's Analytical Approach :

One of the significant works of Indian historian is Lal Bahadur's The Muslim l*ague:

It's History, Activities and Achievemettts. 131 Athough the work has not mainly

focusod the persona of Jinnah and his political life thougb, study is focused on

kague, it origin, its dwelopment and its cutnination. Thus the author had to stttdy

Jinnah and his politics and his political ideology and shategies. The author has

admitt€d that Jinnah was a person of high attibutes. The writer has describd that

Jinnah was a famous leader at national lwel during the primitive phase of his political

life who twist€d towards separation. The writer has explained that, "Jinnah was a

nationalist leader in his early political life but exit frrom Congress led him in the

a0 A.G. Nooranr. Jimah and Tilak: Comrades in the Freedom Stnrggk ( IGrachi: O;dod Univcrsity
Press.2010). 27-33:Hwwt Bolitho. Jinruh: Creator of Pakistatt. 78: Sonlry lVolpcrt, Jinnah of
Pakistan,60.
43r Lal. Bahadnr. The Mushm League: Its Hisrrl4'Aaivities and Achiarunents (Lahorp: Book Traders:
1979). Id Bahadur, M.A IIis, M.A Pol. Sc. L.L.B. P.H.D. Profcssor of History and Political Scicnce in
funColage Agra

t28



direction of separation'. The writ€r also has confessed that Jinnah's contibution in

the formation of Pakistanwas huge enough.

Bahadur has confessed that Jinnah renovated Irague during the last phase of Mom

stnrggle. His leadership and charisma gave new energy and life to the orgauzfroo.al2

Formation of Pakistan was a'grmd achievemmt'a33 of League under the guidance of

Jinnah. The writer's chief narrative about Jinnah's penrona and political ideas is that

Jinnah was one of the prominent nationalist leaders during the formative year of his

journey in politics. He desertd the Congress when it tumd toward the

uncon*itutional methods of Crandhi instead of constitutional methods. Finally he turn

out to be a hard-core separatist who split India to create a new country for his Muslim

community.as

According to the author, Jinnah was srch a unique personality who could tum the

table at any trme and became victorious from very weak position. He was such a

unique genius that he offered a new sense of fascination to Indian Muslims. He was

the one who coined the idea of Pakistan but he was the person who could righfly be

called the crpator of Pakistan.a3s 1X. uriter attitude is partial toward Jinnah and

League and he has shown his biases t'ne and again. He has declared his purpose of

study frrom the start.436

132 In his analysis, Bahadur stated that, "With the assumption of Muslim leadership by Muhammad Ali
Jimah. thc AII India Mrslim I-cagrrc underwmt a substantial measur€ of transfo,rmation, Tlrer€ wEre

lead€rs before hirr" who prreached the gospcl of communal scparatism and exclusive'ocss. Thcre w€r€
his predcccsso,rs and precursors who suggestcd the remcdy of division of the cotmty for her cornmunal
ailmcnt though the form of partition suggested diftircd frrom individual to individual. But not one of
thcm could formulate a cory,rehcnsivc scheme that admittcd the possibilitv of practicd adorption. To
Muhammad Ali Iinnah belongs thc credit of subscribing to thc traditonal policy of Musalmans after
the Mutny and in conformity with such policy of taking the first cffectve stcp for the realization of
their long cherished dreams of carving out an indepcndcnt Muslim cxistence.l64.
.33 Ibid.35g.
r34 lbid.. L76-77.
.3s Ibid-.128.

'36 
I havc bccn guided by the dcsire offindirrg the secrct ofsuccess ofan organizatiom that

did not make ary grcat sacrificc for the fulfillmcm of is ambitio,n and the achiwcrncnt of
rts god. Thcre are many in this country, evcn among the educatcd, who think that ttre
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For the sake of his ill-will hlpothesis Bahadur has contrasted League 6ad linnah with

Nazi party and Hifler of Gerrrany.a3T ltis totally unfair to tag Ircague and Jinnah with

Nazi party and Hitler because the ideotogy and philosophy, party composition, age,nda

and strategy of both parties were poles apart. The situation and social setup in India

and Crermany was totalty changed.a3t The author has imposed swer objections over

Jinnah's position and authority in League.a3e He mismderstood the love and faith of

the Muslims on Jinnah. However Fuhrer ud Quaid-i-Azam both tifles are translatod

in English with same meaning but that did not mean that ryplication of both the tifles

can be possible with same motive and purpose. Historical record has revealed that

Qaaid-i-,4za,n was the only title which is accepted by Jinnah as token of love frrom his

followers.4

The author has swerely criticized Jinnah's power and position in League and tagged

him with Hifler however he has totally ignor€d the huge differences between the both

personalities and their behaviors which is a unfair act being a historian. On the other

hanq many historians who have different views about Jinnah and the kague like,

Waheed-uz-Zaman has claimed that League's constitution has grven Jinnah huge

powers but despite the huge Ircwers, Jinnah worked like a tnre democrat.#l Bahadur

Muslim Lcague in India owcd its oristcnce to mer€ selfislmess of some of its high-ligbfts
and that its success was the result of their pcrso,nal ambitron alone..i.
.37 Ibid..35l.
f38 M. Rafiqrrc Afu[A Histo4,olthe All brdia Muslim Leaguc: 1906-1947(I(uasfu: Oxford
Univcrsity Press, 2013), William L ShirEr, Risc ard Fall of Third Rcich: a History ofNazi Ccrmany(
New Yo,rk Simon &Schuster, 1959).

'3e Lal. Bahadur. The Muslin Leagae,l7S4 Slrarrs rrl- Hasan, ...plan MR. Jinnah ( Kanchi: Al-Stums. 197 6). 77 -79.at Tanrzn in his analysis of linnah's constitutional behavior quotcd an incidcnt. He stated that. 'But
ttrc Quaid-i-Aum was above all a constitutionalist who scrupulously rcfrained from excrcising any
authonty which was not expressly conferr€d o,n him by the Muslim I-eaguc Constitrtion. On one
occasion Nawab ]vluhammad Ismail Kha& one of the most errincnt members of thc Lcaguc Executive.
suggcstcd u a meeting of the kagrrc Coucil that ftc Quard-r-Azam be electcd life president of the
Muslim Lcague. The Quaid discormtffanccd this proposal saying that 'according to dernocratic
pactices hc mrut comc to the mcmbcrs of the Council evcry year and scek a renewal of their
confidcncc on the basis of his work and serrrice". He ryas voted as President of the Muslim League year
after year as an cxpression of corylac confidcmce on the part of tle mcmbcrs of thc AII-Lrdia Muslim
kague Council in his leadership. He quoted another event like this. "In the brv-election of 1941 for a
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not only has criticizcd JiDnah but also has criticizd Sir Syed Ahmed Khan and held

them responsible for the creation of Pakistan. He argues that Sir Syed was the one

who e,ngraved the preaching of separatism on Muslim minds and also loyalty to

British. Jinnah established a new homeland for Muslims by cutting the Indiq his own

fatherland. And both were friendly towards British. There would be no Jinnah without

Sir S)red although finnah's achievement overshadowed Sir Syed contibution.42 "he

author has used very biased ryproach. He has studied Jinnah's political career with

pre-concluded hlpothesis. To prove his hypothesis he has twistd and turned the facts.

This work is not worthy for an academic work. The author has heavily relied on the

Indian sounces.

4.7- R Mejumdar's Analytical Appnoach:

R. Majumdar bas adoptd analytical and descriptive approach to explore Jinnah

persona and politics in his work with the name of Pakistan: Jinnah to the Present

Dny.*'Author has rwealed that Jinnah was a responsible and highly civilized person

who nwer wanted to go against law due to his high civic sense. He was a paramount

frreedom fight€r who forty years of political of stuggle always remain within the line

of law. Author has acknourldgd lirnah political strategy aod praised his skill.

According 16 him Jinnah was the person who cultivated the style of fighting with the

weapon of logic and reasoning for the freedom of his homeland and we,ntually

s€at in thc Punjab kgislative Assernbly from thc C,onstiurcnry of the city of Lahore two Lcagucrs.

nalnely Maulana Abdus Satar Khan Niazi and Mian Amir-ud-Din applied fo,r the partv tickct" Maulana

Niazi approachcd Qrraid-i-Azarn forhelp. Pcrsonally the Quaid preferrcd him to his rival but he retrscd
to interfcre. 'It is difficult for me' he unote to Maulana Niazi. 'to give you the Lcague ticket over the
head of tbe Parliamentrry Board of the Provincial Muslim Lcague, Prmjab. I cannot overrule the

decision of the Prurjab Parliamcntary Board'. Waheed-uz-Zaman Quid-i-Azun Mohotmad Ah
Jinnah: M1,th md Realin.(Islarnabad: NIHCR d. 3'd.2001). 128-30: Jamil-ud-Din Ahmad Glimpses
of Qtuid-i-Azott (Karachi: Educational Press. 1960). 51-54: A. A. Ravoof. Meq Mr Jinnah /[,ahore:
Sh" Muhammad Ashraf. 1955).167.
42 lal. Bahadar, The Mt$lin League. 179.

{3 R Majnrndar, ed'-. Pakistu: Jinnah o Present Da.v Vol. 1( Ncw Dclhi: Anmol Publications, 1998).
He is awell-known author.
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regist€red his name as victor in the history book by creating the new homeland for

Muslims in India4

Author has hightighted on Jinnah political strategy by explaining his working manner.

According to him Jinnah was the pioneer of particular style of political fighting were

ruled could be sobere{ cornposed, decent and well-mannened against rulers despite

heated debates in Legislative Assembly and battles of brains. He was very intelligent,

smart eneqgetic and witty according to the need of time during formal and in formal

debates in courts and at the assmbly floor and he was equally passionate challenger

of any form of cruelty, inequalrty, antagonism and defiance of basic hurran rights.

Many people and especially students of law and politics used to visit those places only

to liste,n him he was enthusiastically loved by them.#s

Majumdar has explored that Jinnah was man of his words stick to the moral values,

fearless and rmflinching persona who was always ready to take difficulties and

opposition for the sake of principles. He had always gr.ren priority to principles and

never cares about the 'popularity graph' and need of time; he was always ready to pay

the price for not compromising on principles. He always did what consider right no

matter who was his opposition no one can step him.46 Author has compare JiDoah

with Hazart Umer bin AMulaziz known as Umer sani for his high moral standards.

He also narrates many event which show Jinnah set his principles on high moral

standards.{7 Author has also mentioned many offers by sweral British government

persons from gove,rns to British Prime minister but failed to buy Jinnah integrity.{8

Author has compared Jinnah with Gandhi and praised Jinnah honesty and integrity

also mention some event which reveals Jinnah was highll'honest percon not only in

141lbid..2l.
4t5Ibid..23.
# ftitd.,zg.
471biid..28.
l{t lbid..22.
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private life in fact he treat€d cv€ryone honestly throughout his political career. He

never tried to gain popularity through cheap manner. His public life is an open and

clear to eveqrune. He had never hidd his mistake under the cover of inner light

Author has compared him with Abraham Lincoln due to the passion and faith for their

cause. He had cultivated cool temperament thus despite worst provocation he nwer

loses his temper. According to author if anyone want to understand Jinnah then he

should equipped with 'ncason'. It is quite ama-ing analysis of any author about Jinnah

one has impose any condition to understand Jinnah before this. By mentioning Khilaft

move,ment and Jinnah opposition to it author is surprise that linnah was remain

popular among people despites his opposition to some 'popular' movement.*'M-y

authors work on this aspect of Jinnah and prcve that Jinnah was only against the

metlrodology of movement not against the movemenl4so

lvlajumdr considered that Jirnah had stong believes in democratic nonn. He nwer

left the line of law thus he was n€f,rer put behind the bars deqpite the hardest opponent

of British Govenrme,nt. He fought for Pakistan through democratic process. He was

solitary general only equippd with logic and rreason fought most difficult fight of his

life with most power enemies and despite all the difficulties and obstacles remain

unbeaten and won safe hometand for his follourers.asl Author has conclude that

Hindus and Muslims had alwap deep differences fr,om culture to social and from

religion to politics thus these difference along wittt Jinnah's dynamic and

trncompromising leadership constnrcted Pakistan which is the second largest Islamic

state at the rime of its creation.as2

4{e Ibid..29.

'50 M. Naccm Q,urcshl Pan-Isbn in Brit sh India. The Politics of the Khilqfat Mamqt,1918-1924 (
Ikrachi: Odod Univcrcity Press. 2009). 65-57.
f5r R lrfiajumdar. d,.. Pakistqt: Jinnah m Presant Da1,29.
152Ibid.. E6.
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Majumdar has depicted Jimah in optimistic manner. He has conzulted Indian and

Pakistani sources along with British. His language is fine and rich. He has compared

Jinnah with amazing personalities of the world and finds commonalities between

them. He has explored some unique feanre 6f Jinnah personality. He has used his

sources along his analpis very well. His wort is not only for the shrde,nts of history

but also for the reader of fine analysis.

4.8- V. B. Kulkarni's Analytical Approach:

Another important work on Jinnah by Indian is V. B. Kulkarni' s Pak*tan: Its Ongin

& Relatiotu with India.ls3 Atthough it is a general study but in one chapter author also

present an analysis on the percona and politics of Jinnah. According to author Jinnah

was a patriotic and hard corc nationalist leader. He has acknowledged the great virtue

of Jinnah persona by considering him the 'gifted parliamentarian', eminent lawyer,

hard core constitutionalist and colour with liberal ider".a5a According to author after

the arrival of Crandhi in Indian political ar€na with his magical pow€r of influence on

people and capturing the huge command on Congress Jinnah find himself misfit in

that situation. His &eam of sitting on paramount position in krdian political anena

were sharers thus being an egoist person he had chooses the other pafh were he could

dominate but that path lead to the partition. According to author Jinnah's 'personal

ambition' force him to create PakisEnto show his talent to Gandhi and Nehru.ass

Kulkarni like most of the Indian uniter presented and projected the narrative of

Congress leaders who had some personal prejudice against Jinnah which also show in

their writing. They tried to compete him but they wene far behind him and could not

bent him deqpite the combine effort of the,m thus they started an eqpecial complain to

153 V. B. Kulkarni. Pakisan: Iu Ongin and its Rclations with India (New Delhi: SErlfutg Publishcrs
pri.ratc Limirc( 1988). He is a rcnonmcd historian.
.t1lbid.. 86.
lss lbid.. 96.



defame him and for that purpose they forged false story about him which have lost

their credibilrty after the open up of historical rcord of widence. Quit€ amazingly he

quoted only Congress's leaders. However in India writer use to fellow that path due

to the weak hadition of pure history uniting in India If author only careful read the

lett€rs of Jinnah to Gandhi and Nehru and their reply than perhaps his analysis might

be different.

Author has swaely charged against Jinnah for personal ego he was creating so much

trrouble and fi"dly ended with the partition but many time author himself quot€d

Nehru comment against Jinnah and League full of arrogance but author did

commented on Netru arrogant behavior and on the other side at that he was only

angry on Jinnah rcsponse towards the Congress leaders.a56 However carefirlly rcading

of the author analysis has rwealed that he made whole argument by hiding and

twisting the facts however historical reord is open to weryone evide,nce show what

is really happe,n at that time. Thus tuth ueeds no explanation.

Author also has the opinion that British were supporting Jinnah and argtrment is again

build on false story. British never supported him in reality they were deadly against

Jinnah and fried to appease Congress leaders on every time against him. Congress

leaders qpread this story to cut JiDnah size but historical record rweal who is friend of

British and who is foe. Here again author hide facts. Author is in deep influence of

Congress leader and he tied his best to defend them and defame Jinnah. His approach

is biased and there is no objectivity in the wo,rk. His words and tone both are harsh

towards Jinnah. He relies heavily on Congress leaders uriting which swerely damage

the worth of the work. He uses ales and gossips to build his argument.

1t6 rrid-, 68.
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The Indian historims have maintained a paradoxical opinion about linnah but

diverged fr,o,m wery other. They are bigoted h their line of action towards Jinnah and

moreover they judged him as a nationalist or a communalisr They are rcvsaling the

partial reality about linnah and defaming Jinnah and his contibutions in freedom

move,ment. Fundamentally, most of them have explored linnah because of their

personal specific objectives and ultimately they seemed concerned in gratifying their

oum objectives. For instance Ajeet u'as a daughter of au opponent of Gandhi therefore

she attempts to depict Jinnah as a substihrtion of Gandhi in Indian political arena and

therefore her depiction of Jinnah seems exceptionally optimistic. Likewise Takaria

who was influe,nced by Maulana Abul IGlam Azad was comprehensively prejudiced

against Jinnah and prior to inscribe the boolq he made some definite hypothesis that

Iinnah was an irreligious p€rson and that he was exclusively accountable for the

splitting up of India" This tlpe of approach poses a question mark on the significance

of spterratic, rational and logical rcsearch.
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CIIAPTER.5

II\DIAN NON.HISTORIANS ON JINNAH

The firodamental notion of this claapter is to syste,matically interpret the evaluation of

Indian non historians about the individuality and political traits of Jinnah. The

terminology of non-historian here is referned to an individual, who did not get

guidance for writing history and despite that he has created works of history. Indian

non-historians have no fixed opinion r€garding Jinnah. Jinnah zealously endeavored

for the unifid front of Hindus and Mrslims in opposition to British nrle in India frrom

the beginning of his political expedition. Jinnah was the prominent leader of the

people wen during the initial period of his political career. Jinnah wanted a rightful

share of power in krdia for him and Muslims which was not grraranteed by Congress

thus he was forced to crcate Pakistan.

The Congrcss leadership was not co-operative with Jinnah therefore; the awlsnard

app,roach of Congress me,ntors was the main factor that pushed Jinnah on the way to

the making of Pakistan. Gandhi, because of his techniques and plans increased the

gutf betrreen the two main communitiss nams[y the Hindus and the Muslims that

paved the way for qplit in India.

Indian Non-Historians have produced a diverse form of work while working on the

persondity and politics 6f Jinnah. Some writers have examined the character and the

nature of linnah and his political car@r with logic and legal mind. On the other hand,

some writers have produced works on lionah to pay tribute to their favorite leaders.

They could not accept the reality and st'rll insist on living in utopian world. They are

deeply e,motional while working on Jinnah thus there is less objectivity in their

writings. Howw€r. some of them have produced very fine analysis and have exposed

some unique aspects of Jinnah's political life.
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A. G. Noomni's Jinnah and Tilak: Commdes in the Freedom Stntggle is a logical

scrutiny of personalities of Jinnah and Tilalq their thinking prcc€ss and their

contibutio,n for the freedorr of India fr,om the Rritish.lsT S. K. Majumdar's Jinnah

and Gandhi. Their Role in India's Quest for Freedom is a comparison of two

magnificent personalities of Indian political arena of 20tr ce,ntury.ast Another

significant work on linnah is Sheshrao Chavan's Mtrtammad Ali Jinnah: The Great

Enigru.ase The wort beneath evaluation is an examination of political life of linnah.

Parkash Almeida's Jinnah: Man of Destiny is also the biographical exploratio,n of the

persona and the nafirc of Jinnah.6 S. K. Bandopadhaya's Qtmid-i-.4zam Muhammod

Ali Jinruh and the Creation of Pakisna is also a biographical exploration of

Jinnah.45l The work is also an evduation of Jinnah and Gandhi, their philosophies,

characters and political tactics.

5.1- A. G. Noorani's Anaffical Study:

The significant work of a moderate non-historian author is A. G. Noorani's Jinnah

and Tilak: Comrade.s in the Fredom Strugle.162 The work below analysis is a logical

scrutiny of Jinnatr and Tilak's personalities, their beliefs and their participation in the

independence of India frrom the British. Many authons have compared Jinnah with

Gandhi but the current study is unique due to the area of the study. The author

belierred that Jinnah's politics was politics of people from the beginning of his car@r.

He ranained a moderate. constinrtiondist. open-minded and natio,nalist leader of the

'5? A. G. Noorani. Jinnah and Tilak: Comrdes n the Fredom Stntggle ( Ikrachi: Oxford University
Press.20l0).

'58 S. K. Majumdar. Jinnah and Gandhi. Their Role u India's Qaest For Fruedom (Lahore: People's
Publishrng House. 1975).
fse Sheshrao. Chavan. Mohammad Ali Jinnah: The Great Enigma (Dclln: Authorspress. 2006).
ffi Parlosh Almeida Jintuh: Mut of Destinr'@elhr: Kalpaz Publicatioms. 2001).
sr Sailesh. Kumar. Bandopadhaya^ Quiada-Azott Mohsnmd AliJinruh and the Creation of Pakisnn
(Ncw Dclhi: Strling Publishers. 1991).€ A. G. Noorani. Jinnah and Tilak: Comrades in the Fredom Stntgle, Noorani is an advocatc,
Srprcrne C,ourt of India and a leading constitutional sxpert. colurnnist and author of many books.
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contemporary India frrom beginning to the end of his life. On the other hand, at

Congress front no one was of his match after the denrise of Tilak who could settle the

Hindu-Muslim problems as was settle in Lucknow Pact

Noorani has considered that Jinnah was the leader of the masses right from the

beginning of his political car@r. In Bombay, Jinnatr's chamber and Sardar Tilak's

horre were two most famous political activity centers for freedom stnrggle druing the

2'd decade of 206 century. Both were very active in mass politics and people used to

come to them for advice, conzultation and judgments. Both had friendly terms with

each other.63 Noorani has narrated a famou event of Jinnah's mass politics when

Iinnah in the company of his followers planned an agitation in opposition to the send-

off celebnation of the Crovernor of Bombay and that was the earliest victorious

appearance of people's authority in the political history of Bo,mbay.6

Noorani's judgment is conhary to the opinion of mainstneam Indian writers. Jinnah

was not against Gandhi's program due to the unlaurful nature of that program instead

he did not atrrprove because of the rmworkable and unreasonable character of Gandhi's

prograur.tr5

The author has revealed that all the broadminded and rational leaders did not approve

the transformation in the ouflook and character of Congress. According to Noorani,

the transformation in the Congress brought by Gandhi was destuctive in nahre that

was why it was not liked by the prominent leaders of freedom stnrggle like Tilalq

LajpatRai and Gokhale including Jinnaha66

Noorani has also contradicted with the majority of the Indian authors about the

friendly relationship of Jinnah and the British. The uniter is of the view that Jinmh

6'Ibid.. 1.
&4bid.,29.
16s lbid.,92.
156Ibid.. l4o.
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was the arch rival of the Britistr rule in India Hke Congress leaders, his attitude was

antagonistic towards the British rule in India The British authorities in India also

considered him their arch rival.tr7 Noorani also has acknowledged that Jinnah was a

highly reputed leader of the Indian Muslims because of their recognition for him as a

highly esteemed leader and followed his command so it was worthless for him

whether Congress recognized him as a highly reputed leader or not According to the

uriter, "finnah derived his strength and representative status from the support of the

Mustim masses, not from the Congress recognition."6t

Noorani has considened that Congress leading me,ntors; Patel. Gandhi and Jawaharlal

Nehru were equally accountable for the separation of India They were not prepared to

cooperate with Jinnah and the Irague and stimulated atread to separate Indiatre

Howwer, Jinnah sought to resolve the issue,a7o but in Congress camp no one was

skilld enough to resolve the issue as Jinnah was making an effort. No matter how

much Jinnatr wantod to coope,rate with the C.ongress but at that time the Congess was

lacking in a rational and practical politician like Tilah. Thus Jinnah had to change the

technique and look forward for another optioD, although in the end Congress mentors

and linnah both had to pay the price for their decisions.aTr

Noorani has declared fta1 rrnlike Tilak, the legendary personalities of Jinnab Gandhi

and Nehru were unable to understand the tue se,ntime,nts of their devoted followers.

Similarly, they were not contented with the ethical, official and political customs and

ft?Ibrd..76.
166Ibid.. l5g.
.60Ibid..2367.

'70 trianji also have similar poim of view and statcd Jinnah own's words "M1' dear Kanji. one gesture.
one friendly gestur€ was all that I was asking fo,r and it was not forth coming firom the Congrcss. If the
Congress would makc this gcstre, the whole problcm would not be difficult to solve". Kanji
Dwarkadas. Ten Years to Fredom (Bombay: Popular Praloshan 1968 ).78-79
'7r A. G. Noorani. Jinnah od Tll&: Comrades in the Freedom Stntggle.24l.
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taditions of the states which wene formed by thecr after a long and furious

stnrggle.az

It seems that author is not daring enough to accept the ve,rdict of the history. The

author has also perceived the false assumptions to avoid the tnrth. Noorani has

assgmed that Jinnah and Nehru wene secular; nevertheless, their strategies we, e

entirely opposite to their beliefs and dogmas and were inclined towards separation.

No one rmderstood the feetings of the people. Gandhi's decision of launching the

move,ment of Civil disobedience paved the way for aggression and tenror and thtts

undermined the nrle of law. Nehru's defiance to setfld issues with the minorities also

came out with stalemate. Jinnah's Two-Nation Theory increased setarianism.4T3 The

atrthor's assessment of Jinnah's Two Nation Theory could not be acceptable because

that was the only solution for deadlock creafed by unreasonable attitude of the

Congress leadership. Howwer, the author was right that it was not e,nough to save

whole Muslim community of India frrom the clutches of the evil forces of Hindu

extremisb nevertheless instead that formula saved almost half of the Muslims from

that evil.

Noorni has claimed that separation of India took place as an outcome of the rejection

of the Congress leadership. particularly Gandhi and Nehru for not providing qpace to

the League and Jinnah in unitd India" Cabinet Mission Plan was collapsed because of

the stubbom attitude of Nehru and the chance for the union of Bengal got wasted

because of the impractical demand of the guide of the Congress namely Gandhi. In his

words, "the safeguards which Gandhi demanded for the Hindus of Bengal. in his letter

472tbid-,247.
m lbid-,2so
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to Sarat Bose on 25 May, were never offered to Muslims in the rmion either by him,

or by the Congress.'{74

The author has judged that Jinnah tried very had to prwent the sepration howwer,

the Congress was not prepared for rmified India with linnah. They would like to

exclude Jinnah at whatever cost they had to pay including the division of India- In his

words, "but a united India implied a sharing of power, which the Congress abhorred.

Worse still, it had no role for Jinnah as a partter in a united India.'475

Noorani has discussed that in unifid Indiq the Congress leadership wanted to enjoy

full authority by deducting the kague and Jinnah from the orbit of authority. Still

Nehu had recommended to the British authorities that linnah would not be gtven any

role in power h hdia176 Thacfore, the awkrrard attihrde of the Congress leaders was

the main reason for him to demand for Pakistan. In the opinion of Noorani, finnah

was sad over the fonnation of Pakistan. He was sad and dejected because of the

consoquences of the division of India According to the author, "Jinnah was not

exacfly a picture ofjoy when Paldstan was established. Events had overwhelmed him

and his miscalculations, rash as they were, diverted to a course he could not have

imagind. His style foiled his policies.n477 7X" author has analpd that Jinnah was

discontented due to the horrible and spine-chilling incidcnts that happened as an

outcome of division, not due to the creation of Pakistan.

The scrutiny of the eve,nts by Noorani therefore is in sharp contrast with the most of

the Indian authors. A lot of Indian wit€rs in additio,n to Pakistani and British vniters

have anpressed that Jinnah was in high spirits over the formation of Pakisan.478 1o

4?1Ibrd..260.
175 bid.,270.
176Ibid. Also see Alan Carnbcll-Jonsom. Misspn With Mountfutten (I-afron: RobertHale. 1951).49.
mbid.,266.

'Ttsikandar. Hayat The Charisnatic Leder: gud-i-AzaD, Mohsnmod Ali Jimah ud the Creation of
Pakistan (Karachi: oldod Univcrsity Prcss. 2008). 317: J.J. Pad.. Jinnah and the Crution of Pakistott
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short the analysis has distinctive aspects and it has created the innovative paths of

study on Jinnah. This study can be called the earliest waluation of Jinnah with other

Hindu lead€rs like Tilak besides Gandhi. Possibly the analysis carried the exceptional

characteristic of Jinnah's life into public attention. Noorani also has attempted to

counter numerous queries connected to the persona of Jinnah and his political life.

YeL the strrdy is an excellent and precious investigation about the persona of Jinnah

and his political life. The sriter has consulted not only the Indian sources but

Pakistani and British sourcrs as well. The snrdy also contains some valuable historicd

docume,nts.

5.2- S. K. Majumdar's Analytical Shtdy:

The zubseqne,nt significant investigation is of S. K. Majumdar's Jinnah and Gandhi.

T'heir Role in India's Atest for Freedom.aTe 1a. study below assessment is a

comparison of the two grand legendary celebrities of Indian political arcna of 206

century, Jinnah and Gandhi, their personas, philosophies, political opinions and their

strarcgies. Jinnah and Gandhi were poles apart in ternr of political philosophies.

Jinnah had great faith in tolerance. free thinking and rule of law whereas; Gandhi was

absolutely in opposition to the western civilization. He also had no confidence in

lavrfirl techniques for fight. Therefore the clash between them was unavoidable and

outcome of that clash was the divisio,n of India and the formation of Pakistan.

Majumdar has praised the personal qualities of Jinnah zuch as, steel nerves.4to

unafraid and firm follower of law. The author firther has explained that Jinnatl

@elhi: Sidhuram Publications. 1983). 142: Tara Chand. Histon of Freedom Movqnen In Indb.Yol.
IV(lahore: Book Tradcrs.1972).541. Id. Bahadur. The Mushm Leaguc: Is Histon. Actiwties and
Achiarynents (Latrore: BookTraders.l9T9) .358: R. Majumdar. ed.. Pakistan: Jinnah to the Presqt
Dar,. Vol. I. New Dclhi: Annrol Publications. 1998) 186: \,. B. Kulkami. Pa**tan: hs Origin &
Relatiotts with India (Ncw Dclhi: S&ditrC Publisbcrs Privatc Limircd. 1988) 87.

'7e S. K. Majundar, Jinrol, and Gandhi: Their Role m Indb's Qaest For Freedom. S. K. Majumdar.
Barristcr-at-Law Advocatc, Patra Higb Coufi and Sup,reme Court of India.
1t0Ibid., 79.
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planned to achieve Mom from the British rule through the constitutional ways by

forging a rmified e,ndeavon of the Hindrs and the Muslims. His vision of undivided

India had parity in all fields of life for both the natio,ns. Jinnah had no tust in

Gandhi's method of rurderrrining law and disobedie,lrce.asl

Majumdar has shd light on Jinnah's naturc that Jinnah disliked plotting or deception

instead he was matchless in dircct and open competition.482 Alft€r 1937, Jinnah and

the League were compelled to depart from the mainstneam counrc because of the

inratiooal approach of Nehru who was the president of the Congress at that ti-e.{3 By

the approval of tahore Resolution in 1940, Jinnah and the Irague had selected their

uttimat€ alternative for the resolution of Hindu-Muslim dilemma in India.{a Contary

to the majority of the Indian writ€rs, Majumdar has judged that Gandhi's strategies,

methods and dreams, not Jinnah's strategies, contibuted fundamental job in the

establishme,nt of Pakistan and the division of India The uriter has considered that

Gandhi's aspiration to be the liberator of Indians stained the union of Indian. Crandhi's

premature 'Quit lndia Movement' guided to escalation of antagonism amo4g the

Hindtrs and the Muslims and also cleared the course of Jinnah and the League to walk

for the establishment of Pakistan. The author has expresso( "In his intense desire to

fly in the ethereal regon and to play the part of a Messiab, Gandhi forgets the

mundane interest of India- He did not see the red signs in the way Quit India

move.'485

The uniter also believd that the Congress headed by Gandhi left Jinnah and the

League with no choice in undivided India and the Congress leaders were not prepared

{rIbid..l09.
1t3 Ibid.. 156.
{t3lbid.. 164.
1&{ Ibid., 171.
.t5Ibid., lgg
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to collaborate with the,m thus, Jinnah and the League decidd the preference of

splitting up of India and the fonnation of Palcistan.

The study is one of the earliest logical, relative and investigative explanations of an

Indian uriter. Majumdar has shed light on Gandhi's shategies and plans in Indian

politics frrom another angle. It is pointed out that Gandhi created difficulty in the way

of Hindu'Muslim udty and he damaged the agree,me,nts which were near to be signed

to shengthen Hindu-Muslim unity. This work also has disclosed that limah was a

thorough genfleman of superior talent as compared to Gandhi. He did not at all

negotiate on principles and alwap retained his position as a co,nstitutionalist wherreas

Gandhi alt€red his plans and commifrents many trmes. It was Gandhi, who actually

mixed religron with politics and it was again Q6adhi, who sought to be the liberator of

India and his awhnrard and overestimated conclusion cemented the course for Jinnah

to make Pakistar On the other han4 the author is not pragnatic while he predicts that

the survival of the sub-continent can be ensured only by the merger of Pakistan and

India It would be utopian daydream that India and Pakistan might be joining up

again.

Though at a few occasions. the writer has described the details devoid of any

background and tied to put allegations. For instance according to the author, the

British must not have provided the unnecessary significance to the claim of Jinnah

which enhanced the position of Jinnah and weakened the position of the other Muslim

leaders who were not part of the League. In his words. "The undue respect shown to

the unreasonable de,mands of Jinnah by the Viceroy against the moderate and middle

of the path Muslim politicians was a clear directive to the Muslims in general that it is

Jinnah and Jinnatr alone who is able to deliver goods to t'hem."486 The words of the

.t6lbid.,2l5.
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wdt€r reveal his limitation as an Indian uriter on one hand and on the other hand it is

also an attempt to hide historical facts. Historical record shows that Jinnah was a

leader of millions of supports ta 1945 thus at that time it would not be easy for British

or Congress to igno,red Jinnah and his party kague as Congress did in 1920 and in

1928 and British in third roundtable confere,nce.4T

Nonetheless, in reality Jinnah restuchred the Muslims under the League banner prior

to the Conference and the Viceroy only confessed that reality, he had no fiuther

altenutive. Yet the research is extemely valuable for its excellent waluation of

Gandhi and Jinnah as political leaders with huge supporters. It is indeed a fine effort

of an Indian udter to have measurE up Jinnah and Gandhi as leaders, their beliefs,

attitudes and their line of action.

5.3- Sheshrao Chavan's Analytical Stndy:

The zubsequently vital work on linnah is Sheshrao Chavan's Muhammad Ali Jinnah:

The Great Enigma.aE The work beneafh waluation is an examination of political life

of Jinnah. The author began his political caneer as a patiotic and moderate leader of

the Congress. Though, fotu key incidents altercd him ftom an autonomist to a

separatist. First shock to Jinnatr's political career was his denial and disgrace at the

Nagpu gathering of Congress in 1920. He got the next upset of his political life in the

shape of his degradation at the 1928's All Parties Conference. His political profession

was stnck by subsequent d€rdat by Nehru and congress after the election of 1937.

They tried hard to disgrace Jinnah and to conclude his political voyage. Last upset hit

Jinnatr's political journel' with the adaptation of Lahore Resolutio'n by League in

{7 Sycd Sharrfirddin Pirrada- d.. The Collected Works of Qtuid-e-Azam Mohanmad Ali Jinnah: 1906-
/92l, Vol.I(Karachi:East and West Publishing C-orpany. 1984).402406. Sikardar. Hayal. The
Charisnatic Ledu: Quid-i-Arun Mohanmd Ali Jinuh and the Creation of Pakistan (Kalzchi:
Oxford University Press. 2008). 49-50,52-56.
fft Shcslnao. Chavan" Mohotmad Ali Jinnah: The Great Enigma. Cbvan is the vicc president of the
Associatc of World Citizen Chairman. Bharatiya Vidya Bhavan's Aurangabad Ccnter and author of
many bools on frecdom movemcnt mainly Gandhi.

146



1940. Itr Chavan's opinion, these four actions changed Jinnah's political expedition

ftom the autonomist line to the separatist line.4e

fire writer has explained fiuther, Jinnah was patrio! moderate and tolerant leader and

tiretessly strove hard for Hindu-Muslim unity frrom the very begiDning of his political

profession linnah participated significantly in the malcing of Lucknow Pact of Hindu-

Muslim unity besides Tilak and Annie Besant.as Jinnah deserted the Congress after

Naglr's degndation; howwer he never ceases to work for Hindu-Mtslim uity. He

time and again offe,red his collaborationr to the Congress for that objective on the other

hand Congress leaders rejected him again and again. To make them realize their

limitations and to demonstate himself as superior to the combined leadership of the

Congress namely Gandhi, Netrtr, Patel and Azad. Jinnah pressed himself to establish

Pakistan. In author's opinioq "It was only forpsychological satisfaction to show that,

he was 6sps rhen a mafch to Gandhi, Nehru, Patel and Azad all put together because

they had hurt his ego in one way or the other and did not give him recognition as he

expectod".49l

Contrary to a lot of Indian writ€rs, Chavan has also confessed that Gandhi's non-

cooperation and no'n-violence plan enhanced the sentiments of separatism ardd

Hindus and Muslims and uoleashed hostility, turmoil and antagonism befireen them.

When Gandhi's plan was ongoing, a lot of people withdrew their titles. educational

institntions were deserted and lawyers stopped appearing in the courts. To sum-up,

Gandhi's agenda of disobedience reversed the process of growttr and rebuilding of

1r6irae2

{e Ibid.. ivi.
1tt lbid., 17.
0I Ibid.,292.
sTbid..23.
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The vriter has admired Jinnah's insight and sound judgment for not participating with

the Khilafat move,ment.4e3 Unlike the other Indian vriters, the author has admitted

that Jinnah was crowned by the tifle of 'Quaid-i-Azam' by his fellow comrurnity, not

by Gandhi. In the opinion of the author, "But since he became the protagonist

advocate of Pakistan, he became a man cornmanding irnmense mass appeal. He was

no longer above them. He was amongst the,m. Masses raised him above themselves

and called him 'Quaid-e-A?:lrr".4% The author has paid tibute to Jinnah's penlona

with open heart. Though author has judged each participant of freedom struggle so,

according f6 him, Jinnab Gandhi, Nehru, Patel and the British, all were accountable

for the division of Indiaaes

This study under waluation holds some inconsiste,ncy because at one place, the author

has stafed that the British had shored up Jinnah but he himself has disclosed regarding

an accord namely Treaty of Filkins 1938, of pow€r transfer betrneen Nehru and

Labour party leadership.ls On the other hand, he has not discovered any deal amid

Jinnah and the British. These tlpe of errors demonshate that writcr is not courageous

enough to dare to disapprove Congress leaders fq their faults and thus endeavored to

convince himself while historical frct disclose the fiue account of freedom stuggle.

Ntunerous Indian writ€rs themselves are clear about the fact that Jinnah was the

greatest foe of British rule in 1o6i*ae7 Actully the British were extre,mely against

Jimah and were fond of the Congress.

There is confrrsion in the eiraminatisn of Chavan. In one statemenl he himself has

admittd that "Jinnah took pride in saying that he created Pakistan with the help of his

stenographer and his tvpeuriter'' but in another statement. he has argued that Jinnah

4e3Ibid.. 58.
sIbid.. ivii
05Ibid" 293.
1e6Ibi4 308.
197Ibid,30g.

148



was distessed over the establistrme,nt of Pakistar It seems that author's

aonogncement was for self pteasre while historical fact was enlightening the other

side of the coin. Howwer, this is a fine effort to IE-fiamine the descriptio,n of

freedom movement Chavan has judged all the three Congress leaders Nehru, Patel

and Gandhi along with the British as equally responsible for the partition with Jinnah.

This explanation is incredibly opposite to the mainstream Indian writers'

interprretations. Thus the study provides another interpretation of Jinnah's political life

and freedom move,ment. However the author also has maintained the inherited

weakness of Indian school of writers and could not stop himself for not admitting

r€ality. Nwertheless the author has cited some very valuable informatio,n with regard

to Congrcss leaderc' relation with the British. The study is worthy for researchers as it

is giving a new and rmique insight to shrdy the political car@r and the stature of

Jinnah.

5.4- Parkash Almeida's Analytical Stttdy:

Parkash Almeida's Jinnah: Man of Destiny is also the biographical study of the

personatity and the nature of Jinnah.{ed The uniter has stated that Jinnah was an

egotistical, proud and annoyed personality. Nwertheless he also admits that Jinnah

was constitutionalisl straighforwan( rmwavering, and a big communicator. The

author has pointed out that Jinnah formed Pakistan to obtain rcprisal from Gandhi.

The entire examination has been done under the powerfirl swal,of Gandhi's percona

The author's point of vieu' is exhemely prejudiced. He has evaltrated the persona of

Jinnah and freedom stnrggle rmder the shades of deeds and beliefs of Gandhi and

according to the author's point of view. if one wishes to understand Jinnah's percona

'eB Parlcsh Almcida" Jintuh: Man of Destinl' fi)elhi: Kalpaz hrblications, 2001). He is foudcr of
ISAPS. Dir€ctor. Instif,rte for Sudy of Economic Issre and Anuwad Comnmication Scryices. author
of many books on partition"
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and the nature atong with his deeds, one should nalyzn Gandhi first. He has stated

tl6t "Jiru11h as a percon cannot be understood unless viewed in the light of Gandhi.

They wene inse,parable. More light needed to be shed on Jinnah Gandhi relationship in

which, the secrct of partition l"y.'*e

Even though Almeida has admired the naits of Jinnab, and has labelled him as a man

of rmconquerable will and honesty, on the other hand he also has labelled him as an

Egotistical and protrd. The writer has consid€red that Jinnah had immense power of

logc. He was a tnrthful constitutionalist, who by no means ryp,roved the participation

of unruly masses into politics. The difference betwee,n linnah and Gandhi

methodology was so huge that it could not be breachd.sc{ However vniter is so busy

in measring Jinnah under the tight that he misses the historical record of treedom

from 1916 to 1918.50r

Yet Almeida has admifrd the predictions and accurate verdicts of Jinnah. Jinnah was

not in favor of practical participation of rmtaught people into political are,na since he

could predict the outcome of that participation. In writer's opinion, 'Tinnah who was

against the suddeir politicization of ignorant masses, was proved right by every

Crandiau movement that essentially ended in violence but unfailingly confirmed and

stengthened Gandhi's leadership and his utopian thoughf'.so2 The author has judged

that Gandhi's arrival into Indian political ar€na and his grasp over the Congress

outdated Jinnah in Congress. Therefore, Jinmh being an arrogant and self-centered

s lbid.. +8.
5m Ibid.49.
sor 5r"d Sharifirddin Pirzada. d... The Colleted Wbrk of Quaid-e-,4z.ott Mohonmd Ali Jinnoh: 1906
1921,Yo1.LL88-195,296-301.. Sikendar'. H"y"q The ChsismaticLeader: Quoid-i-Aznt Mohammad
AliJinnot and the Creation ofP&isun,4l42.
502 lbid-. 75.
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person prese,nt€d the concept of a separate nation immediately to obtain reprisal from

Gandtri.sol

According to the historical facts, Jinnah time and again aided Congress on the

subjects of welfare of people of India regardless of his individual dishonor in Nag1rur

gathering of C,ongress inl920 and in l92t's APC in Calcutta by Congress guided by

Gandhi. JiDnah simply estranged from Conrgress afterthe conversion of C,ongress into

a Hindus dominatcd party which protccted only Hindu and not national interests.su

Alneida has acknowledgd that Jinnah's position was very significant in the

formation of Pakistan. He was not aided by any of the armed forces throughout the

very stiff fight of his life. Jinnah was victorious at the end due to his belief and

indeshrctible will. Almeida has maintained his argurrent that, 'Tinnah with the wings

to his indomitable will, and hirnself as his one man anny created a nation-state".505

Yet the author never regarded Jinnah as the Solo factor accotmtable for the division of

India or ffus making of Pakistan. The writer has ide,ntified some more factors which

contibuted for the division of India such as the British strategy of divide and rule, and

their regular help to the Muslims as an alternative of the Congress, greedy leaders of

the Congress and their appetite for power also has contibuted in the separation of

India and the malcing of Pakistan.506

Alneida has harshty conde,mned the British authorities for their shoring up of Jinnah.

Yet off and on, he has rwealed about the undisclosed accord of Nehnr with the

British for the shift of authority. On Jrme 24,1938,Nehru and the Labor lead€rs at the

house of Stafford Cripps signed an undisclosed teafy for the shift of contnol.5o7 lhere

503lbid..238.
s M. M. Salec,rr Qurcshi. The Politics ofJinnah (Karachi: Royal Book Conpany. 19E8), 110.
s5 Parlrash Almcida. Jinruh: Mut of Destitqlll.
506lbid.. 232.
5(nIbid.. 197.
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are Indian uriters besides Pakistani and British writers, who have considered that it

was Jinnah who declined each bi4 each label and each office of the Brifish.5o8

Fgrthennore, arguments of the author seem to have a lack of continuity. He left no

stone unturned to prove Gandhi's innocence and to describe him s5 a Saint. "But

Gandhi should not be hold respomsible for the partition as mue,h as Nehru, Patel and

Jinnalq though he has his share of the bitter cup".5oe 1tr" wor* seems to provide

rationalization and justification of the deeds and misdeeds of Gandhi than Jinnah's

biographical scrutiny. The author required that Jimah must have submitted before

Gandhi. No matter what Gandhi di4 correct or inconect, Jinnah mrst have followed

him without questioning the logic of it. In writer's opinioq "Tragically, Jinnah failed

to see and appreciate Gandhi whom he saw only in political light. And Gandhi too

failed ia making himself more understandable. Jinnatr's failure to understand Gandhi

going beyondpolitics was indeed @is.rrslo

Almeida bas admittd that Jinnah had exceptional taleng skill and taits. He was a

futuristic person with realistic attitude towards e\rery issue and his finding bore out

true during the freedom stuggle. The author has no guts and power to own up the

reality which he recognized through data- It has given the impression that the study

was to pay tibute to Gandhi rather than a biography on Jinnah. In addition, as the

author is a non-historian writer and without appropriate guidance for writing of

history conseque,nfly he has carelessly used the factual data to pnove his hypothesis.

Almeida is not to a great extent worried about the data and reality unveiled by the data

56 Aieet Jawcd and A. G. Noorani. bclicve that Jinnatr was not sup,porcd b1'Britsh. Many British
hisorians also believe dnt Jinnah was not won by Britislu Like H. \r. Hodson. Ajcct .Jawed- Secubr
and Nationalist Jinmh (Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity Prcss. 2009). 2l l: A. G. Noorani. Jnruh and
Tilak: Comtdes in the Fredom $rugle ( Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity Press.20l0).76: H. V. Hodsom,
The Great Divide: Bitain-India-Pakistut (Karachi: Odord Univcrsity Prcss. 1985),39.s Partasb" Atnsida, Jimah: Mut of Destiry,.l98.
5r0Ibid., 1lg.
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and has built his argume,nt according to his personal wishes. The work appears to be

on thepattern of misunderstanding of the tuthbythe author.

5.5- S. K. Bandopadhaya's Analytical Stttdy:

S. K. Bandopadhaya's Qtnid-i-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah and the Creation of

Pakistan is also a biographical investigation of fio*5.sll The work is also an

wahration of Jinnah and Gandhi, their philosophies, characters and political tactics.

The vniter has accused that Iinoah was self-centered, arrogant sober, une,motional,

and an uppa-class separatist ptrson. Yet he has disclosed that he was also a

broadminded, reasonable, autonomist, constitutionalist, bold and blunt personality.

Moreover, Bandopadhaya has argued that Jinnah was amogant enough to be an

assistant of anyperson thus; he formed Pakistan to maintain his individuality and self-

respect of his community. The author has given the impression of being under the

unfathomable sway of Gandhi and his philosophy. He has me,ndoned tbat "Gandhi

has been my beacon-light since my youth and yet I have ventured to unde,take this

study of Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnah, his political advasary*.5r2

Bandopadhap has described that Jinnah was a highly esteemed lanoyo, reasonable

and broadminded person and was careless about apparent customs. According to the

writer, "Jinnah was not only an outstanding barrister of his time; he was also modern

and up-todafe right from his dress to food-habits, qpeech, mannerism. and etiquettes.

He did not care to observe the rituals of the Indian Muslims of his day. like the

offering of regular prayers (Namaz), growing of beards. .t *.513 It is not a surprise

that the present study under the beaco,n-light of Gandhi has shown a grea;t concem

about the ouflook and the rituals followed by Jinnah. The author's mentor. Gandhi.

5rr Sailesh. Kumar. Bandopadhaya Quiod-i-Azfri, Mohmtmd Ali Jinnah and the Crendon of Pahistan
(Neu, Dclhi: Strliry Publistrcrs. 1991). He was a Congress workcr and worted rurder sevcral
Gandhian programs. Hc is also the author of many bools.
stz 16i4. 1.
srs lbid-.4.
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was a great advertiser of the rituals whereas, Iinnah followed the code of Islam in

which a person coutd wear ary tlpe of clothes until and unless that did not cross the

limits set by Islam. Many uriters have rerrealed that Jinnah used to offer prayers

however he did not like to advertize it like Gandhi. As for as his stories about eating

pork are concsne4 cannot be accepted due to the biases of the narraton. Dr Riaz

Ahmad has explained that most of the narrators were jealous of Jinnah so their

narrations have no values.Sl4 Howwer the vniter has also acknowledged Jinnah's

inte[ectual guts, and firm resolutim.sls

Bandopadhaya has believed that JiDnah left the Congress tn 1920, the reason of

conflict with Gandhi's method of politics. Jinnah was a man of law and an upper<lass

political leader so he was misfit with Gandhi's methodology of mass mobilizatiou

non-violencg civil disobedience and non-cooperation. 516

Bandopadhaya also has considerod that Jinnah could not bear to work under any

junior. In the opinion of the author, "it was not easy for Jinnah to play the second

fiddle giving a walkover to Gandhi comparatively a newcomer to national politics.st7"

The author has confessed that Pakistan was the supreme accomplishment of Jinnah

and he formed Pakistan in just seven years following the Pakistan Resolution with his

abi[ty and political insight.sls The author has rcflected that there was no comparison

between Jinnah and Gandhi. He has used a justification that that JiDnah was just a

5l'He statcs tlrat Chagla. Jayakar and Drvarkadas were Jinnah's colleague in the Congress. After
Ieaving Congress, whe,n Jfumah cnthusiastically wo*ed for rwival of Muslim Lcague in the years of
this strdy. they uuned against him. They were becoming more and more hostile towards Jirmah as thc
later showed his incrcasing conccrn for the Mulims. They bccame responsible in the Congress circle
to invcnt some frlse sbries about limah. Hcnce their obscrrrations cannot be acccprcd frir or balanccd.
They are mcrely conglomcratons of biased opinions on their old colleague whose only crime was that
he had comc to champion the cause of the Muslims of South Asra. Rraz Ahmad. Qtutd-i-Azant's Role
in South Asian Political Crisis, 1921-l92a Gawalpindi: AIvr Publishcrs. n.d).2-3
5ts Sailesh. Knmar. Bando,padtraya- Quiad-i-Azan Mohmmad Ali Jinnah and the Creation of Pakistan.
Ibid.. r0.
516lbid..343.
st?lbid..4.
5rt lbid., 334
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political leader whereas, Gandhi was not a political leader in fact he was a spiritrul

leader.ste

The stateme,lrt of the author has shovm that the author has been under the charisma of

Gandhi and he has had already decided the conclusion of the shrdy. And the objective

of his study was to prove Gandhi as a qpiritual leader. Another illusion of the author

was that the British were on friendly tenns with Jinnah and the kague and the British

were also the key player in the division of India. Howwer, the author has flexible

views for Attlee's govenrment and Mountbatten, possibly the reason was their

closeness with the Congress. He has argued that British stategy of divide and rule has

contributod a significant shar€ h the sepration of India The author has charges that

the British authorities shored up the kague as a substitute of the Congress while he

has not hetd Atflee's Croverune,nt and Mountbatten accountable for the separation of

66i*s20

He has alleged that the British authorities were s)anpathaic towards the Irague, but

he has not regarded Aflee's government and Lord Motmtbatte,n accormtable for the

separation of India. The declaration of the author seemed an amalgamation of

inconsistency. How could it be possible for the high comnand of administration to be

in the east and fo,r the low command to be in the west? It is always impossible that

low command could act in opposition to its own high command of any administration.

In reatity the historical record has disclosed that there was very close and fraok

relationship between Congress leadership and high command of the British

adminishation. Even they had a secret pact over the shift of contol in India- On June

5re IHd.. 344.
eo lbid.. 352-3.
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24, 1938, N€hru and Iabour leaders at the house of Stafford Cripps signed a secret

pact forthe shift of authority.s2r

Bandopadha)ra has also tied to protect the blunders of Nehnr and to rationalize

Patel's approach. He has no courage and grrts to condemn for their errors and wrong

steps. Similarly, he has att€mptd to grve explanation for Gandhi's faults by

announcing him spiriflral leader to a certain extent than being a political leader and

also has tied to give explanation for the other leaders of the C.ongress.5z

This work also has disclosed that Bandopadhaya is under the profotrnd sway of the

Congress. The vniter has condemned Jinnah, his perso,na and accomplishments

brutally and has rationalized each deed of the Congress. He has claimed that Gandhi

was his ideal right frrom the beginning of the work which has revealed his atte,ntion of

the research. His unwrapped claim has iltusnated his sympathetic attitude towards the

Congress. He did not pass judgments on Congress frie,nds like Aflee and Mountbatten.

The uniter has brutalty accused Jinnah and the kague to prove his hypothesis. For

that purpose, he has picked the selected facts without context and pretext to prove his

judgments rights. The sfirdy is an amalgamation of the contadictions and lacks

continuity. The study is a fine example of misinterpretation of the facts and the

distortion of the history. Thus it is not worthy of being called a scholarlywork.

5.6- H. IVL Seeruai's Analytical Approach:

Next significant work of an Indian non-historian is H. M. Seervai's Partition of India:

Legend and Reality.523 1he main focus of the research is the split of India while

discussing the reason of division of India; the author has highlighted the roles of key

figrres of freedom movement. He has also discussed the persona and politics of

52r perkaeh. Almcida Jnnah: Manof Destiry', 197.
522 IHd.,354
s23 H. M. Secrvai, Putition of India: Legend and Realia'(IGrachi: Oxford Univcrsity Prcss, ed. 2d.
2005). Hc is an advocatc and rutho,r of many books.
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Iinnah. He has regarded Jinnah as couragoous, detemined and co,nstitutionalist Being

a moderate and nationalist political leader, he shove hard to build a combined front of

the Hindus and the Muslims to attain freedom. But due to the unr€asonable behavior

of the Congress leaders, he was forced to create Pakistan.

The units has acknowldgd the leadership qualities and rational approach of Jinnah.

He was a leader of great r€pute at national level who had contibuted a lot to build a

combined frront of the Hindus and the Muslims against the British. Due to the changes

occurred in Congress constitution after the entance of Gaodhi into Indian politics and

holding the presidency of the Congress, Jinnah being a hard core co,nstitutionalist left

the Congress. As a rationalist, Jinnah rightly predicted that the unconstitutional

methods would crcat€ hostility, anarchy and turmoil in the regisn.szl

Seervai, contary to the bulk of Indian vriters has judged that Jinnah before putting

forward the case of Pakistan, throughout his last thirfy years in politics yeanred for the

settle,me,nt of Hindu- Muslim dilemma. On the other hand, most of the C,ongress

leaders werre not serious or deliberately never desired to solve the core issue. Nebru

wen being an imaginative perso& could not see the actual situation of the sub-

continent and Gandhi having claimed the srpematural pow€rs remained helpless to

feel the gavity of the Hindu-Muslim dilernma in India-

In his words. "After the 1937 elections, Nehru proclaimed that there was no such

thing as the Hindu-Muslim question or the minority question in India and when

Gandhi cried in vain for divine help to solve the question of Hindu-Mrslim *ri6.*525

The writer has sxpssed the tnre appearance and mindset of Congress camn.

Consequenfly Jinnah like a realist and rationalist had to modi$ his strategy to bring

back the,m on earth. To cormter that rude and arrogant approach Jinmh adopted very

smi(st-2.
sls Ibid 53.
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wise and reasonable strategy which was tagged by Gandhi as a 'declaration of war'.526

Yes that was a declaration of war which was made by Jinnah to protect the Muslims

and their right in India In the words of writer, "Jirmah responded with a speech at the

session of the All India Muslim kague in Octob€r 1937. Gandhi described that

speech as a 'declaration of war'. A declaration of war it certainly was, but the

declaration was made in self-defence, as Jinnah said in his reply 1o 6*61ri.u527

Seervai has narratad that the Cabinet Mission Plm was collapsed mainly because of

the harmful mannerc and tactics of the C,ongress. The author is of the opinio,n that

Congress being the major party and claiming the confide,nce of the masses had to

leave some room for minorities particularly for the Muslims and the kague. Thus the

Congrress did not co+perate and the Cabinet Mission Plan failed. In his words. "Only

the Congress....could show good will by working the plan in the spirit in which it

was indent to be worked, namely, for the Congress to sharc power with the Muslim

League. Howwer, the Congress showed no good will towards the League and the

plan failed."s28

The author's main narrative is that Congress was accountable for the division of India

instead of Jinnah. Jinnah and his party shove really hanl to live in undivided India

with Cnngress. On the other hand Congress was unsu@essful to satisff Jinnah and the

Muslim. Thts linnah had to decide to part the wayn and to create a new homeland

Palcistan. The author's narrative is quite different from the main stneam Indian school.

His analpis about the outcome of the Cabinet Mission plan is not only diffenent frrom

the bulk of Indian writers but also his analysis about Simla Confereirce is also

different. He has narrated that the Simla C,onference remained worthless and

tr S)rcd Sharifuddin P'rrad\ ed. Quaid-i-Azan Jinnah's Conespondence (Ikrachi: East and lVest
Publishing Corryny, 1977). E9.
527 H. M. Seervai, Partitbn of India: Leged and Reali4,.53.
trt lbi4 65.
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unsuccessful again due to the uobending natur€ of Jinnah but the 
.'ne 

has proved that

he was right and had far-sight€d the outcome. At that time Jinnalq as a leader of

League, the representative of Muslims in India wanted the right to nominate Muslims

me,mbers for Interim Government. In uriter words, "In logic and in theory, Jinnah's

stand was indefensible. But as later went wer€ to show, the reasons for his stand

were practira1.r529

Bulks of the Indian authors have bitterly condemned the behavior of Jinnah duing the

firal phase of freedom movement.s3o 1a" work under review is totally reversed to the

tpical Indian narrative. Seervai has cmdemned the behavior of Congress leaders

instead of Jinnah. The author by profession was a lawyer thus, he could comment on

the politics and persona of Jinnab Gandhi and Nehru in a best manner becarse all of

the,m wer:e lawyers. fs srrm up, the author in a vay logical manner has narrated the

factors of division of India contrary to Indian school. The author has concluded his

research with this stat€menl "It is reasonably clear that it was the Congress which

wantad partition It was Jinnah who was against partitiou but accepted it as the

second !sst."53l In the opinion of the author, the Congress was the one who wanted

badly the partition of India and Jinnah was the one who tied to reshain it but

accepted it because it was the only available option for him.

Seenria has openly acknowledged the leadership qualities of Jinnah and on the other

hand he has perceived Gandhi as a political leader not as a super natural creature and

also has condemned him for mixing politics with retigion.s32 16" research is very

52e Ibid- 176.
530 p. 11. Chopra- Towards Freedom.t937-47: Experinqt with Provincial Autonomy. tJan-
31Dec1937QIev'Delhi:Indian Council of Hisorical Rcsearch" 1985).X: Ishwari Prasad and S. K.
Snbedar. Hhrdu- Mt*lin Problqts (Allahabad: Chsgh Publications. 1974).216-18: B. R Nanda
Mahnta Gandhi: A Biograpla'Gandoru Unwin Books. 1965), 208: V. P. Mcnon Transfer of Power
In Indio @rinceton: Princaon Univcrsi[ Prcss. 195D.a37.
53r Ibid ug.
s32 Ibid.,l l.
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rurique due to the logical rmderstanding of the author. The author has used all the

relevant sourc€s very well and has presented his research in an easy langrrage. The

study is a worthy docume,nt for the students of history and general readers alike.

5.7- M. I( Akbar's Analytical Apprcach:

M. K. Akbar has explored Jinnah political life in a ge,neral study with the name of

Pakisun: From Jimah to Sharifss3 He ha" analped JiDnah persona and politics

along curr€,nt history of Pakistan. According to his interpretation of history Jinnah

was a liberal and nationalist leader, who had worked had to c,reate a joint frront of

Hindus and Muslims against British rule in India duing the first two decade of last

century. He was the crafter of Lucknow pact which was the only successful attempt to

bring both commmities in one unitd frront against foreign rule during the freedom

stuggle. Jinnah was a well-known and adoired figure of both in Congress and

Leagrre in Indian political arqra befone the adrytation of Gaudhian program of non-

cooperation by Congress.s3a

Alcbar has accused Jinnah for power hunger and personal ambition, the one who did

too much only for power. Author believes that Jinnah deserted Congress because after

the arrival Gandhi's pregame of non-cooperation as an orgaoization police it would

become difficult for Jinnah to remain a top leader in that organization thus he left it.

Congress under the command of Gandhi left no room for Jinnah narrative and Jinnah

was not ready to follow Gandhi from second position. Jinnah had joined trague

where he would become the paramount leader of his commrmity. He then quoted

flrents of Jinnah life to prove his hlpothesis. However author languages and choice of

533 M. IC Akbar, P&istot: Frum Jinnah to Sharif (Ne*, Delhi: Mital Publicmion 1997). He is a
remonmcd u/ritcr.
s34Ibid..20.
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wods have revealed the not only his love for Congress and hate and anger for

Yirrr5.s3s

Author has citied about errent without backgroud and full detail which is very

cornmon practice of Indian school. He has twisted facts according to his inner desire.

He has claimed that linnah say goodbye to Congress fon chasing his personal dreams.

His analysis has not only rerrealed his motive of writing about Jinnah and history but

also rwealed the natu€ of stubborn app,roach of most of the Indian writers have

maintaind towards Jinnah and Pakistan. In last decade of last century has been the

time of pub[ishing of the shrdy tmder rcview thus wheo a person who knew that he is

vriting about those events about whom other people knew in detail and historical

rword has available to counter check the authenticity of narrative of authors as well.

Then it seems that author has built his narrative for self-satisfaction o,nly. Historical

date did not match with author naqative.535

Akbar accused Jinnah with charge of creating hater among Hin&s and Muslims by

using the policy of Muslim isolationism after the 1857 event wtrich led them to 'their

long-cherished dreams of carving out an independent Muslim ^+at".t537 Quite

amianagly author like many Muslims who were associated themselves with Congress

could not come out with any counter narrative which could give sense of security

Muslims commrmity in India where they have to face permane,lrt majority of Hindus

who were totally hostile towards them. When these so-called leaders had felt

53s Ibid..27-8.
536 M. Rafique Afzzrl. A Htsn4'qf the,nlt India Muslin Lugue: 1906-19472 Rraz Ahmad. Quid-i-
Azmt Mohnrmd Ali Jimah: The Formanve Years, 1892-1920: Syd Sharifuddin Pirzada. ed.
Fowdations of Pakisun: All India Muslin League Doaanats1906l924: _, the Colleaed Worlc of
Quaid-e-Azan Mohonmad Ali Jilnah: Z. H. 7:rtdi, Suad-i- Aztnt Mohunmad Ali Jimah Pqers.
Vol. I-XVItr. (Islamabad: Quaid-i- Azam Papcr Wing 1993-2011).
537 M. K. Akbar, P&istot: Fmm Jinnah to Sharif .18.
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pourerless against Hindus afiocities against Muslims India. Than in state of complete

depressio,n they v,rote this kind of narrative.s38

Akbar has thought Sir Syed Ahmd was the pioneer of creating separatism among

Hindus and Muslims like main sheam Indian authors. He has creatcd connectivity

between JiDnah and Sir Slcd Ahmed. According to his narrative Sir Syed Ahmd

guid,ed the Muslim commrmity during the fatal decades of nineteenth century and

Jinnah took the command of Muslims community during the hubulent decades of

twentielh century. Jinnah took the whole accomplishment due to the solid

achievement with the name of Pakistan. However Jinnah could not create Pakistao if

Sir Syed Ahmd did not paves ways for him.s3e However all these authors did not

consider Hindu extemist organizations as a reason of separatism betwee,n these two

comm.urdties. Historical record of past has rweals that who wetE r€slronsible of

creating separatism betrveen these communities which ultimately ld to the partition

of India

Stndy ha" bee,n done with special narrative. His language and tone is very harsh

towards Jinnah and very appeasing towards Congress leaders which reveals the biased

approach of author. Author belong to the those Muslims who were used by Congress

to buy the vote of Muslims and after usiug them were thrown like difi tiszue papers

and after that fteatuent at the hand of Congress they spite their anger on Jinnah by

adopting these narrative. Author has played the fact by twisting them and molding

them according to his desire. This is an attempt to urite history under the imagination

and for self-satisfaction. It is not for history students but for the novel rpader.

5rB Rafiq. 7;lria- The Man Who Divided Indb: An Insight into Jinnah's l*odership and lts Afternoth:
Maulana Abnal Kalam Azad.Itdia Wins Freedom: 77,e Complae Yqsion.
530 M. trL Akbar, P&istan: Frum Jinnah n Shuif ,34.
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5.8- Jagdish Mitter Sarin and Brig. Pramodh Sarin's Analytical
Approach:

Another important historical work on Jinnah by Indian author is lVho Made Me

Refrrgee Jinnah, Crandhi, Nehru, Mountbatten by Jagdish Mittcr Sarin and Brig.

Pramodh Sarin.s4o It is analytical study of freedom struggle and also the analysis of

the politics and persona of the keyplayer of that stuggle. Authors thought that Jinnah

was a pafriotic and moderate leader of freedom stuggle. Jinnah was most dlmamic,

optimistic and a constitutionalisl Author like many Indian author also consider that

division of India or creation of Pakistan was the outcome of the divergence of

characters of Gandhi and Jinnah. Howev€r his argument is not correct because there

were so many factors that play their part in the division of India and creation of

Pakistan. Thrs considering one solo factor the only reason of creation of Pakistan is

not the right approacb- Author has co,nsidered that Jinnah was a patriotic and

urto,nomist leader of national lwel. He was working hard to solve the problem of

Hindu Muslim in Indian political arena by demanding safeguard for the minority

community of Mulims in India He always worked with Congess party in assembly

for the constitution rcform in India. However with the passage of time 'demands of

Muslims political interests' also increase from Muslim majoriqv provinces and further

more even voices for separate Muslim state had come out and on the other hand

Hindu were tiring to rejecting them. Author on contrary to main stream Indian

consider that Congress leadership did not made any atte,mpt to bridge the gap betweelr

these two communities and never tried to address the griwances of the Muslirns so

ffi Jagdish Mitter Sarin and Brig. Pramodh Sairl Who Made Me Refugec: Jnnah, Gandhi. Nehru.
Mountbatten
(Ncu, Delhi: Manas Publication, 2005). Jagdish Mitter Sarin was an Main History fiom Punjab
University Lahore was working on a book at the time of his dcath entitled Histo4' of Freedom
Movqnqtt Frum 1909 n 1920. His son, Brigadicr Pramodh Sarin undcrtook the ask of giving final
Sttryc o the unfnistrcd work of his frttrcr and taking the subject to thc logical conclusion-up to the
yar 1947. Brig. Prarnodh Sarin (Rcd.) is also the author of many boo}s.
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that Muslims could live peacefully in united India with Hindus. On the other hand

Jinnah to hold power in his hand had made alliance with 'separatists.' Author thought

that Jinnah could not tlrought tlrat these 'brilliant Hindu leaders' would ready for

division.sl

Author sfiongly criticized the behavior of Congress leaduship for not handling the

Hindu Muslim problem in right manner they use to claim that Congress was the only

party of Indian however they have serious behavior problem whenever Jinnah

ryp,roach Gandhi to discussed the Hindu Muslim problem he did not take it serious by

asking for waiting for god help.sa2 And second important person was Nehru who was

so much arrogant that he never considers anytody worthy to talk.543

Thus in that situatio,n Jinnah was left with no choice er(c€pt to create Pakistan the

only save place for Muslims and other minorities in India- It was not right to claim

that Jimah dmanded Pakisan to maintain his power as a matter of fact Jinnah come

to that conclusion after the thirty years of working experience with Congress he was

the only Mnslims who understood their pottics.

Sarin has criticized C,ongress leadership strategy of ignoring minorities leadership

according to him mass contact movement of C,ongress o,r her leadership forceful claim

of the solo representative of whole India would be required for the speech-making in

political arena or fo,r dealing with British however that strategy of Co,ngress had

51r Ibid..3zo.
st2Rajmohan Gandhi thc grandson of Gandhi and C. Rajagopalachari. statcs that [after thc 1937
clectionl, Jimah scnt a privatc mcssage to Gandhl who dcspirc his withdnwal. was Congress's grride.

I the rressage was conveyed to Gandhi] by B. G. Khcr. who had been clected the leadcr of the
Congress's tiumphant group in the Bombay pegislauve] Asscmbly. [The circumstances surrounding
Iinnah's messagel suggcst that Jirurah had in mind a Congress-Lcagrrc settlemetrt involvrng. among
other things. powcr- sharing in the Provinces. Crandhi's urittcn rcpll'. which must have seemed a rebufr
to Jinnah. rras: 'Kher has grve,n me your message. I wsh I could do somethrng. but I am helpless. M1'
frith in unity rs bright as evcr: onll'I see no daylight but irnpcnctrable darkness and in such distress I
cry out to God for ligtrt'. ...it is noteworth;v that he was ruresponsive when Jinnah sent that private
messags via Khcr. Rajmohan Gandhi. Eight Live' A Studl' qf the Hindu- Mt*clm, Encowtter (New
Delhi: Roli Books, 1985).14546.
t{3 S. R Bakhi, Jawaltarlal Nehnt: Rote in Freedom Stntggte.238. S. Gopal cd. Selutd Work of
Jatwlrcrlal Neltz, Vol. VIIL 119.12f .
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creat€d great problem at domestic lsvel for itself. That dang€rous tendency of that

strategy had nwer check by Congress leadership. With the passage of time a situation

dwelop in India where no main political party had any plan to rule on united India.

'The price of the fieedom become partition.' 5s howwer authon has not mention

Crandhi politics which was one of the great factor of creating hat€r between Hindus

andMuslims.fl5

Sarin has swerely question about the credibility of Congress leadership on freedom of

India He seriously asked about their claims and different situation on ground. He

criticized on Gandhi's claim that fr,eedom was without bloodshd. He h*s suggested

that anyone can get information trom refugees of both sides who last their loved one,

their homes and wealth. They would inform about the real price of freedom. For therr

Gandhi and Nehru joy and proud over frreedom is meaningless. He also taunted on

other claim of these leader that 'they had been in hurry to see India free in their

lifetime' could not be justified in the eyes of refugee either Hindu Sikh" or Muslim

who had paid the price of their foolish mentality.5a6

By and large is a fine effort to evaluate the accormt of fr,eedom movement He bring

the anoths angle to view the event and also highlight the pain of refugees. His

language and tone is hard. However although he did not join the line of main steam

authors of India but he also did hide some facts and not pnesent the Jinnah in true

colour. It is a fine study with some weakness.

To sum up, the Indian non-historians also have no agred narrative on Jinnah. Some

of the non-historian authors are lawyers similar to Jinnah. Possibly due to that reason,

these authors mi-eht be aware of Jinnatr's persona from an unusual an_sle than the rest

# Jagdish Miuer Sarin and Brig. Pramodh Saldrn" Who Made Me Re.fuSee. Jinnah, Crandhi, Nehnt.
Motsrtbatten.3TL.
s1s S. K. Majundar. Jiznah and Gandhi: Their Role in India's Qttest For Freedom.l09.
sl6Ibid-- 321
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of the Indian authors. All these authors incredibly adnired the persona and nature of

Jinnah. gimil6fly they condemned the Congress and its leaders harshly in broad-

spectnrm and Gandhi in particular. Even though most of the Indian authors have

sfiictly condemned Jinnah yet, some of the authors also have admired Jinnah's

persona a lot and it gave the impression that they individually were not in harmony

over his politics. Majority of the uriters have recognized the administrative abilities

aod leadership qualities of Jinnah. It seems that there was an inconsistency foud in

their understanding about Jinnah- They are not in a situation to reject a number of

exhemely renowned truths however they lack the morality of a researcher and

courage to admit the truth. Majority of the authors are of the opinion that British were

shoring-up Jinnah and the Iague. Howwer, some of them have rwealed about an

accord of Nehru with Iabour Party Leaders and companionship betwee,n the British

and the Congress. A lot of authors also beliwe thet British like Congress kadership

was as arch enemy of Jinnah. Mutually they have one common enemy and left no

stone unturned to defeat him luf faitd.

Some of the non-historian uriters also frankly confess that Jinnah was the pnncipal

reason in the formation of Pakistan. They also assert that Jinnah formed Pakistan to

obtain reprisal frrom Gandhi. The majority of Indim non-historiau writers grve the

impression that they have eqpecial objective of writing on Jinnah to prove him inf6xiel

to Gandhi by raising the status of Gandhi through declaring him as a spiritual leader

above the political leader. They are not in a situation to reject sweral recognized truth

yet they attempt to take to mean it in opposition to Jhnah. The significant features of

the uniting of these authors are that they bl' no means pass judgment on their

Congress leadership especially Gandhi and all the time pay tribute to the,m. Unlike

historians they not at all are a$,are of the responsibilrty of vniting history. However
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their entire focal point was to give explanation for no matter what Congress and

Gandhi did. Most of them constantly gave the impression to carry out the character

assassination of Jinnah. They thought thd he could not create reunion with Congress

since he required being number one which was not feasible in Congress. This gloup

of authors prefers those set of facts which suited their personal choices, emotions,

their purpose and completely neglected the reality. Thus most of the authors tniste(

misrmderstood and hide the facts. Some of the,m present facts without backgroud to

create wrong impression and distort history. On the other han4 the private biases and

prejudices also played an exhemely significant role in concluding the ultimate

scrutiny and version of these authors and it may be understood that bulk of them have

biases against Jinnatr and main motive of their eramination is to defame him.
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CHAPTER- 6

NTDIAN POLITICAL LEADERSHIP ON JII\NAH

The vital and principal idea of this chapter is to systematically undastand the

opinions of the Indian political leaders regarding JiDnah. It will be fried to analyze the

merthodology through which they have waluafed his stnrggle for the freedom of sub-

continent his personq policies, techniques and thoughts. Indian political leaders

might be categorized into two soctions namely the Congress school of thought and the

non-Congess school of thought.

Congress School of Thought

The Congress was not merely the political opponent organization of the League rather

it was prwiously the party of linnah the C,ongressrn€n wer€ ex-colleagues of Jinnah.

Once following the Nagxr gathering, the Congress approved the rmlaurfirl techniques

like civildisobedience, non-violence and non-co-operation to attain freedom from the

British, Jinnah as firm believer of law, disapproved the stategies of the Congress and

left this organization. Whereas he has attempted again and again for collaboration

with the Congresmen for attainment of fi,eedom trom the British by making Hindu-

Muslim united ftont but ultimately faild in this task Jinnah started agah the active

participation in the politics being the preside,nt of the kague in 1935 and revitalized

and modernized it. Under the leadership of Jinnah, the League turnd out to be well-

organized andmass organization of the Muslims in India

Whereas C.ongress overconfidenfly has presupposed itself as the caretaker of the

eirtire India strongly opposed Jinnah and his League. Initial resporurc of the Congress

towards Jinnah was to pay no attention to him. and then they started teasing him 6d

lastty startod to dwelop and spread hatrd and disgrrst against him. Ther:efore the

writings of the Congressmen revealod the same sentime,nts. Riaz Ahmad is of the
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vien, that Congress leaders' unitings are not trushvorthy due to the distust and

prejudiced ryproach of the Congress leaders towards Jinnah. 5r7 lccorrding to the

examination of Indian school by Sharif-al-Mujahid Jinnah was portrayed in Indian

uarrative as an exte, rely harmful "pasonality of the fr,eedom stnrggle after

Aurangzeb. st

Non Congress School of Thought:

Rests of the all except Congress, the leaders of India have regarded the Congress

leadss accountable for the division of India including Jinnah or excluding Jinnah.

Their point of view is that it was irrational and unwortable approach of the Congress

leadqs particularly of Nehru which compelled Jinnah to change from a zealous

autonomist to be the creaior of new motherland for Muslims namely Pakistan. The

early writing of this section hold the position of primary sourpes and are based on

personal memories. They were the participants of the freedom struggle. Thus, they

have produced a large amount of wort to justify themselves. On the other hand non-

Congress vriter not only have appreciated Jinnah but also have criticizod Congress

leaders for their unfair app,roach. These writings are full of biases and prejudices.

Jawatmrlal Nehru's Discovery of India is a short nanation of India and alongside that

a short autobiography of the writer as well as accounts of fr,eedom stnrggle. sae 7X"

study has presented his relationship with Jinnah. The next significant work over

Jinnah is Maulana Abdul Kalanr Azad's India Wins Fredom: The Complete

fl7 He statcs thar Chagla. Jayalor and Dunrkadas wcre linnatr's colleague in the Congress. After
lcaving Congress. whcm Jirrah cnthusiastically wor*cd for rcvival of Muslim League in the ycars of
this study. they urned against him. They wcre becoming morc and more hostile orvards Jrnnah as the
latter showed his increasing concem for the Muslims. The-v became rcsponsible in the Cong:rcss crrcle
to invc,nt some fdse stones about Jinnah. Hence their obscrvatons cannot be acceptcd frir or balanced.
Thcy are mcrcly conglome,rations of biascd opinions on thcir old colleagrre whose only cnme was that
he had come to clurnpion the causc of thc Muslms of South Asia. Riaz Ahmad Quad-i-A=am's Role
in Souilt Asian Politbal Crisis. l92I-192a (Pawalpindi: AIvi Publishers. n.d). 2-3
il8 Sharif d-Mujahi4 Jinnah:s En4' inm Manstrean Mustin Politics: A Reappraisal in the Dr Riaz
Ahmcd-ed. Pakistqti Sclrohrs on Qwid-i-Azan Mohannad AliJinnah (Islamabad: Quaid-i-Azarn
Univcrsity, 1999).3l.s Jawaharld Nchru Ihe Disawr-v- of India (CElcutta; The Signet Press. 1945).
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Version.S5o The study is an individual explanation of the author conce,rning the

momentous time of freodom stnrggle and it also has highlightd the position of Jinnah

in the eyes of the author. Sarojini Naidu's Mohamme-d Ali Jinnah: An Amfussador of

Unity: A Pen Portrait is a short scrutiny of Jinnah's penpna and politics during idtial

period of his political car€er.55' B. R. Ambedkar's Pak*un or the Partition of India,

is an investigative study of Hindu-Muslim dilemma in India, and alongside it is also

an investigation of Jinnah's persona, taits and his politics.ss'Jaswant Singh's Jinnah:

hrd.ia-Partition Independence is a biogrryhical analysis of Jinnah, his political

journey and his participation throughout the freedom stuggle of India 5s3

6.1- Jawaharlal Nehru's Descriptive Study:

This exceptionally significant study has be€n done by Congress' renov,,ned pnesident.

the fust prime minister of India and the bitter challe,nger of Jinnah. Jawaharlal

Nehru's Discovery of India is a short nanatiorn about the history of India and along

with that a short autobiography of the author as well as accounts of freedom

stnrggle.ssa The unita has argued that Jinnah was a person of unconstructive and

pessimistic approach who used to give no value to state.555 The uniter has charged

that Jinnah was an excellent lawyer politician and negotiator but not equipped with

some acquaintance of economic tnoubles of India.s56

5s0 Maulana Abual Kalam Azrd.. hrdia Wins Freedom: The Complete Version (Hydcrabad: Orie,nt
Longman.1988).
55r Sarojini. Naidu Mohomed Ali Jinnah: An Acrbassador of Unity: A Pcn Po,rtrait it Mohomed Ali
Jinnah: An Ambassador of Uni4': Hk Speeehes and Wrinngs 1912-1947 (I:hore: Atishfishan
Publicatio,trs. 1989)
ssr 6a6edlor. Pakistan or the Partition of Indb(Lahorc: Book Traders. n.d.).
553 Jaswant SinSaJinnah: India- panition ndqendancc (Neu'Dclhi: Rrrya.2009). He uns one of thc
promincnt leadcr of BJP and held many imporant pordolios.
sil Jauraharlal Nchru The Discoverl' ol Indb (Calcutra: The Sienet Prcss. 1946). He was the second
most irnFortant leadcr of Congress durfuE the Aeedom stuggle and first P.M of India and author of
manybooks.
55s Ibid..34o.
556Ibid..339.
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The author has added that Jinnah decided to leave Congress due to his inability to

acc€pt new dogmas and techniques of involving masses into politics. The author has

assumed that linnah hatd the involvement of the common man into the politics; his

thoughts on politics wer€ different and outdated which were appropriate only for

launnaking assembly and group discussion.ssT 16r words of writer rweal not only his

misreading of Jinnah persona but also his hatred towards Jinnah.

As a matter of fact, the author has totally neglected the historical facts to prove his

hlpothesis about Jinnah and many authors have noted that. Ajeet Jawed, who has

reorded that Jinnatr was once one of the central lead€rs of the Congress and the

torch-bearer of its philosophy, left the Congress when he realized that Congress walt

differing from its belief of Constitutionalisrn to non Constitutionalisnr. Furthermore, it

is also renoumed fact that Jinnah was actively involved into mass politics erren before

the Congress' accqltance of Gandhian plan of mass agtation and the pres€nce of P J

Hall [Bombay] is a proof of Jinnah's victorious mass demonstation.sst

The author has assumed that Jinnah disliked the Congress whereas author's narration

has illusfiated that he himself had dweloped a sfiong feeling of hater fsr Jinnah, "He

seems to have a hated for the Congress which has grown with years. His aversions

and dislikes are obvious. but what does him like? lVith all his strength and tenacity,

he is a strangely negative person whose appropriate symbol might well be 4 'no.-55e

At some place Nehru has mentioned that Jinnah was very much uncultured perso'n and

with all his abilities failed to impress udter and writer also has perceived that Jinnah

had no ability to understand world and its problems. firus writer was such an allergic

with Jinnah that he was ready for panition so that Jinnah could not participate in the

5s7Ibid..314.
5s8 St ol"y W olp* Jinnah of Pakismn,(New Yorlc Odord Univcmty Prcs+1984). 60.
s5e Nehn'. The Disaverl' oI lndia. 340.
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politics of India after obtaining Pakistan and author can feel easiness in politics

without Jinnah" "Instinctively I ttrink it is better to (give) Pddstan or almost anything

if only to keep Jinnah far away and not allow his muddled and arrogant head from

interfering continually in India's progress."so These words show that atrthor has an

inferiority complex with Jinnah. Jinnah was not only more experience in the field of

politics but also a better strategist than author. These words of author seem to be the

confession of author to the superior political strarcgy.

N€hru has claimed that Gandhi and some other Congress leaders had attempted to

resolve the Hindu-Muslim dilemma with linnah however the irrational desires of

Jinnah could not let them to be zuccessful. The author has describd that the Congress

leaders negotiated with Jinnah again and again to rpsolve the disagreeme,nts amid

them however their efforts bore no fruit because of the stubbornness of Jinnah. The

Congress and Jinnatr both were unable to compromise on their principles.56l Jinnah

had experience of negotiation with Congress for last 20years. Thus he knew Congress

better than anytody else. He had bittEr memories of betrayal and deception from

s0o s60 Quot€d by SirU fiom Sunil Khilnani essay 'Nehru's Judgement' in Richard Bourke and

Raymond Geuss, cd..
Political Judgantant: Esscys in lrcrpur of John Drzr (Canrbridgc: Cambridge University Press,2008)

in Jaswant Singtr, Jinnah: India Partition Indcpcndcrncc (Neu'Delhi: Rupq 2009). 505.
55r Subsequcnfly Gandhiji and otlrcrs amonest us met Mr. Jirmalt several times. They
talkd for hours but nevcr got bcyond a prcliminary stage. otr pro,posal was that
r€,prcscntotves of the Congrcss ard the Lcagrrc strould mca and discuss dl thcir mutual
p,roblcnrs. Mr. Jinnatr said that this could only be done after we recogrizcd publicly that

the Moslern I*agrrc was thc sole represartative organization of thc Moslerm.s of India and

the Congress should consider itsclf a purcly Hindu organizalion. This creatcd an obvious
difficulty. We rccognizcd of coursc thc irryorance of the Lcagu and becausc of that we
had ryp,roached ir But how could we ignore many other Moslcm organizations in the

cormtry. some closcly associatcd with us? Also thcre were large numbers of Moslems in
the Congrcss itself and in our highes executives. To admit Mt. Jinnah's claim meant in
eftct to prsh out our old Moslem colleagues ftom the Congress and dcclare that the
Congrcss was not opcNr to thcrn. It was to change the fimdamcnal charactcr of the

Congress. and frrom a natiomal organization. opefl to all. convert it imo a communal body.
That was lnconcervable for us. If the Congress had not alrcady been there. we would have

had to build up a nE$'natiomal orgamzafion op€n to wcrl'Indian.
We could not undcrstand Mr. Jinnah's insistence on this and refrrsing to discuss any other matter.
Again we could o,nly conclude that he did not want any sctlcrncnl nor did he want to commit himself
in any way. Hc was satisficd in lctting matt€rs ddft and in expccting that hc could ge more out of thc
Bntislr Crovcrnme,nt this way. Nchrq The Daavent of India.34l.
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Congress camp thus he insisted on setting principles first than on further

dwelopment And uriter has been playrng with words to hide the facts.

The real reason for the failure of compromise was that the Congress was not willing

to recoenize the fimdame,ntal principle of the partition initialty, thus if Congress was

not agreed on that principle than how could she resolve the issue.562 While the

grandson of Gandhi, Raj Mohan Gandhi, has unveiled the additional surface of the

account. He has stated that Jinnah even after the elections of 1937, attempted to

resolve Hindu-Mnslim dilemma with Gandhi but once more was let down by

Gandhi.s6r Historical data has revealed that JiDnah was stnrggling for the unity Hindus

and the Muslims right ftom the beginning of his political joumey in 1906. And the

Lucknow Pact [1916], which was considered as the solitary thriving accord betrreen

the League and the Congress, was exclusively coined by Jinnah. Whereas Congress

leadership Eid to spoil each and wery attempt of Jinnah for Hindu-Muslim unity.

Nehru himself also had contibuted by ruining the frnal atternpt of Jinnatr's approval

of Cabinet Mission Ptan [1946], u'ith his irrational and bad-tempered statements. Saad

R. Khairi has obtained the evidence from historical facts that Jinnah reinained a

nationalist till the closure of his political career and has also stated that it was the

5e Bcrrcrley Nicfuls. Yerdia on btdia @ombay: Thacker & Co., 1945),189.
tut Rqjt'tohan Gatdhi the gandson of Gandhi and C. Rajagopalachari. statcs that [aftcr the 1937
electionl. Jinnah sent a private message to Gandhi. who despite his withdrawal. was Congress's guide.

I the message was conveyed to Gandhi] by B. G. Khcr. who had been elcctcd the leader of the
Congress's triumpham group in the Bombay [Legislative] Assembly. [The circumstances surrounding
Jinnah's messagel suggest that Jinnah had in mind a Congress-Lcaguc scfflcmcnt mvolving. among
otherthings. power- sharing in the Provinces. Gandhi's ryritten reply. wtrich must have seemed a rcbuff
to Jinnalr- rryas: 'Kher has given me your message. I wish I could do somahing. but I am helpless. My
faith in uity is bright as ever; only I sce no daytght but irpcnctrable darlsress and in such dist€ss I
cry out to God for light'. ...it is noteworthy drat he was unresponsive whcn Jinnah sent that private
mcssage via Khcr. Rajmohan Gandhi. Eight Live: A Stufl of the Hindu- Mtttlin Ercountu (New
Delhi: Roli Books. 1985).14546.
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Congress whose shategies and philosophies were changing again and again and lasfly

one and only alternative remained for Jinnah and that was Pakistan.sfl

The author's narration is full of biases and he has distorted the facts. His collectio,n of

data and the ruthless tone has rwealed that he was strongly allergic to Jinnah. The

author has argued that the Congress leaders atte,mpted to resolve the disagreement

among them but Jinnah never replied in an optimistic manner. It is clear from the data

tbat the Congress leaders strived to be successful with Jinnah on any compromise in

40s, on the other hand historical details have illushated that Jinnah was striving for

resolution of Hindu-Muslim disagreerre,nt fr,om the beginning of his political career

and each endeavor of Jinnah was ruined by Congress. Matter of the fact is that time

and again N€hru himself mocked Jinnah and his leadership.s6s Morl of the Indian

uniters also have condemned the Congress leaders for their attitude and behavior

which wentually paved the way for partition along with Jinnah and the Irague.s6o

Balshi paid excessive admiration to Nehru and his uriting has wentually confessed

that Nehru's attitude was more global than local in unitings.567

The study is full of biases and prejudices of the author and the author has tid to hide

facts at some places and at many places misinterpret the facts to creafe false

impression. The work also has revealed that the author has avoided narrating about

Jinnah which showed his extneme level of irritation with Jinnah. His tone is full of

arrogance and rudeiress. The author holds high regard for himself and his me,ntor

56t Saad R Khairi. Jinnah Reinterpraed: Ihe Jounq, fiom Indian Nationalism n Muslim Stuehood
(Karachi: Oxford Univcrsity Press.l 996).452-453.
t55 S. Gopal d. Selesel Worb of Jmnharbl Nehnt, Vol. Mtr. (New Delhi: Nehru formdatiom" 19?6).
119.121.
fiJrna Kanra. Muslims And Indian Nationalism: The Emergencc qf the Demand -for
India'sPartition,I928-40 ( Lahore: Book Tradcrs. n.d).170: Padmasha Indian National Congress and
the Muslims,1928-1947 ( Ncw Dclhi: Rajesh h$lications. 1980). 219: Bipan Chandra Mridula
Mnkhcrjcc, Aditya Mukherjce. K. N. Panikkar and Sucheta Mahajan India's Stmggile for
Indqadarcq I E57-1 947 (Neu, Dclhi: Pcnguin Bools. L988). 42.
567 S. R. Balrshi, Jatuhulal Nehnt: Role in Freedom Strugk (Ncw Delhi: Anrnol Pubhcations,lgg0).
238.

174



Gandhi but has tied to ddame Jinnah. Although the work contains too many weak

points yet is worthy to understand the mindset of the Congress and set the formdation

of Indian national narrative. The account is highly valuable for the researchers who

want to wort on freedom stuggle and Jinnah to understand the view point of

Congress leadership.

6.2- Il{aulana Abdul l(alam Azad's Descriptive Study:

The next significant work on Jinnah is Maulana Abdul Kalam Azad's India Wins

Freedom: The Complete Yersion.568 The account under evaluatiotr is an individual

explanation of the author related to the momentous time of freedom struggle and it

also has tid to hightigfu1the position of Jinnatr during that turbulent tme. The writer

has argued that Iinnah was not an important political leader following the exit from

the Congress. He regarded Gandhi who showsrEd him too much admiration by

settling Hindu-Muslim crisis with him in 1944 u considering him the only

qpokesperson of the Muslims. The author also has claimed that Gandhi's strategy

brought back Jinnah on the ceirtral stage of the political arena of India He has stated

ttrat *I think Gandhiji's approach to Mr. JiDnah on this occasion was a great polifical

blunder. It gave a new and added importance to Mr. Jimah which he later exploited

fully.'soe

The historical dafa has rwealed that Jinnah was an important leader erren ahead of the

advent of Gandhi in India. His decision of departure from the Congress could not

maliF him among his supporters. Under his skilled guidance. the League passed

through a huge transformation and became a popular party from a drawing room

56t trlaulara Abual Kslsm Aad. India Wins Frcedom: The Complae l'ersion (Hydcrabad: Oricnt
I-ongmra 1988). He was (me the most prominort Congrcss man and Scholar and autho,r of many
books.
s6o Ibid.,96-7.
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party. Thus, only Gandhi admittd that r€ality and the status of Jinnah among the

Muslim masses by initiating discussiors with Jinnah.

Many authors like, Dr. Ambdkar and I. H. Qurcshi have reveald that it was the

roquirerrent of Gandhi to go round toward Jinnah instead of Jinnah because he was

rmsuccessful in attaining any outcome frorn his badly o,rganized 'Quit India

Movement' Ug42l, and also has lost his value in the eyes of the British.57o Thus to

regain his value in the eyes of the Britisb Gandhi staged a drama of the negotiations.

Azad also has declared that the label of Quaid-i-Azam was conferred to Jinnah by

Gandhi but has not provided any accurate evidence.sTt ln reatity Jinnah was crowned

by this tifle by the Muslims and again Gandhi confessed it. A reviewer of A,zaL

Wahid Khan has disclosed that the reason of Azad's hostility to Jinnatr was Jinnatr's

declaration of Azad as a 'show boy"'of the Congress. Throughout his life, Azad

stnrggled very hard to come out ftorn that embarrassmenl As a matter of fact' it was

that injury which enforced Azadro narrate this accormt.573 Raj Mohan Gandhi also

has conderyrgd Azdfor his untnrstworthy sources and has stated that, "The haste and

anxiety, and the fact that he relied on his memoty. have produced some one-sided

judgments and also several simple inaccuracie.r.sTa 5r.6" has also considered that

there was a grave inconsistencybetween the persona of ltzzd,and his nanation.S7s

Azad has ptaced responsibility of the division of India on all the p'rominent leaders

except himss[f.576 The writer has agreed upon the fact that there were a number of

5m B. R Arnbcdkar. Pakistan or the Panition of Indb (I:hore: Book Tradcrs. nd).407: Ishtiaq Husain

Qnrrcshi. The Stltggle.for Pabstan (Karachi: Uruversity of Karachr.l969). 178.
s7r laldlndia Wins Freedam.97.
572 Syed Sharifirddrn Pirzrna.d. Quid-e-,4zan Jinnah's Con'espondence (Yrzrachi:EWP. 1977)-33.
s'3 ibdul Watrecd Y*furt India w:,rlls Fre*dom Thc Other &dc (Ikrachr: Pakistan Educational

Pubhshers ltd 1961 ).19.
5,0 Rajurohan Gandhi. lndta ltins Enors: A Scrilq of Manlana Azad's India llins Freedom (Neut

Delhi: Radiant Publishcrs. 19E9), 251.
5?s Sy,eds Saiyidam llamcc( Islalnic Sul on Indta's Independence Abul Kalam A=ad. A Frcsh Look (

Ikrachi: Oxford Univcrsity Prcss. I 998),198'
s76 fiz*rflInilia Wins Freedom,20l-3.
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grave blunders made by Congress leaders which paved the way for the separation of

IndiasTT This *planation has also disclosed that Congress was not a party with

democratic values. It was dictated by solo perso& Gandhi and rest of all were to obey

him unconditionally, "I have always had the feeling that these colleagues and Aiends

did not exercise their own mind on most political issues. They were out and out

followers of Gandhi. Whenever a question arose they waited to see how he would

,o"1''578

Azad has disclosed that the Congress was not an qp€n party and Gandhi had limitless

powers. He was followed without questioning by his followers. He was the sole man

of Congress and his decision was finat. The shrdy seems to be personal protusion of

the writer and explanation of his deed. The author also has misinterpreted the

specifics and proclamations. The historicat data has exposed that Jinnah had no

individual conflict $rith Azad. The author has attempted very hard to establish himself

the most significant person in the freedom struggle. The work apparenfly cannot be

called a historical work. However the account is valuable for the researchers to

understand the mindset of Muslim who rerrained loyal to the Congress.

577lbid.. 1zo.
s?t Jbid..98-9.
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6.3- Sarojini Naidu's l)escriptive Study:

Sarojini Naidu's Mohamnud Ali Jinruh: An Amfossador of Unity: A Pen Portrait is a

short scnrtiny of Jinnah's percona and politics during the initial psid of his political

career.STe In the opinion of the writ€r, Jimah was a man of unique qualities because

he had comprehensible insight, was sober, shaightforward and devoted human

being.sro

The author has claimed that Jimah was a grand campaigner,ssl courageous. firm,st2

composed, broadmindd coherent, realistic,st3 great nationalist and an Ambassador of

Hindu-Muslim unity. He climbed swiftly to the central leaders of national

movementss The uniter has recognized Jinnah's hard work and responsibility when

talkd about his participation in presentation of the Lucknow prr1.st5

The significance of the study is that the scrutiny was in black and white in 1917 just a

year following the Lucknow Pact The exarnination was the earliest investigation of

the pusona and politics sf Jinneh about the period of the initial years of his political

jounrey. The author has had m impartial vision about Jinnah in Congress possibly she

has been familiar with him pnor to at all other Congress leader of final stages of

fteedom struggle. Jinnah and the arthor were both the disciples of Crolfiale and had

worked together in Gokhale's Congress. She had no private bigotries against Jinnatl

and by no means negated him yet following separation. She forever had enomous

regad for Jinnah. She frankly pleaded gullty after the division of India that the

5?e Sarojini. Naidu Motrammcd Ali Jinnah: An Ambassador of Unitv: A Pcn Po,rtrait in Mohanmed
Ali Jinnah: An Ambassador of Unity: His Spee*hes and Witings 1912-1947 (Lahore: Atishfishan
Publications. 1989). She was one of the oldcr Co,ngress IJadcrs and also poeress and rcnoumed as
night angle oflndra.
5to Ibid-.23.
str Ibid..22.
582lbid.. 15.
5t3Ibid.. 14.
581Ibid.. 13.
5ts Ibid..24.
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Congress behavior towards Jinnah was not based on justice.586 Although the study is

based on the data only about the early years of Jinnah yet the study is of much

importance because it has rerrealed the significance of Jinnah from the beginning of

his carcer. The study is also an evidence of Jinnah's contibution during the early

years of his catroer, a truth which has been hard enough for congess narrative to dery.

6.4- IC M. AshraPs Analytical Approach:

Another noteworthy work of an Indian political personality is K. M. Ashrafs Hindu-

Muslim Qaestion and Ar Fredom Struggle (1857-1935).5871X. main concern of the

shrdy is to find out the reasons of Hindu-Muslim dilemma in India and the impact of

that dilemma on freedom stnrggle. While discussing the history of the freedom

movemen! he has also commented on the persona and the politics of Jinnah and his

role during the fr,eedom movement. In the opinion of the author, Iinnah along with his

followers desir€d to peacefully coorist with the Congr€ss and the Hindus. The author

has d€scriffi that Jinmh and his companions sought to co-operate with the Congress

to work on the future constitution of Indiasst

According to the author, Iinnah re-organized and rebuilt the I-eague after r€turning to

India and atso attained the cooperation of moderate goup along with the religiots

groups of the Mulims community.sse Under the dynamic leadership of Jinnah. the

Irague took up a new plan and strategy in Lucknow Session which lead to the

separation.ss The author has accused Jinnah and his companions for the negativity

which in the long nrn disintegrated the unity of India. The writer not only has accused

the Muslim leaderstrip but also their organization for its policies and strategies which

586 Jawcd- Secular and Naionalist finnah-2ll
5s7 trL M. Ashraf. Hindu- Mustim fuestion and Our Freedom Stmggle 1857-1935 (Ne$'Delhi: Sunrise

Publicatio,ns: Vol. I& I[ 2005). Thc autlror is a congrcss lcader of U'P'
588Ibid.. vol.I, 197.
see y;i6..277.
seo lbid.. Vol. II,46.
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were pessimistic according to him. He also has perceived that the League wanted to

work with anti-democratic parties in Indiasel

Ashraf, like the bulk of Indian writers, could not understand the uneasiness of the

Mgslims in India He belonged to the gIroup of those daydreamers who wene rmder

the spell of the Indian nationalisnr. He has faild to check the threat of a total

elimination of the Muslims in India by the hands of hostile, aggressive and permanent

majority. His tanguage and tone is very harsh about Jinnatl and the kague whereas

very sweet, appeasing and flattery about the Congress. He has claimed that the

Congress leadership left no stone rmhrned to win the hearts of Muslims but rernained

unsuccessful. At last writer confesses that usage of Hindu slmbol by Congress to

promote nationatism failed to convince Mrslims. He has stated that, *An

uncomprorrising national attitude was taken by the Congress leadership in the matter

of exclgsively Hindu symbols...... These conciliatory measutres, howeve,r, signally

failed to win over the bulk of Musalmans to the Congess ideals of Nationatism."Se

Actually the Congress leaders especially Gandhi had used Hindu religious

terminology to orplain his political philosophy which ge,nerated insecurities anong

the Mgslims under Hindu dominance. The author has penceived that Jinnah did not

correctly read the situation and let him go with the swing and as a result separatism

disintegrated tr 6i*se3 The author has claimed that JiDnah got huge support from the

Muslims only after the Congress' 'Quit India movement' which failed and caused a

setback for the Congress. Thus, the political vacuum was filled by Jinnah and the

Leagge in Mgstim majority aneas. The author has said that. "It ma1' be recalled that

Mr. Jinnah came to acquire a dominating position in Muslims politics onll'after the

5et lbid..6l.
se2Ibid..67.
5e3Ibid..70.

180



abandonment of Direct Action by Congress and the inaugrration of the Provincial

Ministies under the new Act in 1937-.5%

The author's argument is baseless and he has quoted facts without any pretext and

context The authon is afraid of facing reality and did not have much coumge to accept

the political wisdom of Jinnah. On the other hand PJH has rwealed the popularity of

Jinnah that Jinnah did not need the exit of the Congress from politics to she,ngthen his

position in politics. His annrul election from the Irague for its presidency erren in his

absence frrom India has shown the tnrst and support of the Muslims for him.ses Ashraf

has claimed that the outcome of 1945-6 elections was astonishing. The League's

narrative won the support of the Muslims and the Congress' narrative won the zupport

of the Hindus thus both attained consat in opposition to each other. The outcome of

the election pottod the fortune of the Muslim in congress caurps. They lost waything

in politics.5s

The author has adopted very biased approach towards Jinnah just like mainsteam

Indian writers. He has tid to pnesent the version of the story which suited him. J[e

author, for the sake of his pr+supposed conclusion misnepreseirted the tnre picture.

He has selectod the facts to fabricate a story of his own choice. He has quoted the

facts without context and pretext and also has hidd€n some important facts. He has

used very rude language for Jinnah which has revealed his personal grudges against

him. On the other hand he has used very sweet words for the Congress leadership.

The work is an example of misrepresentation of history aod distortion of the facts.

5q Ibid.. 154.
ses M. H. Saiyed. Mohotnud Ali Jinnah:
t9s4),228.s Aslrraf Hindu- Mttchm Qucstion.206.

A Political Sadv0ahorc: Sh" Muhaumad Ashraf.
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6.5- B. R Ambedkar's Descriptive Study:

B. R. Ambedkar's Pakistan or the Partition of India, is a diagnostic study of Hindu-

Mustim dilemma in India, and alongside that it is also an assessment of Jinnah's

persotr4 traits and his politics,5rT ,lre author has claimed that Jinnah was a person of

moratly upright character, impossible to be bought, a self-centere4 bigheaded and

tough opponent of the British rule in 1rr6i"5e8 The writer has argued that Jinnah was a

patriotic leader and has skills and talents of administration. During the late 30's

Jinnah's politics had firrned towards the Mtrstims only. Under his skilled leadership,

the I-eague's character got changed because Jinnah not only rwitalized and

modernized the I-eague but also turnd it into a popular party. The author has also

claimed that und€r the guidancs sf Jinneh the kague was no more a communal

pafiy.5ee

Ambedl52r has a belief that Jinnah was activated again into potitics and acquired the

control of the League, restnrctured it and also brought back Muslims under its banner,

while Gandhi was not prepared to understand that fact. The author is surprised by the

attitude of Gandhi who was sti[ denying the position of Jinnah and his demand for

Pakistan. The author has argued that Gandhi was too much obsessed with his desire

that was unable to see the level of popularity of Jinnah among the Muslim.m

The uriter has also described that Jinnah had to change his policies and strategies

whem he became the leader of the masses. He was very close to his followers instead

of being at a distance. That was the reasoq they elwated his position and crowned

him wittr the tifle of Quaid-i-Azam. He emerged at that time not only as a dedicated

50? Ambcdlor. Pahstan or the Panition qf hdia. Dr. Ambcdkar was the lcadcr of dcprcssed class

during ficcdom movemcril and arclutcct of Indian constiuruon.
5et lbid., 323.
5ee lbid.. 3s6-s7.
6m lbid.. 405.
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Muslim but was ready to die for Islam. He participated in the religious and social

activities, visit€d mosques and also joined the Muslim gatherings after the change.ol

Ambedkar has given logics that it was not acceptable that Iinnah passed through the

tansformatiorn in mid-thifties. Nummus incidents have illustrateil that Jinnah was a

leader of masses right from the beginning of his political career such as a protest

against Wi[ingdoD, the Crovernor of Bombay's farewell patty.ffi He was a dutiful

Muslim from the star! though he nerrer advertized his religion. Passing of the Muslim

Walf, Bill is the proof of his religious awareness.o3 The author has also argued that

with the bneakdoum of Quit India Movemeirt and the loss of the admirtion in the eyes

of the Britislt Gandhi must have to tum towards Jinnah. Gandhi starteil negotiations

with the British authorities at one side and on the oth(E he showed his desire to

discuss issues with Jinnah which was prwiously unimaginable. Gandhi got the divine

light to discuss Hindu-Muslim problems with Jinnah who had tied again and again to

resolve that problem but Gandhi was not in a mood to resolve the issue and rejected

every time by s[aiming that he was waiting for divine light of guidance. However the

failure of his movements brought light for him ts rpsolve issues with Jinnah. Writer

has stated tlnt, *Otr coming out of goal, he found that he and the Congrass had not

only missed the bus but had also lost the road.'ff

Thus as a bargained material Gandhi started dialogue with Jinnah to regain his

position in the eyes of British. "To retriwe the position and win for the Congress the

rcspect of the British Crovernment as a premier party in the country.....he started

negotiating with the Viceroy. Thwarted in that attempl Mr. Gandhi turnd to Mr.

60t lbid..405-6.
6m S)rcd Sbarifudditr Pir.zad4 d., The Collutd Worlc of Quid-e-,4zan Moha,mmd Ali Jinnah. Yol.L
296-301.
600 Ibid.. 22-34.fl Ambedkar. Pakhtan or the Partition of India,407.
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Jfumah.'{0s Whenwer liDnah approached Gandhi to resolve issues the latter always

made some illogical excuses to avoid from dialogue with Jinnah.o6 Howerrer when he

and Congress was in hot water due to their own miscalculation he thought he could

win back British by playing the drama of dialogue. Writer has tauntd on the

Hippocratic and insincere matrner of Gandhi, "It is good that at long last wisdom

dawned on Mr. Gandhi he agreed to see the light which was staring him in the frce

and which he had so far refused to see."o7

The opinion of the autho,r has been contrary to the vieu, point of the Congress

throughout this study. According to the uniter, Jinnah nev€r wer has required some

acknowledgment from Gandhi or the Congress instead he was by now the leader of

the Muslims, their Quaid-i-Azm. At that occasion it was the requirerrent of Crandhi

to discuss with Jinnah to get back reliability which was lost because of his decisions

at the wrong time. This investigation has porhayed Jinnah in corrparatively

constuctive way and the writer has praised Jinnah's persona" traits and skills

althougb, he has also attached some negative attibutes with JiDnah's persona at times,

the author has hidden some facts to prove his hlpothesis. Nevertheless the author also

has iff€rprctd a lot of details about the freedom movement thus he can be called the

predecessor of the modest and positive faction of the Indian wdt€rs of Mom

movement and of Jinnah. The research is of great value to understand the mindset and

the limitatio,ns of the krdian writers on history.

6os Ibid.,4o7.
606 Jamil-ud-Din Abma{cd. Spcochcs and Writings of Mr Jfumah Vol. l,(Lahore: Sh- Muhammad
Ashraf,1968), 25.
6a' Ambedkar. P&*tan or the Partition of Indb.407 .
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6.6- Jaswant Singh's Analytical Study:

Jasu6nt Singh's Jinnah: India-Partition Indqendence rs a biographical analpis of

Jinnab his political jounrey and the part he participated throughout the freedom

s6nggle of India, nanated by a Politician of India after 60 years of separation.@E T\e

agthor has claimed that Jinnah was a pafriotic leader, self-educated and unwavering

hgman being. Jinnah by nature and ideology was a constitutionalist and an opponent

of the foreign rule. In his words, "He was t5pical of those earned influence through

his own efforts on merit and by p6aining committed to principles. Possessing no

other tools he employed these very attributes and his principles to combat India's

imperial overlords."oe

gingh has a belief that Jinnah expertty joined the Indian political forces in opposition

to the British rule and built a pressur€ on them for the infioduction of self-rule in

India However, the infhx of the Gandhian tactics which comfortpd the British from

that strain and also contributed to the prolonged British rule for the next three

decades. In the opinion of writer. "Gandhi ditrering with linnah on the working of

these reforms carved his own path aud went to civil disobedience and the agitation

mefhodology of Satyagraha Until 1920, though, Jinnah had successfully kept the

Indian political forces together, simultaneously exerting pressure dissipated and the

British Raj remained for three more decades."6l0

The writer also has claimed ftal Jinnah was dedicated to his goal and not at all dtered

his place. He started his political occupation as big campaigner of Hindu-Muslim

united fr,ont to attain independmce fr,om the British. Jinnah endeavored fo,r the liberty

of India fr,om the British he was at the same time working to seek protection for the

ffi Jaswant Singh. Jinnat : India- partition hdepadatce New Dclhi: Rupu 2009). He was one of the

pro,mincnt lcadcr of BJP and hcld many inportam porffolios.
qn rbid-.72.
5ro Ibid,99.
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Indian Muslims in India. Thus, for that rcason he tied ceaselessly for Hindu-Mttslim

unity. In the words of uriter, 'Tinnah...was and remained fixed and unwavering in

both his airn, also the means to achiwe them. He worked for freedom from British

rule but simuttaneously, he sought a special status and qpecial rights for Muslims,

working ceaselessly for both these aims."6ll

To achieve unity, Hindus had to offer a few protections to the Muslims. Howwer

Hindus werre not in mood to offer some protection to Mtrslims. Thus to save Muslims

rights and inte,rests Jinnah had to do something unique. Subsequeirtly Jinnah carne up

with a stategy and with a competent approach; Iinnah was tiurrphant to attain

Pakistan a safe land for M,slims in India'612 According 1s $ingh' "Experience had

taught him the implacable and exasperating power of a'No' endlessly r€peated and a

'deurand sheet' that kept gowing endlessly longer util finally when he ran slap into

the sign board of 'No Road Atread', then 'Paldstan'. with no accompanying rcrritorid

definition was presented as a solution." 513

The author has analped that Jinnah's fight was political in nature and his claim for

Palcistan was political too thus religion was not mixed with politics by Jinnah

intentionally. Jinnah was not only essential for the formation of Pakistan. however

Pakistan was also esse,ntial to describe the persona and skills of Jinnah. In the wotds

of writer, "The Muslim communit-v for Jinnatr became an electoral body: his call for a

Muslim nation his political plafform: the batfles he fought was entirely political-

between the Muslim Irague and the C,ongress; Pakistan was his political demand over

which he and the Mrslim Lrague could ,.11..'614

6rrlbid..485.
ctz 51rn6rr. Hayar The Charismatic l*ader: Quid-i-Ann Mohanmad Ali Jmnah and the Creation
o.f P akl,s un. 7 l -7 8.268 -3 17 .

613lbid..485.
6r.Ibid..4g6.
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According to the author, separation was the outcome of conflict betrreen Jinnah and

Nehru. Nehru was exhemely antagonistic to Jinnalq who soughtto expel Jinnah out of

the Indian political arqra and that conflict wentuallypaved the way for the separation

of India The uniter atso has admittd that the Congress lead€rs were powerless to

recognize the gravity of the state of atrairs. Si"gh has stated that "Congress also,

always over-estimated its shengtb, its influence, and its leaders were extemely

reluctant to accept Jinnah as the leader of not just the Muslim Itague but we'nttully

of most Muslims iu India. The Congress leadership, sadly, also lacked a befitting

sense o1rr"1iPr.6ls

Jaswant gingh's hlpothesis is very unique and dissimilar to most of the Indian

authons. He has depicted Jinnah's percona and character in optimistic manner

howwer, also has atte,mpted to counter many issues about Jinnah's persona and

politics along with the freedom stuggle. He made it clear that Jinnah was not ready to

negotiate with Gandhi at Gandhi's residence not due to the proud behavior of Jinnatt

who preferred to discredit Crandhi. As a matter of fact, Iinnah had realized from a

prwiors experience that at Gandhi's residence, it was almost impossible to negotiate

about the serious matt€rs because of the crowd of the supporters of Gandhi.6l6 1X.

shrdy is an excellent aod logical account of the political life of Jinnah and has brought

to light the hardly ever discussed area of Jinnah's political life. The study has justifid

that Jinnah was a political lead€r and his stnrggle and demands, both were political in

nafire and religion had not been used by Jinnah for political purposes deliberately.

The shrdy is well-stnrctured and also has consulted many documents which have

emhanced the significance of the study. The author has taken an objective approach

615lbid..50g.
516lbid..307.
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and with factuat data has justified that linnah uras a great potitical leader of his times.

The study is an excellent cormt of intellectual circle.

6.7- Kuldip Nayar's Analytical Approach:

The next historical work is Kuldip Nayar's Wall at Wagah: India Pakisnn Relations

is a critical analysis of bilateral rclations of two neighboring counfries.6l7 Author has

presented the analysis of partition of India before exploring his main topic. Author

has also explored the persona and politics sf Jinnah as a key player related to those

errents. According to the examinatio,n of author Jinnah was pourer-seeker and self-

centered ptrson. He was the one who created separatism befiileen Muslims and

Hindus to achierre his objective.6ls

Author has tid to compare the persona sf Jinnah with Gandhi and explored that

Jinnah and Gandhi werre to betong to two different worlds totally dialectical from life

style to ideology. Jinnah had an elegant md sophisticated dressing and Gandhi wear

dhoti. Jimah was address by weryme Mr. Jinnah and Gandhi was address as

Gandhiji.6te Matter of the frct that Jinnah and Gandhi were autithesis to each other in

every sphere of life. Jinnah was realist and rational person aad Gandhi was idealist

and daydreamer p€rson. Jinnah was a responsible persotr and own the responsibility of

every action he took on the other hand Gandhi put the responsibility of every frailer of

his political life on the other shoulders either mortal or immorrtals.@0

6r? Kuldip Nayar. Wall o Wagah: Ittdb-Pakistan Relations (Ncu'Delhi: Gyan Publication House.

2003). He is a rr,lroumedjournalist and nritcr. He uns also the nrenrber of Parliamcnt Rajya Sabha.
6rtlbid..31.
6rq Ibrd..49-50
tu Syed Sharifuddin Piflada'. d. Fotndaaons of Pakisnn: All India Muslin League Doamtentsl906-
1924: _, The Collsed Worb of Qruid-e-,1zan Mohanmad Alifinnah: Z.H.Zaidt Quaid-
i- Amrn Molunmd Ali Jimah Papus, Vol.I-XVItr. (Islanrabad: Quaid-i- Azam PaperWfutg, 1993-

2011). Ajcet.Jawe{ Senlu and Nationalist Jinnah.:S. R Sharma ed.. Mohutmad Ali Jinruh,.:
Rajmohan Gandhi, Eight Live: A $tud. of the Hhdt- Mtslin Enuuntq : Ajeet .Jawed, Suular and
Nationalist Junah.
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Nayar thought that1937 was the year which changes the political landscape of India

Prior to 1937 although there was alwap difference betwee,n Hindus and Muslims not

only in the sphcre of religion but in social, cultural and politicd terms as well as.

However from 1937 these differences had starrcd to 'institutionalize.' Jinnah had

firnred the whole situation in his favor by fanning these differences. @l After that he

quoted some went from Maulana Abul Kalam Azad book to support his argrrment.

He also quoted some other story from other book. But matter of fact Pdcistan has to

be come in to being as only save place for Muslims in India according to the law of

nature survival for the fittest. Jinnah leadaship was one of the important factors along

with other factors. These two communities who belo,ng to the two different

civilizations which are totally opposite to each other in every aspect of life could not

live together under British parliamentary sptem. Whole krdian school wanted a

uoitd India to live but they always forget that to rule united India you have the heart

of Asoka Babar and Akbar. Unfortunately Congress leaders were lack of these

qualities.

Author himself has narrated the reasonless behavior of Netru push toward Pakistan

by question on his abilities as a leader and his authority on Ircague. Thns Jinnah had

to organized League and Muslims urder the banner of kague. According to the

perception of author Jinnah took wery taunt and mock of Nehru very seriously and

always reme,mber those taunt and nwer let Nehru g0.622 According to author. Jinnah

et Kuldip Na)rar. Wall at Wagah: India-Pa*istan Relations.3L.
@ Author quorcs hcrc the evcnt aftar 1937 election whcn Congress started its Muslim Mass Co,n8ct
campaign. Author ststes that "f€ave the Muslims alone." warned Mohammad Ali Jinnah. the Muslim
Lcaguc presidcnt. His words wcre dircctcd against Jawalrarlal Nchru prcsrdemt of the Congress pa4'.
which had members of all commuities. including Jinnah at one time. Nehru's sarcastic repll was:
*What does the Muslim League stand for? Does it stand for independence of lndra?
And Nchru himself went on to answ€r the qucstion. "It r€presents a group of Muslims. no doubt highll
cstimable persons. for functioning in thc highcr regions of uppcr middle classes and having no
connection with the Muslim masses and few erren within lower middle classes."His last sentcnce was
acerbetic: "May I suggest to Mr Jinnah that I come into geater touch with the Muslim masses than
most members of the Lcagre.* Ibid..32.
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had adopted the approach of winning the tnrst of Muslim masses and also brings them

in the fold of kague to prove to Congress and its president Nehru particularly that

League is the only represe,ntative party of Muslims in India and Jinnah was the only

paramount leader of them. Author himself quoted that after the rejection of I*ague

offer of cooperation in LJP Nehru declarod that in India there were only two forpe

British and Congress. But here author did not quoted full massage of Nehru he was

dictating other to join one fr,om these two thus it was quite natural that Jinnah had to

cor€ct him by reminding him Irague wasi a third force as the main political party of

Muslims and League under the president ship of a dyramic leader would not be

'cartpfollwer' of any of these option grven by Congress president 11.1rr.r.623 Author

has adopted very biased approach while comparing Jinnah and Congress two most

important leaders Nehru and Gandhi in politics and persona He has harshly

condenrned Jinnah for his actions and words use for Nehru aod Gandhi and justified

their words and actions in very sweet tone. For that reason author has twisted the facts

very boldly. He quoted from Azad That Gandhi granted the tifle of Quaid-i-Azam to

Jinnah to Honor him but Jinnah did not respect Gandhi generous gant. 'Agaiu when

Gandhi conferred on Jinnah the tifle of Quaid-e-Azn (the biggest leader) the latter

merely said: "What is in a prefix? After all. a rose called by any other name smells

jrst as sweet". @aHowever author did not read careful Azad book otherwise he could

not committed this kind of blunder Azad clearly stated that at that time in some

newspaper were addressing Jinnatr with the tifle of Quaid-i-Azam.@5 That reveal it

was not Gandhi som@ne else who first use this title for Jinnah.@6 Mafier of fact

Gandhi letter to Jinnah has revealed the purpose of Gandhi addressing Jinnatr with

6!3Ibid.. 32.
621 lbid.. 35.
625 A,ad. India Whs Freedom. 97.
626 sharif -al-Mujahi( Quid-i-Ann Jinnah' studies in Interpreution .419436.
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such tifle. It also exposes the Gandhi cunning tact to play with other by beautiful

words.o? Howerrer languages of both the leaders also exposed the caliber and

morality of these two leaders. Same is the case of Jinnah teatnent with Nehru'

Historical record has rarealed that it was Nehnr who not only raised the question of

Jinnah authority on Muslims but also advised him to rely on 'internd sfiength'. Jimatl

simply forced him to eat his own words byproving him the only leader of Muslims of

India by organizing them in one political party League.@8

Author hao discussed the Jinnah shategy of bring the Muslims leader under League

fold rhen he discuses the issues of at that time. In very cunning manner author

justified the Hindus atrocity against Muslims by sayng that Hindrs were subject to

Muslims for many centuries than subject to British for nearly century so it's time for

Hindus to shows their 'chauvinistic fiends that had long been dormant were coming to

the surfrce.'629

It is really sad that a percon who is interacting with world so much representing his

nation have such kind of mentality. By any mean chatrvinist does not sponlm with

o?Gandhi in his lctter to Jimah on Januaryl6, 1940 urote, I hate to write 'Mr.' before any Indian

name. It is so unnatural. Hence I have been writing of you as 'Janab Jinnah Sahib'. according to usage

aught mc by thc larc Hakim Sahib. But Abul Kalam tclls mc that ia the I*aguc Circles you arc dways
oallcd "Quaid-e-Azam" And you will sce trom the enclosed how the filishing touch was gtven by a
rclegram I received frrom Gulbrrga- I hope you will acc€pt my assuranse that what I have done, has

becn done in good faith and out of rcgard for you If, howwcr. you would have mc addrpss ]lou
otherurise. I shall rcspcct yorn wishes. Iinmah in hrs reply wrcte on Janruarl2l. 1940. I ffrank pu for
yorn anxiay to r€spect my wishcs in the rrattcr of the prefix you slrould usc with my nsrne. What is in
a prcfix aftcr all. a rosc called by any othcr name smclls just as swcel. So I leave the maucr cntircly to
you and have no particular wish in the mattcr. I rcally do not know wh1' you are womed so much
about it. L howerrer notice that the prcsent prcfix you arc using is accor&ng to the usage taught to you

by thc lae Hakim Sahib. But surprisingly cnough durirU his lifetime and till long after his death" you

addressed me as "Mr.". then quirc recc,lrtly you addressed me as *Slree-. and in between as "fricnd".
but plcase do not bother about this matttr.
Syed SarifirddinPinada^ Qtnid-e-A=an Jinnah's Correspondence (Y,anchi: Eastand WestPublishing
Company.3d .197 7 ).9 5 -98.
@E In reply to Nehru's lettcr of April 16. 1938. saying that "tlre Muslim Iague is an irryorant
cornrnunal organzation.. . brn the other organizations. even though thel might be younger and smaller.

cannot be igrrored" Jinnatr said: 'Your tone and language again drsplal the same arrogcnce and

militaflt spirit" as if the Congress is the sovercign power... Unless the Congress recognizes the Musllm
kagrrc on a footing of complctc equality and it p,rcpared as such to trcgotiate for a Hindu- Muslm
scttlemcnt, we shall have to wait and depc,nd our inherent str€neth.- Kuldip Nayar. Wall at ft'agah.
In dia-P akh un Relations,Ibid.. 3 5
6re Ibid., 34.

l9r



atnocity on wealq poor and minor section of society. By any definition these action are

under the fold of cruelty, brutality and unjust tneament. If Indian intelligentsia is

agred with the thinking of author then they are on the way of self-destnrction.

Account of world history rerreat that when every a nationr adopted this kind of

approach towards other than sooner or later they were wipe out fronr the face of earth.

Nayar like many Indian authors thought that Britistr and Congress give too much

value to Jinnah which was used by him to build his authority on Muslims.630

Historical record reveal that Jinnah was tneated by British ou equal status with Gandhi

was not due to the sudda change in British police towards Muslims but due to the

lack of option in their hand. In past for so many year British and Congress supported

many Muslins to boome the leader of Mrslim nation but no one was as wofthy as

Jinnah in the eye of Muslim nation. Thrs both were force by the love, tntst and

respest of Muslim nation for Jinnalu to acknowledge his authority on them.63r The

impotence of the prcs€,nt study is that author unlike mainstneam Indian writer admitted

that lionah was wanted Pakistan wholeheartedly and never disown it. The author over

the year meat with key person relared to the transfer of power in India from British

authorities and they testifred that Jinnah wholehearted dernanded Palcistan and never

turn arormd. Pakistan.632 The study has a deep influence of Congress narrative which

630Ibid.. 37-38.
6t, Syed Sharifirddin Pfuzzrdz. d. Fowdanons of P&isnn: All India Mwlin Lugue Doa,nentsl906-
1924: _. The Collected Worb of Qtuid-e-,4zun Mohammad Ali Jhuah. Z.H.Z,r,idi, Quaid-i- Annt
MohmnudAli Jiwutr Pqers, Vol.I-XVItr. (Islamabad: Quaid-i- AzamPapcrWing. 1993-2011).
63: In rcply to my rcpearcd qucries whcthsr Jhnah had sccond thoughts on Pdcistan when he rcalized

that it was an accomplishcd frcr Brockman (Personal Sccrctary of Mountbattcn during that timc) said :

"Never." Nor even for a second Jinnalr hesiarcd and there was a feeling of triumph on his face when

Pakistan was conccded. he sard.

Another persorl who came to throu lighr on this. is Campbell-Johnson. who was Mountbatten's Press

Attache during those days. When I alked to him m London whcrt he is hving prescntll'. Campbell-

Johnson said tbat none m the tcam- he rncluded Mountbatrcn in tL ever doubtcd- fiom the first mceting

with Jhnah. about his determrnatiom o get Pdcistan. Campbell-Johnson recalled how on Nil 7 . 1947

Jinnall during a dinner at the Viceroy's House, was so worried about Pakisan eluding him that he said:

"Ihe Congress would accept evcn dominion status to dcprive me of Pdristan."
More than 20 years ago. when I mct Mounlbaten (Octobcr l,l97l) at his mansiolt Broadlands. ncar
London. hc told me that oncc the Congrcss acocptcd the Panition he took linnatr to his room and askcd
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is a dominmt factor in opinion making in India towards Pakistan. Author has

maintained a biased ryproach towards JiDnah. His languages and wo'rds are harsh

towards Jinnah. Study is a fine example of self-satisfaction. He has followed the

tadition of Indian school by twisting and playing with fact. However author desire for

good relation with Palcistan is a fine gesture which is often use by Indian leaders to

soften western world.

6.8- L. tr( Advani's Anal5rtical Study:

The next important work on Jinnah by Indian political leader is My huntry: My Ltfe

by L. IC Advani.633 Study is an autobiogaphy of the author. He also presented the

analpis of went of last century from the start of the century thrs waltrating the we,lrt

of fr,eedom stnrggle he also p,resented his analysis about the politics and persona of

Jinnah. Author like many Indian authors consider that Jinnah begtn his political

journey from the plaforms of Congress as a patriotic leader. He had worted day and

night to bning Hindu and Mustim in one unitd frront against British to afiain freedom

frro,m them. Author has acknowldgd Jinnah as the architect of Lucknow Pact but

also included Tilak with him h that Pact which is remember as the only srccessful

effort to bring Hindus and Muslims close together.63a

Advani has examined that Jinnah was the height of his glory in Indian political arena

thus he imagine that he would lead India from the frront in the march toward the

freedo,m and he would initial the wery move towards that destiny however his dream

him specifically whcthcr he still insisted on Pdristan. Jinnah's reply was: "Only an inde'pende'rt

country ofPdcistan "
I evcn checkcd wlth Cyril Radcliffe. who gave the vctdict on thc divrding lines between the two
Puqabs and the two Bcngds. the only two statcs of India that were split after the partition. Our
meeting took place in London in 1971. To my question whalrer Jinnah had hesitatcd whem Pakistan

was conceded. he said: "It's verl' unlikell." Ibid.. 22-23.
63 L. IL Advani. My Cowrn: M1' Life (Nen' Delhi: Rupa & Co. 2008). Lal Krishna Advani is an
rndran politician who scrved as the 7fr D€puty Prime Ministcr of India from 2002 ro 2004 under Atal
Bihari Vajpayce. He is thc co-foundcr and scnior leadcr of trc Bharatiya Janata Party. He was awardcd

the Padoa Vibhushan the 2d highest civilian award in India.
631lbid.. g1g.
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were broken down by the anival of Gandhi in to the Indian political arena- With atl

out sdden Gandhi cryture the cental position in Indian political arena with his

magical impact on people which push Jinnah to back bench. By comparing both those

personalities agthor consider that Jinnah was from beginning to end 'anti-thesis' of

Gandhi. Crandhi was a religious leader in politics with his intangible standards and

mix the religious thought on politic. Jinnah was a political leader who follows only

rational practicat approach in politics.65 However author analysis is not totally

acceptable he hide act to build his argument. He consider Jinnah at once a egoist

person who had a fantasy of becoming the most important leader of India on the other

he also claim that Jimah was practical person if authon has no time to study historical

facts than he should only discussed with his colleague Jaswant $ingh to get more

information about the persona and politics of Jinnah than his analysis is not ill with

the contadictory stateme,nt.536

Author has claimed that Jinnah dislike N*ru. Jinnah and Nehnr were also total

opposite to each other from persona to political philosophy.63T yo both belong to two

different worlds which were pole apart ftom each other. Jinnah was a hard core

rdional and practical person on the other hand N€hru was a very arrogant pltts

imaginary percon. Their letter and qpeeches themselves present the person and

political believes of these two.638 Autho,r after acknowledgrng Jinnah personal skill an

organizational quahty which able League to gather Muslims under its wings so that it

can challenged Congress and fought for them and finally strccessful ia paking

Paldstan only safe place for Mustims in India. Author also put the major blame of

6s lbid.. 821.
6ffi6 Jaswant Singh, Jinnah: Indb- pardtion indepadence.S0T .
537 L. K. Advani. M.v Country: Mv Life,&2l.
53t Sycd Sadfuddin Pitzada" Quid-e-Azan Jinnah's Coresponderce ( Karachi: East and West
Publishing Co4any,3d .1977):5. Cropal cd. Selected Worlc of Jawaharlal Nehnt Vol. VIIL (New

Dclhi: Nchru foundation 197 5), ll9,l2l.
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partition on Jinnah.63e Author views are like most o the Indian author are biased .He

use very harsh language and tone about Jinnah and did not pay any attention on the

attitude of Congress leadership. He ha-s blamed Jinnah or creating se,paratism among

Hindus and Mustims. Author himself participating in flaming the Hindutav ideology

in Indian cental politics and he himself ld Rath yatry to Ayodhya fr'om Somnafh

which resutted the destnrction of Babari Musjid at one hand and other hand resultd itr

the killing of many Muslims. Thus he has pulled offthe cover of secularism on Indian

politics and deshoying the fabric of Indian nationalism. As result of rise of hindutav

in krdia Indian minorities are feeling the same sense of insecurity which was feeling

by Mulims in T3years back. On the birthday of Jinnah tn 2020 minorities in India at

many places has celebratod his birthday as a protest against Hindutav. His analysis is

full of biases and he used harsh langrrage md tone.

In nutstrcll, the bulk of the Congress leadership's narrations illustrate the

psychotogical inferiority complex of Congress leadership towards Jinnah and also the

envy and private gnrdge. Their narrative is full of biases and distortion of the facts.

Their collection of data and ruthless tone rweals that they we,re stnongly allergic to

Jinnah. Their mnrative is prejudiced enough to assassinate the character of Jinnah

politically. The authors have tried to hide the facts at some places and at many places

misnepresent the facts to clpate false impression. Howwer the rest of the leadership

except Congress has high regard for Jinnah's politics and persona. They have

porfrayed Jinnah in comparatively positive mannetr. They have impartial vision about

Jinnah. The Co,ngress leaders endeavored to slander Jinnah through every achierrable

mears but never tbrived. Nwertheless. almssit eve4v non-Congress leader has

regarded Jinnah as a srperior leader in comparison to entire of the Congress camp.
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They also held Congress responsible for not teating Jinnah reasonably that was why

they have a bigger contribution in the division. Their commentary illustrates that it

was Congress instead of Jinnah who did not patch up with others. It was again

Congress who left Muslims without safeguard in India thus lerreled the grormd for

Jinnah to build Pakistan.
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CIIAPTER. T

STYLES AND TRENDS OF SCHOOLS

7.1- PaHstani School:

Pakistani historical work is reactionary from the begiDnhg to some extent because

most of the early work is a kind of replay to the Indian work and has tied to answer

many questions put forward by the Indian authors and also has tied to present the

remaining facts of history which were kept hidd€n by the Indians to prove their

hlpothesis. Historical work on Jinnah aod the Mom movement staftd iD Pakistan

relatively late as compared to India due to the hardsrhips faced by the local researctrers

in Pakistan. Bupaucratic hurdles are the one of biggest obstacles in the way of

research in Pakistan for local researcher to attain official document for research

purposes. The bureaucracy in Pakistan is a stereotlpe as inherited the loyalty to the

British raj and white skin and aloofuess frrom the locals, right from the British time

period. Their mindset and behavior did not change with the change of power and has

been continued till today. They could prese,nt every possible official record to any

white man and deliberately create hurdle in the way of the local researchers.

Writings of the Congrcss, Hindu and non-Hindu leaders from the Congress and other

parties provided the ground for the Indian historical wort to build argument and

dwelop hlpothesis on that foundation. In that field Pakistani authors also faced great

difficulty becarse their main leader Jinnab" being a hard core honest and sfrict

constihrtionalist and above all very conscious of the importance of tnrth and freedom

of thinking in history did not like to influe,nce historical work of Pakistani authors by

writing history and biography. He let the Pakistani authors to explore the tnrth and

facts without any obligation like a real man. Other leaders and their heirs present the
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opinion of the League later thus; the Pakistani authors started their work on Jinnah

late as compared to the Indian.

Howwer Pakistani author workod on various aspects of Jinnah and tried their best to

preseirt the League and the official narrative of Pdcistan. $imilafly some historians,

mainly who have been influenced by some other schools have presented a totally

different narrative. It is not that Jinnah had had a lack of sense of history. He was well

awar€ of the fact that he was making history so that he deliberately did not waste any

document instead preserved even a little note for the widence. On the other hand, he

especially rypointed a person to preserve the record of AIML and safely brought to

Pakistan as a teasure of history for the future generations. He was very caring about

preserving facts. He did not vnite his biography so that he could not influence the

historical work of the Pakistani authors. He let them free to seek tnrth without any

manipulatio,n or deliberate influeirce.

Other leaders of Pakistan movement also did not deliberately hide or forge any fact to

present or influence of anything. They honestly narrate the event wift full detail as it

hrypened before their eyes. They did not try to prresent any rose-tinted picture or build

any image. They have narrated the went without any hesitation. They trid their best

to fulfill the responsibility of eye witness honestly.
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7.2- PaHstani llistorians:

Patcistani authors have adopted various methods to discuss the personality and the

potitics sf Jinnah. Some of the,m have adopted theoretical approach to define the

persona and politics of Jinnah. Sikander Hayat has applied the theory of charismatic

leader on the personality of Jinnah and has proved with facts and figures that Jinnah

was a great charismatic leader.ffi He has consulted a variety of sourpes from Palcistaq

Indiq US and UIC He has utilized the published and unpublished sounees like

documents, lettem, speeches and statements, biogrryhies, books, chapters aad articles,

dissertations, newspapers and journals. His bibliography is very rich. Such an

academic work is not only usefirl for the shrdy of Jinnah's persona and politics but

also helpful for common historian to know how to use sources and how to built

argumen[ Organization of the study is very thoughthrl. Althougb main focus of the

study is the last decade of Jinnah's political life however the author, before stating his

main topic has briefly discussed the early three decadss ef Jinnah's political life. The

author's 4proach is very fair and unbiased. These kinds of shrdies are considered

classical to learn history uniting. Wheed- tz- 7m,'s objective of the study is clearly

shown in the tifle of the book.6fl The author has tied to answer the charges lweled by

many authors against Jinnah. The author has adopted thematic approach to deal with

the facts and has skillfulty torn-out the false fabricatio,ns built by those authors. The

autho,r's approach is reactionary. He also has utilized the historical sorupes in order to

build his arguments. The study is a fine example of acade,mically unbiased research.

Riaz Ahmad's study is unique of its kind due to the area chosen by the author.tr2 The

6'0 Sihndar. Hayar the Charismatic Leader: Quaid-t-Azon Moha,mmad Ali Jinnah arrd the Creation
of Pahisun (trkrachi: Oxford Univcrsiry Prcss. 2008).
flr Wahccd -tzZanrar+ guaid-i-Azan, Mohonmad AliJintuh: Mltth and RruIIO /Islamabad: NIHC,ts,
1976).
s2 Riaz. Ahmad, Quid-i-Azarn Mohammd Ali Jinnah: thefomativevears, 1882-1920,( Islamabad:
NrHC& 1988).
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author has picked the area of his shrdy which has been the neglected by the majority

of the authors while shrdyrng the persona and the politics of Jinnah. The study has

rwealed the early yean of Jinnah in politics and the role he played to build the joint

front of the Hindu and the Muslim to attain freedom from the British. Sharif-al-

Mujahid has adopted a topic-based approach to explore the personality of Jinnah.n3 ft

seems like a collection of articles on different asp€cts of Jinnah's political life and it

can also be considened as a reE onse to answer many questions put by the Indian

autho,rs on the politics and the personality of Jinnah.

Oa the other han4 K.B. Sayeed's study has covered the ninety years of freedom

struggle. The authon has faild to show the reasons and factors which led to the

change in the behavior and manners of Jinnah.ffi The author has not discused the

utopian and unrealistic behavior of the C;ongress and Crandhi towards the Muslims and

Iinnah which left them with only one solution, Pakistan. The author although has

acknowledged Jinnah's unique qualities but has faild to depict the full persona of

Jinnah. His laoguage is harsh and telling the half tlrth. It seems that he was under the

deep spell of Gandhi that was why he could not do jnstice with this study. Thus the

study cannot be called worthy for scholarly world.

Ayesha Jalal's study is also based on theoretical frame work and from the tifle it

reveals that the study is pre-defined and biased frrom the beginning.ffs It seems that

author's research is based on some false assumptions u,hich have no match with the

facts. The author has relied heavily on the British and the Indian sources. The author's

whole research is based on pre-concluded hlpothesis. The author has neglected many

facts or perhaps deliberately has tid to hide many facts and twistd them because of

ott Sharif -at-Mu5ahid- Qwid-i-Arun Jinnah: Studies in Intetpretation (Karachr: Quaid-l-Azam
Academy,1981).
6n K. B. Sayed- Pakistut: the Formative phase 1857-1948 (Ikrachi: Odord University Prcss. 1968).
fls Ayeslra Jalal. The Sole Spokesman' Jinruh, Musltm League and thc Da nandfor Pakisrun
lCambridge: Cambridgc Univcrsity Prcss. I 985).
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which she has failed to produce any fair contibution to the exist'rng body of

knowledge.

The Politics of Jinnahby Saleem M. M. Arcshi is a signfficant wort on Jinnah.ffi He

has commentod on the sfiategies of Jinnah in a courparative manner. According to

him, Jinnah was neither an apologetic like Sir Salyid Ahmad Khan and nor critical

like Iqbal, instead he supported the Muslims, gave them the confidence, led them and

guardod their interests very well.ff7 It seerns that the author has tried to present both

the Indian and the Paldstani narrative. The autho,r has used very rich language and in a

logrcal runner has clarified the misunderstandings of many vniters about the politics

of Jinnah.

7.3- Pakistani Non-Historians :

Jamil-ud-Din Ahmad's work is a the,rratic study of Jinnah's personalrty and

politics.nt The author has paid a huge tibute to Jinnah and has explained his

personality and politics in an organized manner. The autho,r's approach is thematic

and his words have shown his deep admiration for Jinnah. The study is based on an

essay about Jinnah. The research is based on the posonal memories of the author and

at many places he often has quoted the exact words of linnah. The research is a great

sounce for the exploration of Jinnah's personality. It is not only helpful for the

historians who want to conduct research about Jinnah but also an interesting for the

general rcader.

M. H. Saiyed's wo,rk is a political biogrryhy of Jinnah.ne The author has narratod the

life story of Jinnah along with the political sinration at that time in an organized and

516 M.M. Saleem Amshi. The Politbs ofJinruh (Karachi: Royal Book Cornpanl,. 1988).
6{7 Ibid..l l l.
6{8 Jamil-ud-Din Ahmad. Glimpses of Quaid-i-Azutt (Kamchi: Educatio,nal Press. 1960).
6s M. H. Saifd. Mohotmad Ali Jinnah: A Politiql Sru4r. (Lahore: Sh. Muhammad Asbraf.

1954).
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composod manner. His words have shown great admiration and respect for Jinnatr. He

has used very simple and easy to understand language. Although he has never used

decorated and pompous words however, at many places, the usage of idioms. phrases

and examples has provided a literary touch to the study. He has used Jinnah's

qpeeches to zupport his arguments. The study is considered a primary source on

Jinmh because it is based on the documentary evidence published in 1945 and also

has bee,n used as a primary source in the following shrdies on Jinnah.

Shamsul Hasan's account is based on the collection of works onr the kague and

y1*r5.os0 The autho,r's naration is very simple aod he has explained the nature of

Jinnah and his hard work to uniry the Muslims under one banner, in easy way.

Although the author's judgments about Jinnah are faulty e,nough yet it can be called a

fine study to understand some important facts about Jinnah. The study is of a great

value because it cmtained details about Jinnah's carleer from 1906 to 1936.

G. Allana's work is a biogrryhical study of Jinnah's life and his political caneer.65l

The shrdy is well researched and well organized. The author's ryproach is analytical

and his way of presentation of the frcts is optimistic. He has built his arguments with

facts and figures and the study is helpful for the historian and the general reader as

well. Aziz Beg's study is a massive and incluive life story of Jinnah.652 The author

has shed light on Jinnah's life. character. personality and political career of Jinnah.

The author has prese,lrted in this book wery facet of the Quaid-i-A.zam's life and the

corrplex and delicate political negotiations and legal battles preceding the emergence

of Pakistan. It also has thrown light on the Jinnah's personal life and has given a

detailed account of his family background. The author has taken pains to discover not

only the historical Jinnah who played the most imporant and decisive role in shaping

650 Shams d- Hasan, ..plan MRJinaa} (Al-stroms: Karachi. 1976).
csr G. aflana Qwid-e-Azon Jiwuh: ihe cton, of a Nuion ([:hore: Fcrozsorrs.l957).
657 lTiTBeg.Jinnah And His ?izres (Islamabad: Babur & AmcrPublicaton 1986).
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the destiny of the South Asian sub-co,ntinent but also to interpret him as a man and as

a politician. The author has emphasized the role of the Qtraid in lndia's struggle for

freedom and has arralyzd his methods and strategies to win a homeland for the

Muslims of the sub-continent The bibliography, the index and the detailed reference

notes have manifested the great labor by the author to produce this kind of scholarly

work. A great deal of new mat€rial has been used to make this work as authoritative

as possible and thtrs, it has €mergd as a well-researched and abso,rbing research

work.

Nasim Hasan Shah's Qaaid-i-.4zam: Whaher Seanlarist or Fundamentalist.6s3 is

mainly focused on only one aspect of the Jinnah's personality.6sa 1he author has tsed

very simple langrrage and has tid to prcve his narrative with factual data The study

is very composed and well researched. He has used the qpeeches of Jinnah to build his

narrative. As the ryproach of the author is analytical and logical, the work is usefirl

for the ge,neral reader and the historian alike.

7.4- PaHstani Political Leadership:

Fatima Jinnah's study is an interesting analysis of Jinnah's habits, behavior and life

style and it has shed light on the humanistic aspect of Jinnatr's 1iL.6ss The book is not

vdtt€n in chronological order. The author has started from the last phase of Jinnah's

political career then tumed to the family background and the early life of Jinnah.

However the author ha-s not discussed the early political life of Jinnah. The study is

the personal account of Jinnah's younger sister Miss Fatima linnah who was the

companion of Jinnah for last four decades of his life. It has also rerrealed that linnah

653 Nasrm Hasan Shalr" Quaid-i-Azam: whsther Sccularist orfimdamcnalist in Riaz ahmed Pakistani
Schol.ars on Quid-i Ann Mohottmad Ali Jittruh (Islamabad: Quaid-i-Azam University, 1999).
Nasim llasan Shah is thc formcr Chief Justice of Pakistan and author of many books.
65l Nasim Hasan $hnh, Quaid-i-Azam: whethcr Sccularist or fimdamemtalisl in Riaz Abrne( Pakistani
Scholus on Quid-i- Azan Mohumad AliJinnah (Islamabad: Quaid-r-Azam Univcrsif, 1999).
655 Fatima Jimah, My Brothcr. cd Sharif al Mujatrid(Karachi: Quaid-i-Azam Acadcmy, 1987).
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had to face so much pain and suffering at personal lwel while kept he, himself busy

in the furious battle for Pakistan He remained very composed and stong in public but

inside he was in deep pain and was exhausted by illness which claimed his preciors

Iife in the end. He completely ignored the advice of his doctor and fought alone with

illness. Despite the swere illness, he stnove hard for the salvation of Indian Muslims

and created a new homeland for them in the shape of Pakisan. By making Palcistan a

shong country, he sacrificed his life slowly and grafirally. In short the study is done

with the e,motions of love and care of a sister for his brother. Nevertheless, the study

is useful to rmderstand Jinnah's personatity andpolitics.

Chaudhri Muhammad Ali's study is the nanation of the personal accotmt of the

author that how he looked at the freedom move,ment and especially the politics and

personality of Jinnah.656 He openly has admittd that there was no one leader among

the Indian Mrslims who could win the battle for Pakistan. He has narrated many

events of the movernent which he witnessed. He has trsed a simFle language to

describe and narrate the life and attributes of Jinnah to the readers.

Aj+e,az Ahsan's work is the epic story of the cultural and economic history of the

people of Pakistan and the author has tacd out the historical orign of Pakistan and

its inhabitants throughout ceirtuies.657 Tte study is the fine explanation of the idea of

Pakistan throughout the ages. The separation of Pakistan from the rest of India was

not an unexpected outcome rather was the only rightful outcome of historical process

of progress because Indus was never a part of India throughout history. The study is a

fine example of historical process of time and how an idea travelled through ages.

The stnrggle for the creation of Pakistan was instinctive and prehistoric footing

5s6 Chaudhri Muhamrnad Ali. The Emcrgence of Pahistan ( Latrorc: Rcscarch Socicty of Pakistan 3d
iryression 1979).
67 N@z Ahsan The h&s Saga and The Making of Pakistaz (Kamchi: Orfo,rd Univcrsity Prcss.
1996).



identity search that the Indus was slipped back to its prehistoric position in form of

Palcistau.

Ispahani's narrative is about of the relationship betrree,n the author and Jinnah.68 The

shrdy is based on the personal accounts of the author. He has paid a huge tibute to the

politics md the teadership qualities of Jinnah. He has considered linnah as a saviot

who was sent by Allah Alnighty to save the Indian Muslims from complete

disappearance. On the other hand, he has also tmcovered the tnre face of the Indian

leadership namely the Congress top leaders and their naron, mindedness about the

Muslims. The study also has shd light on the humanistic attibutes of Jinnah's

character and personalrty in a simple and easy language.

IC H. I(hurshid's study is a personal accotmt of the author's memories related to

Jinnah and his relations with his worker.65e The author shd light on the rare and

unique aspects of Jinnah's personality. The author has narrated in very simple way

and his words have shown respect love and admiration for Jinnah. The study is a

rcfrsshing personal and human vicw about Jinnab written with candour and sincerity

by the author. The study is based on the notebooks kept by the author. Throughout the

very significant qa of fr,eedom stnrggle froml944 to 1947, he had the chance of

working with Jinnah very closely. Thus he has thrived in rebuilding Jirurah's thoughts

through that era and has supplied numerous priceless footnotes to the history of that

era. Thus this is a worthy manuscript.

Pakistan: the Heart of Asia by Liaquat Ali I(han is the collection of the author's

qpeeches.ffi The author has used very simple and easy langrrage and his expression

has revealed love and respect for his leader. He has explained the concept of Pakistan

5s814. 4 H. Ispabani, Qaid l Azant As I l(new Him (Karachi: Royal Book Corryan1,. 1975).
o5r 11. 11. Kur$id. menories of Jimah. ed- By Khalid Hasan(Lahore; $eng+-Meel Publications. 2001).
ffi Liaqnat Ali Khan P&istorrt: the Hean of Asla (Carnb,ridgc: Ilarvard Univcrsity Prcss, 1950).
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and Jinnah's persona and politics with logic and reasoning. His words have shown his

co,mmitnent with his leader and the commander.

Pakistani political teaders generally have used easy language and their studies have

been based on their personal accormts. However, some of the,m have written well-

researched books with well-built arguments. Most of them are unbiased and have

showered praise on Jinnah's personality and the politics.

7.5- Indian School:

The main issue with the krdian historical work is the interpretation of the facts. The

history u,riting for the Indian authors has nerrer been a srbject to recollect past

correcfly according to the factual data but has only been a tool to interpret the past

according to their desires. Basically, the Indian school is founded on the Hindu

historiographical traditions which lacked a sense of history. They used to live in a

utopian world and it is their inner desire to hide the tnrth fr,om the rest of the world

and that d€sire is not against the moral values of the Hindu society. The Indian

authons have failed to explain the hansition in Jinnah political career after 1930s.

They also were unable to understantl the condition and the situation at that time and of

the Muslim mind. They could not justiff the behavior of the Congress towards Jinnah

and Palcistan. Many of the authons used to quote one historical letter of Jinnah to

Gandhi to prove him egoist and proud but without petext and context.

They used to hide facts, for instance. most of the Indian authors have described

Jinnah-Gandhi talks of 1944 atd have described Jinnah as rude. prou.( arrogant and

egoist. They have described that Jinnah forced Gandhi to meet him at his residence in

Bombay not anywhere else. But narrating the meeting. thel'used to forget Jinnah's

efforts and passion to meet Gandhi during early 1920's to early 1940's. Especially
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one of his meetings with Gandhi at his ashrzm, to discuss the Hindu-Muslim problem

which was badly intcrnrpted by the followers of Gandhi.

Most of the Indian authors have concentrated only o,n the last decade of Jinnah's

political life and have ignored the 30 years of Jinnah's political careet. They used to

charge Jimah being too much nrde and arrogant towards the Congress leadership

especially Gaodhi, Nehru and Patel. Hourerrer Indian authorc have totally missed the

efforts and offers of Jinnah to these leaders time and again.

7.6- Indian Eistorians:

Exclusively, the Indian historians have maintained a paradoxical obserrration

concerning Jinnah aud have contradicted each other. They are prejudiced in their line

of action towards Jinnah because they have consideired Jinnah either a patriot or a

separatist. They have rwealed the partial reality about Jinnah. They wae defaming

Jinnah and his contibrutions dtring the frreedom movmenl Basically, every one of

them has written about Jinnah because of his oum specific objectives and pre-decided

hlpothesis. For instance, Ajeet was a daughter of an opponent of Gandhi therefore she

has attempted to depict Jinnah as a zubstitution of Crandhi in Indian political arena and

as a result her depiction of Jinnah was exceptionally optimistic. Hkewise, Zakaria

was comprehensively prejudiced against linnah and prior to materialize the booh he

had made some definite hypothesis that Jinnah was an irreligious person and that he

was exclusively accountable for the qplitting-up of India" This tlpe of approach has

created difficulties on the way of significanl scientific and critical research.

Ajeet has completed a wideqpread exploration of the traits and the accomplishments

of Jinnah.6r She has attempted to establish with data that Jinnah s'as a nationalist and

liberal leader, who stnrggld hard for the unity of Hindu and the Muslims and for the

6' Ajca .Jawcd- Sentlar and Nubnalist Jinnah (Karachi: Odord Univcrsity Prcss. 2009)
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fr,eedom of India for four decades of his political life. Yet, he was required to modiff

his line of action and plan by the awkward manners of Congress leaders. Howwer,

the author has shown her biased attitude by depicting him secular and unhappy over

the creation of Pakistan. Both of these allegations provd wrong through the evidexrce

thus, it can be rightly said ttut the research is done with pre+oncludd mind. Despite

alt the limitations and shortcomings of the author, the shrdy is worthy for researcher.

She has consulted mainly the Indian sources. She has utilized primary sources, the

official files, official publications, proceedings and debates, newspqpers, journals and

books.

Sharma's study of Jinnah's persona has given much impartial impression.@ He fairly

has disclosed the extemely cryable guidance of Jinnah and his decision. The writer's

standard examination has disclosed that Jinnah was not only equippd by nature with

a vision but also with deep uderstanding of the history and the historical forces. The

approach of author is exceptionally diverse from the mainsfitnm Indian historians.

The investigation also has rcvealed a lot of remarkable features of Jinnah's persona

like his affection for cricket and his great knowledge of gaote rules and regulations

and Jinnah's affection for the horses. The author has created relativity with these

small stuffs and enlighte,ned diverse good qualities of Jinnah's nature. Sharma also

has verified with details that JiDnah was a Hindu friendly leader and a matter of the

fact was that many of Jinnah's friends were the Hindu. However, Sharma has

stessed on the affable connectio,n arrid the British and Jinnah. Possibly, it was due to

lack of the sources consulted. Shar:na has grven no footnotes, endnotes and

bibtiogrryhy in the book.

662 S. R Sharma" d.. Mohurmad Ali Jinnah: A Hqo or a Yilbin (Jaiprn: Sublime Publications. 2005).
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Expressively, Pal like many other Indian historians is not prepared to offer any leader

a superior position than that of Gandhi.63 The author's pre-concluded hlpothesis has

badly affected the nature of the shrdy. The study is full of false assrmptions of the

author. The author has followed the stereotlpe narrative of the Indian school and has

usually not seen the political achievements of the leaders critically. Due to the

misreprese, tation of the facts, the shrdy could not be co,nsidered as a worthy research.

It seems that study has been done only to prove a tlpical narrative which could not be

done withouthiding some important facts.

Nanda has attempted to impose an assumed concept on historical record thus it is an

atfempt to mold historical record according to the hlpotheses.ffi It seems that the

author's purpose of uriting this book was to teat it as a novel rather than as a book on

history. The author is under the deep influence of the Congress leadership and the

purpose of writing this book is to provide justificatio,n of the Congress headship.

Thns, the study is not worthy for a common reader and is feasible only for researrchers

of history. Ta}ria's examination of Jinnah's political life is a classic sxcmple of

character assassination.65 Lal Bahadur's The Mttstim League: h's History. Activities

and Achievewsrfs is not mainly about the personaltty and political life of Jinnalr,

howerrer the study has focused on the League, its origin, dwelopment and its

culmination. Thus the author has to study Jinnall' his politics and his political

ideology and stategies.ffi The author's approach is very biased and he has studied

with a pre-concluded hypothesis. To prove his hypothesis. he has twisted and turnod

63 J. J. Pal.Jnnah and the Creation ofPakisnn (Dclhi: Sidhuram Publications. 1983).
66'r B. R .Nanda- Road to Pakistan' Ihe Life and Times of Mohonmad Ah Jinnah (New Delhr.
Routledge. 2010).
tr5 Rafiq. Z*llfrta" The Mm Who Divided India: An Insight into Jnnah's Lcadership and hs Afternath
(Mumbai: Popular Pralashan" 200 I ).
666 Id. Babadur. Lhe Muslim League: Iu Hisnry Aaivities and Achieealants (Lahore: Book Traders:
1979).
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the facts to prove his arguments. This wort is not worthy of academic work because

the author has heavily relied on the Indian sources.

7.7- Indian Non-Historians:

Mod€rat€ mainstneam non-Historian writers wse from the professio,n of law, the very

own occupatio,n of Jinnah. Possibly all these researcher might be aware of Jinnah's

persona frrom a diverse approarn unfike mainsheam Indian writers. They showered

great admiration on the persona and nature of Jinnah.

The faction of Immoderate Indian non-historians has 4peared to blend their wod<s

with personal biases, sentiments and the tnrth. However they were not in a situation to

deny the factual data yet, when it came to the interpretation of data, they attempted to

understand it in opposition to Jinnah. The very significant and common observation

about these authors is that they did not conde,mn the Congress leadership as an

alternafive rather they used to admir€ them. Contary to the historians, they by no

mears sensed the responsibihff of indicating the emors of the Congress leadership.

Altenratively, their entire focd poiut was to rdionalize each and every deed of the

Congress and Gandhi. A number of uniters have tied to severely qittcize linnah and

to minimize his stature, have labell6fl him as a person having lust for pow€r. In their

opinioq Jinnah could not create pacification with the Congress since he wanted to

achieve power and to monopolize the Indian politics which was not possible ia the

Congress for him. This faction of the writers have selected those set of qpecifics

which has rypropriatd their inte,ntions and has totally abandoned the fonner element

of Jinnah political career in which he deqperately attempted to uni$ the Hindus and

the Muslims to attain freedom from the British. They also have disegarded Jinnah's

efforts which tumd out to be completely fruitless due to the arrogance of the

Congress. Therefore several writers have manipulated the data and consciously tried
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to hide the tnrth. Most of the uniters have investigated the facts without any context

and the pretext

Possibly the motive behind the distortion of the tnrth is the lack of taining in writing

history and also the deficiency of perception of historical pnocesses by a number of

the writers of this school. Nwertheless the individual's likes aud dislikes also have

contibuted an incredibly significant part in cultivating the ultimate scrutiny and

understandings of these wdters aud it seems that bulk of them were unfair to Jinnah.

Noomni's analysis has distinctive aspects and it has created the innovative paths of

study over Jinnah.67 lhe wort under assesment is the earliest evaluation ef Jinnah

with the other Hindu leader, Tilak rather than Crandhi. Possibly the analysis has

brought some orceptional characteristics of Jinnah's life into public. Noorani has also

attempted to counter the numerous queries connected to the persona of Jinnah and his

political life. Yet, the study is an excellent effort to investigate the persona of Jinnah

and his political life. The author has conzulted not only the Indian sourpe brut

Pakistani and British souroes as well. The study has contained some valuable

historical sources. Majumdar's research is er<tnemely valuable for its excellent

evahratio,n of Gandhi and Jinnah as popular potitical leaders of the uusses. 68 It is

inded a fine effort of any Indian urit€r to measure up Jinnah with Gandhi as a leader,

their beliefs, their attitudes and their line of action without charge frrom the burden of

the Congress.

Ctavan's explanation is incredibly opposite to the mainstEsm Indian uriters'

interpretation.6e Thus the shrdy has provided another interpraation of Jinnah's

political life and the freedom movement. However the author also has maintained the

67 A. G. Noorani" Jinnah and Ithk: Comrades in the Freedom Stntggle ( Iftrachi: Oxford Univcrsity
Prcs+2O10).
668 S. K. Majumdar, Jitnah and Gandhi: Their Role in India's Quest For Frzedom (Lahore: People's
publishing House, 1976).
ffi Sheshao. Chavan, Mohawnad Ati Jinnah: The Great Enigma @ell:l: Au6orsprcss. 2006).
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inheritedweaknesses of the Indian school and could not stop himself for not admitting

reatity. Nevertheless, the author has cited some very valuable inforrration regarding

the Congress leaders' relations with the British. The shrdy is wo,rthy for the

researchers. Almeida has no guts and pow€r to own up the reahty which he has

recognized through data- It has given an impression that the study was conductod to

pay atibute to Gandhi rafher than a biography of Jinnah. In addition, as the author is

a non-historian uniter and has no appropriate guidance for conducting a historicd

research, consequenfly he carelessly has used the factual data to prove his hlpothesis.

Almeida is not to a great extent worried about the data and a reality unveiled by the

data and has built his argument aceording to the personal *it6o.0z0 The work appea$

to be apattern of misunderstmding of the tnrth.

Bandopadhaya's analysis is under the profound sway of the Congress.6Tl He has

condemned Jinnah's persona and accomplistrments brutally and has justified each

deed of the Congress. He has claimed in the very beginning of this work that Gandhi

was his ideal which has revealed the attention of the rcsearch. His unwrapped claim

has illustrated his slmpathetic attitude towards the Congress. He has not passed

judgments about the Congress friends like Atflee and Mountbatten. He brutally has

accused JiDnah and his League to prove his hlpothesis. For that purpose, he has

picked the selected facts without cont€xt and pretext to prove his judgment fair. The

study lacks connectivity and is full of contradictions. The study is a fine example of

misperceptio,n of the facts and distortion of the history. Ths it is not worthy to be

called a scholarly work.

M. Seervai's Partition of India: Legend and Reali1; has mainly focused on the qplit of

India howevetr, while discussing the reasons for the division of India the author also

5m Padssh Almeid+Jimah: Mot of De*hy @elhi: Kalpaz Publications. 2001).
57r Sailcsll Knmar. Bandopadhaya^ Qaid-i-Azont Mohonmd Ali Jimah and the Creation of Pakisnn
(Ncn, Dclhi: Strling Publishcrs. 1991 ).
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has highlighted the role of the key figures of the freedom move,ment.6n He also has

discussed the persona and the politics of Jinnah. Seervai has openly acknowledged the

leadership qualities of Jinnah and on the other hanq he has heatd Gandhi as a

political leader not as a sulrer natural creature and has also condemned him for mixing

politics with religion.673 1Xr research is very unique due to the logical understandiag

of the author. The author has used very valuable sources and has presented his

research in a very easy language. The research is worthy to the student of history and

a general read€r as well.

7.8- Indian Political Leadership:

Congress Leadership never had excused Jinnah for his actions. Thts, they vigorously

generated obstacles for Jinnah but remained unsuccessful to prwent him firom

tiumph. Therefore, the bulk of the Congress leadership's narrative has illustrated the

psychological inferiority complex of the Congress leadership towards Jinnah and also

the envy and individual bittenress.

Congress leaders endeavored to slander Jinnah through elrery possible means but

nev€r succeeded. Nwertheless, each non-Congress leader regarded Jinnah as a

superior quality leader in comparison to the entire Congress camp. They also held the

Congress responsible for not treating Jinnah reasonably and in that way they

contributed in the division of India. Their commentary has illushated that it was the

Congress instead of Jinnah that did not patch up with others. It was again the

Congress which left the Muslims of India in aloofuess and isolation" thus lelreled the

gound for Jinnah to build Pdcistan.

672 H. M. Se€nai. Partition of India. Legend and Realin' (Karachi: Oxford University Prcss, ed. 2d.
200s).
673lbid..l1.
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The Congress kadership nwer let Jimah offfor his act and they zealously generated

obstacles in the way of linnah but failed to halt him ftom winning. Consoquenfly, the

mainsheam Congress leadership's narrative has explained the prychological

inferiority complex of the Congress leadership towards Jinnah and also the distrttst

and special bitteiness. Nehnr's work is full of biases and distortion of the facts.674 His

collection of data and the nrthless tone has revealed that he was stnongly allagic to

Jinnah. The author has argued that the Congress lead€rs attempted to resolve the

disagrements among them but Jinnah never replied in an optimistic manner. It is

clear from the data that the Congress leaders strived to be successful with Jinnah on

any compromise in 40s, while on the other hm4 the historicd details have illustrated

that Jinnah was striving for the resolution of Hindu-Muslim disagree,ment from the

beginning of his political career and each endeavor of Jinnah was ruined by the

Congress. The study is full of biases and prejudices of the author. The author has

tid to hide facts at some places and at many places, has misinterpreted the facts to

create false impression. The work also has rwealed that the author hes aysidsd

narrating about Jinnah which has shoum his exteme level of irritation with Jinnah.

His tone is full of arrogance and nrdeness. The author has held high regard for himself

and his mentotr, Gandhi and has tid to defame Jinnah. Although the work has

contained too many wealc points but still worthy to understand the mindset of

Congress and set the formdation of Indian national narrative. The account is highly

valuable fon the researchers who want to wort on freedom struggle and Jinnah to

understand the thought of C.ongress leadership.

Azad blamed errer), one for the partition of India except himself. The author also has

misrepreseirted qpecifics and proclamations. Historical data has exposed that Jinnah

674 Jawahadal Nehnr. The Disuvq,of India (Calcufia; The Signet Prcss, 1946).
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had no individual conflict with Azad but the author has attempted very hard to

establish himself the most significant person in the freedom stuggle. The work

ryparenfly does not quafiry to be considerd a historical work. However the account is

valuable for the researchers to understand the mindset of those Muslims who

remained lopl to the Congress. K. M. Aslrafs Hindu-Muslim Question and Aur

Freedom Stntgle (1857-19i5) mainly is concerned with the digging out of the

reasons of Hindu-Muslim dilemma in India675 Impact of that dilemma on Mom

stnrggle is also the part of discussion by the author. While discussing the history he

also has commented over the persona and politics of Jinnah and his role during the

freedom movernent. The author has adopted very biased approach towards linnah just

like mainstream Indian wdt€rs. He has frid to present a story which suits him and for

the sake of his presupposed concluion, has misnepresented the picture. He has

selected the facts to fabricate a story of his own choice. He has quoted the facts

without eontext and pretext and also has Eied to hide some facts. He has used very

harsh language for linnah which rwealed his personal grudges against him. On the

otherhan4 he has used very sweet words for Congress leadership thus; the work is an

example of misrepresentation of history.

Ambedkar's opinion is contary to the general opinion of the Congress.676 According

1s him, JiDnah nef,rer required an acknowledgment from Gandhi or the Congress

inst€ad he was by now the leader of the Muslims, their Quaid-i-Azam. At that

occasion, it was the requirement of Crandhi to discuss some solution of the Indian

problem with Jinnah which was vanished because of his move at the wrong time. The

study has porhayed Jinnah in comparatively cons:tructive style and the author has

admird Jinnah's persona, his traits and his skills although" he has attached some

67s K. M. Ashraf, Hindu- Mttslin Question od Our Freedom Struggle 1857-1935 (New Delhi: Sunrise
Publications; Vol.I& tr' 2005).
czo 6p5edkar. Pakistut or the Panitbn of Indb(Lafurc: Book Tradcrs. n.d.).
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negative attibutes with Jinnah's persona At times, the author has fiid to hide some

facts to prove his hpothesis right Nevertheless, the author also has interpreted a lot

of details about the freedom movement thus he was the predecessor of the modest and

positive faction of Indian writers about the freedom movement and Jinnah. The

research is valuable to understand the mindset and limitation of Indian writers on

history.

Jaswant gingh's work is an excellent and logical account of political life of Jinoah

that has brought to light the hardly wer discussed area of Jinnah's political 1i1".an

the study has describd that Jinnah was a tnre political leader and his sftrggle and

de,rrand both were political in natue and religion had not been used by Jinnah for

political purposes deliberately. The study is well stnrctured and also is equipped with

many documents which have enhanced the significance of the study. The author has

taken an objective approach and with the help of factual data has justified that Jinnah

was a great potitical leader. The study is an excellent account of intellectual circle.

The work of Sarojini Naidu is very significant due to the timing of the study.678 The

scnrtiny was in black and white rn l9l7 jtrst a year following the Lucknow Pact. The

study was the earliest investigation of the persona and politics of Jinnah during the

initial years of his political journey. The author had an impartial vision about Jinnah

in the Congress because possibly she was familiar with him prior to the rest of the

Congress leaders of the final stages of freedom struggle. Jinnatr and the author were

both the disciples of Croltale and had workod together in Gokhale's Congress. She

had no personal grudges against Jimah and by no means negated him yet following

separation. She forever had enormous regard for Jinnatr. She frankly has pleaded

677 Jasnanrt Siagh,Jinnah: India- pmition indqandore Ne$'Delhi: Rupa: 2009). He was ome of the
prominent lcadsr of BJP and hcld many irpo,rtant porfolios.
678 Saroiini. Naidr+ Moho,rred Ali linnatr: An Ambassador of Unity: A Pe,n Po,rtrait n Mohomed Ali
Jinnah: An Ambus&r of Untty: His Speechar and Witings 1912-1947 (Iahore: Atisttfishan
Publications, 1989)
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guilty after the division of India that the Congress behavior towards Jinnah was not

based on justice. The shrdy has a geat value as it has revealed the sigaificance of

Jirnah from the start of his political caneer. The shrdy is also an widence of Jinnah's

contibution during the early years and this was a tnrth which was very hard for the

Co,ngress narrative to dery.

Kuldip Nalar has a deep influence of Congress Darative on his work which is a

dominant factor in opinion makirg in India towards Palistan6Te. Author has

maintained a biased approach towards Jinnah. His languages and words are harsh

towards linnah- Study is a fine example of self-satisfaction. He has followed the

tradition of Indian school by trnisting and playing with fact However author desire for

good relation with Pakistan is a fine gesture which is ofte,n use by Indian leaders to

soften western world. The next important work on Jinnah by Indian political leader is

My Country: W Ltfe by L. K. Advani.680 Study is an autobiography of the author. He

also prese,nted the analpis of event of last ce,ntury from the start of the century thus

waluating the event of freedom struggle he also presented his anatysis about the

politics and persona of Jinnatr. Author has adopted biased aperoach toward Jinnah. He

also ha^s hidden facts to build his narrative.

The Congress leaders have tied to defame JiDnah through every possible means but

could not succeed. Howwer, errery non-Congress leader ha-s considered Jinnah as a

person having more calibers as compared to rest of the Congress leadership. They also

have blamed the Congress for not dealing with Jinnah fairly and have a larger share in

the partitiou. Their narrations have shown that it was the Congress. not Jinnah who

did not reconcile with others. It was again the C,ongress that denied safeguard for the

6D Ku1dip Nayar. Wall at Wagah: India-Pahistan Relabw (Ncu,Dclhi: Gyan PublicationHouse.
2003).
6tr0 L. K. Advani, M1'Cowt4: W Life (New Delhi: Rupa & Co, 2008).
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Mustims in India and paved the way for the separation of the Muslim majority areas

of Indo-Pak subcontine,nt.
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CONCLUSION

History is a study of past eve,lrts and analysis of these eve,nts how and when and why

these wents unfolded. It could be biography of those personalities who were involved

in those events. It could be tneasure of keys to solve today's problems under the light

of past generation's experiments. It is hope and light for humankind. Ibn Iftaldun has

explained history uniting and problems of historian and the,n set the rules for history

vniting in his book. And on the other hand National Narrative build on solid chr:onicle

relaf€d to the remarkable occasions in the history. They narrate the past of the nation

in these chronicles which develop into model of the matchless taits of a nation. That

narative is source of national individuality and also maintains the authenticity of

regime. A National Narrative provides citize,n consciousness of their common fraits

and behaviors as a nation. It is a cause of pleasure and esteem for nation. However the

nanative can be cultivate by reinterpretatio,n and addition of chronicle. National

narratives arc v€ry important factors in the process of history uriting and

interpretation of history.

Mohammal Ali Jinna[ being the fotrnder of Pakistan and the political mentor of the

Muslims of Sub-Continent during the time of firmoil, has alwap been the center of

attention fon the uriters and researchers of India and Pakistan. His personality.

motives and political struggle have been discussed, aunlalyzed and portayed by friends

and foes alike. Pakistani uriters and researchers have portrayed Jinnah as the savior of

the Muslims of the Sub4ontinent because for them Jinnah is a hero who achieved a

separate homeland for the Muslims of India- Wheneas the Indian authors have

depicted Jinnah as a person responsible for the division of India and because of this

r€ason5 they have studied Jinnah fr,om a very different angle.
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Pakistani historians' stance on the political caneer and persona of Jinnah is really

objective. They have imple,mented a range of techniques and approaches to explore

the personalrty and politics of linnah. They have recognized linnah as one of the

exceptional personalities of the 20h century who owned incredibty talented traits of

leadership. Although, they have attempted to portay Jinnah in his tnre form yeq they

have not portrafd Jinnah in impractical aud idealistic way. They have provided

reason and logic to establish Jinnah as a matchless leader rather than using sentiment.

Some early works of Pakistani historians seemed to be more reactiotrary rhan

independent research worh however with the pasage of time this section dweloped

more research oriented and objective approach to explore the personality and politics

of Jinnah- Some of the,m have adopted theoretical approach to explain the politics and

persona of Jinnah while the others have adopted a thematic approach to describe the

personality and politics of Jinnah. However int€restingly e,nougb, a small number of

the historians have taken a very differe,nt narrative possibly due to the sway of their

adviser or foreign land influence. For instance, Ayesha Jalal's narrative is completely

opposite to the Pakistani historians' narrative. It seems tlrat she was inspired by the

soulpes she consulted at the time of her research. It seems that she has investigated the

percona and politics of Jinnah with a pre-concluded mind-set which resernbles pretty

much with the Indian style of research.

On the other hand, mainsheam Pakistani non-historians have awarded a huge

appreciation to Jinnah's personality, his qualities, his commiment and devotion for

his nation. He was a 'promised Messiah' blessed by Allah to sheltered Muslim in

India from extermination. The authors have generally described his character and

politics in magnificent style. They see,m to be a bit emotional unlike historians but

their approach is based on objectivity and reason. Early worts of non-historians have
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been do,ne to preserve the life history of Jinnah for future generation. In the beginning,

the non-historians tied to explore the persona and politics of Jinnah through simple

narrative style but later on a few of them opted to explore liDnah in therratic marmer.

Some authors were not interested in uniting a le,ngthy book so they confined their

exploration in from of articles, a chapter in a book or an essay. From the very

bqginning, the non-hisfolians used to compose the biographies howwer, with the

passage of time, they dweloped an analytical approach in their research.

Likewise Pakistani historians and Pakistani non-historians, Pakistani leadership has

highlypraised Jinnah's personal taits and politics. They have been sincerely Sateful

to him for creating Pakistan which was the solitary safe place for the Muslims to live

in the Sub-continent Most of the Pakistani political vnitings are based on personal

memories which are a great reco,rd of primary source and also is a base fo,r Pakistani

historiogrryhy on Jinnah. Their narration is plain enough but their expressions are

coming straight from their hearts. They reproduced the wents through their memory

as they observed it. A lot of their assrmptions were proved right in later times when

documents were ope,ned up for historians. For instance, when Mohammad Ali Jinnah

unote about the negotiations about the Cabinet Mission Plan and its acceptance by the

League initially,. Jinnah's justification was very accurate and the time testifid it.

After so many years when British dssrrmqfs were opened up for the researchers, it

was reveald that the Labor Party was appeasing the Congress due to their deep

friendship. If Jinnah would have rejected the Plan, they would have definitely grven

the whole pow€r to the Congress and have left the Muslims alone and helpless.

Palcistani political leaders have generally used a simple language. Their worls are

mostly based on their personal accormts howwer. some of them have writte,n well-

researchod books with well-built argunrents. Most of them have showered admiration
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on Jinnah's personality and politics, but they have explained only o,ne side of the

events. They also have not conzulted each other's work to present the full narration of

the event. They also have judged the personality of Jinnah according to their

relationship with him. Among these authors, except one no one has consulted the

sources to verifr their information.

The Indian historians have maintained a paradoxical opinion about Jinnah but

diverged from each other. They are prejudiced in their line of action towards Jinnah

and either they judged him 2s a nationalist or a communalist. They are rwealing the

partial reality about Jinnah and defming Jinnah and his contibutions in freedom

moveme,nt. Fundamentally, all of therr wrote about Jinnatr because of their personal

specific objectives and ultimately they seemed concerned in gratifying their own

objectives. For instance Ajeet was a daughter of an opponent of Gandhi therefore she

attempts to depict Jinnah as a zubstitution of Gandhi in Indian political arena and

therefore her depiction of Jinnah seems exceptionally opimistic. Likewise Zakria

who was influe,nced by Maulana Abul Iklam Azad was comprehe,nsively prejudiced

against Jinnah and pnor to inscribe the booh he made some definite hlpothesis that

Jinnah was an irreligious percon and that he was exclusively accountable for the

splitting up of India. This tlpe of approach poses a question mark on the significance

of scientific and critical research.

The Indian non-historians also have no ageed narrative on Jinnah. Some of the non-

historian authors are lawyers similar to Jinnah. Possibly due to that reason- these

authors might be aware of Jinnah's persona from an unusual angle than the rest of the

Indian authors. All these authors incredibly admired the persona and nature of Jinnah.

Similarly they condemned the Congress and its leaders harshly in broad-spectnrm and

Gandhi in particular. Even though most of the Indian authors have sfiictly condmned
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Jinnah yet, some of the authors also have admired Jinnah's persona a lot and it gave

the impression that they individually we,re not in harmony over his politics. Majority

of the writ€rs have recognized the administrative abilities and leadership qualities of

JiDnah. It seems that there was an inconsistency found in their understanding about

Jinnah. They are not in a sittution to reject a number of extemely renowned truths

however they lack the morality of a rcsearcher and courage to admit the tuths.

Majority of the authors are of the opinion that British were shoring-up Jinnah and the

League. Howwer, some of them have rcrrealed about an accord of Nehru with Iabour

Party Iraders and companionship betrreen the British and the Congress. A lot of

authors also believe that British like Congress Leadership was as arch enemy of

Jinnah. Mutually they have one common enemy and left no stone unturned to defeat

him luf faild.

Dissimilar to the modemate school of non-historian writers, immoderate school of non-

historian writErs also frankly confesses that Jinnah was the princrpal reason in the

formation of Palcistan. They also assert that Jinnah formed Palcistan to obtain reprisal

from Gandhi. The majority of Indian non-historian uniters have given the impression

that they have especial objective of uriting on Jinnah to prove him inferior to Gandhi

by raising the status of Gandhi through declaring him 6s a spiritual leader above the

political leader. They are not in a situation to reject several recognized truths yet they

attempt to take to mean it in opposition to Jinnah. The significant features of the

uriting of these authors are that they by no means pass judgment on their Congress

leadership especially Gandhi and all the time pay tribute to therr. Unlike historians

they not at all are aware of the reqponsibility of urriting history. However their entire

focal point was to give explanation for no matter what Congress and Gandhi did.

Most of them constanfly gave the impression to carry out the character assassination
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of Jinnah. They thought that he could not create rermion with Congress since he

required being number one which was not feasible in Congress. This group of authors

prefers those set of facts which suited their personal choices. e,rnotions, their purpose

and completely neglected the reality. Thrs most of the authors twiste( misunderstood

and hide the facts. Some of them present facts without background to create wrong

impression and distort history. On the other han{ the private biases and prejudices

also played an exhemely significant role in concluding the ultimate scrutiny and

versio,n of these authors and it may be understood that bulk of them have biases

against Jinnah and main motive of their examination is to defame him.

The bulk of the Congress leadership's narrations illusfiare the psychological

inferiority complex of Congress leadership towards Jinnah and also the envy and

private grudge. Their narrative is full of biases and distortion the facts. Their

collection of data and ruthless tone rweals that they we,rre shongly alleqgtc to Jinnah.

Their narrative is prejudiced e,nough to assassinate the character of Jinnah politically.

The authors have triod to hide the facts at some places and at many places

misrepresent the frcts to create false impression. Howerrer the rest of the leadersttip

except Congress has high r€gad for Jinnatr's politics and persona. They have

porhayed Jinnah in corrparatively positive matrner. They have impartial vision about

Jinnah. The Congress leaders endeavored to slander Jinnah through every achievable

means but never thrived. Nwertheless. almost errery non-Congress leader has

regarded Jinnah as a strperior leader in comparison to entire of the C;ongress carnp.

They also held Congress responsible for not tneating Jinnatr reasonably that was why

they have a bigger contribution in the division. Their commentary illustrates that it

was Congress instead of Jinnatr who did not patch up with others. It was again

Congress who left Muslims without safeguard in India thus leveled the ground for
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Jinnah to build Pakistan. Pakistani authors have regarded Jinnah as a great leader than

Gandhi N€hru and Mormtbatten They consider him human not superhuman as

cornpare to Indian authors. It is not surprised that majority of the author compare

Jinnah personality and politics with Gandhi personality and politics Pakistani authors

highly appreciated Jinnah for his contribution fon his ultimate accomplishment in

shape of Pakistan. However Jinnah had a long political career of more than four

decade through this long period he passed though many difficult situations. His

rational approach, logic and honesty has been highly regarded by majority of authors

on the other hand Gandhi's twist and turns along with his miscalculation has been

serrerely criticized by not only majority of Pakistani authors but also by some Indian

author as well. Some of the auttrors resemble Gandhi attitude with'English weather'

due to his inconsistence and sudden change in position. Azad in his work also show

stuprise over sudden changes in Gandhi mood and action. At some places rweal that

Gandhi position in Congress was like a godfather and no one oppose him everyone act

like an obedie,nt childe in ftront of Gandhi. On the other hand majority of Indian

authors evaluate Jinnah under the light of Crandhi.

However if the,re is a huge class of authors around the globe admire Gandhi his

politics. His critics could not be underestimated due to the less numbers. They also

have very sound reason to criticize hin. Ajeet Jawed has criticized him for mixing

politics with religion and using constanfly Hindu Jargon which slowly driftEd

Muslims away firo,m the Congress and bringng them close to League and Jinnah. She

devoted a full chapter to explain the difference bet\ileen Jinnah and Gmdhi and Jinnah

and 'Nehrus'. Majumdar also criticized Gandhi for adopting illusionary' approach in

politics which bring less benefit and more harm to the people of Indian. He considers
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that urder the illusion Gandhi act like a 'Messiah' but his action resulted in huge

failure which ultimately harmd himself and the people of India

Nehru after Gandhi was a second important figtres in Co,ngress thus he was also

compared with Jinnah by authors but he was not freated as superhero like Gandhi.

Majority of Pakistani authons adopted practical approach to e\raluated Nehrus [Motilal

Nebnr + Jawaharlal Nehrul and linnah and their conEibution in freedom stuggle.

Pakistani authors have been criticizing Jawaharlal Nehru for his irrational and

imaginary ryproach and his twist in positio,n and his negative attitude towards Jinnah.

His fafher Motilal Nehru Eied hard to cut size of Jinnah in late twenties and early

thirties and in forties he did the same but both were knocking down by Jinnah's

rational and logic. They use not only Paldstani sources but also use Indian sources and

to prove their logic they quoted the recorded wolds and speeches of Nehrus.

On the other hand majority of Indian authors praised Nehru's worldview his

imagination and highly anger onr Jinnah for his deoial of utopian dreams of Nehru.

However they are unable to explain to why Jinnah strould accept the imaginary world

of Nehrus which could not tolerate Jinnah himsetf why he should sacrifice millions of

Muslims just to rypease and satisfied the false ego of Nehrtrs. However soqre of the

Indian authors have criticized Nehru fo,r his negative attitude towards Jinnah. Ajeet

Jawed has dwoted one section of his chapter in her book to discuss the comparison of

Nehru and Jinnatr's personalities. their politics and their ideologies. She has rwealed

in detail how Nehns time to time fiied to cut Jinnah but failod to undermine the

importance of Jinnah.

Most of the Indian authors consider that British were frie,lrdly towards Jinnah without

their help Jinnah could not be able to create Pakistan. British police of divide and rule

play significant role in creating separatisn among Muslims and Hindus than lead

226



towards the creation of Pakistan. Howerrer some of the Indian author especially in

later period they the,mselves have erposed the friendly relation between Congress

leadership and British particularly with Cripps, Mountbatten and Nehnr. On the other

hand British official t'me and again themselves r€peat that unit€d India was in best

interest of kingdom of British and they tid hanl to rctain the unity of India How

could they have friendly relation with Jinnah who wantod Pakistan and divided India?

However some Indian also maintains that British very arch enemy of Jinnah. Ajeet

Jawed in her well knitted work devotod one full chapter on the relation of Jinnah with

British which @ver the four decade of his political careen It seem that all those author

who buy the concept of frie,ndly relationship between Jinnah and British and

especially with Mountbatten are simply tid to rmdermine the importance of Jinnah

in the gres of his followers. They could not simple admit that Jinnah was the winner

against all enemies despite the all odds in his way to march for frreedom and salvation

of Muslims in India On the otherhand Pakistani authors maintain ttlat Jinnah was not

in friendly relationship with British especially with Mountbatten. British alwap

dislike Jinnah because of his sfiong character they alwap tied to create hurdle in his

ways but faild to stop him. Muhammad Ali and Ispahani both were present during

the final days of freedom struggle and witness the Mountbatten and Jinnah reveal the

biased and rude behavior of Motrntbatteir. Waheed-uz-Zmn. in his work delroted a

ch4ter on Mountbatte,n and his relation with Indian political leader which exposed

his biased attitude and unfair dealing with Jinnah particularly and Muslims in general.

Objective and motive of the studies also qeated difference of opinion not only in two

schools but within the schools as well. Mostly Pakistani author have explored Jinnah

to cormter Indian accusation but person and politics of Jinnah. Sharif aI Mujahid and

Waheed-uz-Zffiam have explored Jinnah to resolve the issues raised by their Indian
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count€rpart. Riaz Ahmad has explored Jinnah to record his contibution druing the

early years of his practical and political life which in needed for batter understanding

to Jinnatr's personality and politics. Sikander Hayat and Ayesha Jalal have e:rplored

Jinnah with the help of modern political science's theories which open a window of

exploration to understand Jinnah in different angles. Ntzaz Ahsan has provided the

roots of Pakistan throughout ages. On the other hand Indian explored Jinnah to prove

their leader heroes of freedom stnrggle and justified there wrong do mostly Indian

studied Jinnah to glorified Gandhi. When they find difficult to justiff the

misadventure of Gandhi they simply place him in the line of supernatual and expose

their anger towards Jinnah for not show respect for supernatural and tried to firat him

as a normal human. One of the Indian author exprcsses that. *Tragically, Jinnatr failed

to see and appreciate Gandhi whom he saw only in political light......Gandhi's

tragdy lid in his bhmders and mistakes which r€sultd out of the conflict befiveen

the 'Saint Mahafina and politician Mr Gandhi'." Some of the Indian authors evaluate

Jinnah nnder the light of Azad.

Main cnx of the chapter is that both Pakistani and Indian authors have explored

politics and persona of Jinnah under the limitation of their country they belong. For

most of the Pakistani authors he was a liberator and savior of their and their kins's life

and other hand Indian consider him the destroyer of their motherland. Pakistani

authors have consulted more diverse sources than Indian that's why they present more

logical and rational interpretation of facts. If Indian authors fiied to hide fact and

misrepraented data to prove their narrative then quite amazingly some Pakistani also

ignore some fact to build their narrative. Sources and impact of time also play their

part in damaging the process of history witing. Before the disclosing of official

document authors were influence by big nane like Azad and Nehnr in India on the
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other hand Pakistani authors have to face reatly difficult rime to reach soupes on their

side before the publication base on Jinnah's papem. Western world rely heavily on

Indian narrative to rmderstand Iinnah which make difficulties for Pakistani authors to

find space for their narrative in western world.

Limitations of human natur€ is also an important factor which influe,nces the historical

work on linnah. A large number of Indian authors after admitting the unfair heafinent

of Congress towards Muslims generally and particularly towards kague and Jinnah

have not agred on partition due to the human limitation. They have consider that

partition cut the size of their motherland thus to show the love for the motherland they

have desire for the unification of India and Pakistan. On the other hand for same

neason some Pakistani authors have stress too much on Jinnah as a protector of

Muslims which some time overshadow his unbiased and rational persomlities. Same

like with int€rpr€tation for the grmt of right of separate electorate to Muslims.

Mostly Pakistani authors have stness only on Muslims right which on one hand

provides jutification for Indian propaganda of British and Muslims allimce against

Hindus on other hand it also provide justification another Indian narrative of British

divide and rule policy. Thrs human limitation has also play their part in creating

hurdle in way of objectivity in history uniting.

Thus authors have adopted differ€,nt styles and approaches to measure the politics and

personality sf Jinnah to understand the historical process. Some of them adopt

rational and logical behavior to write historical work on Jinnah. Some take it as a tool

to explain their desire which swerely damage the objectivity of their worh.

All these assessrnents and findings regarding the Indian and Pakistani authors and

theirs uritings about Jinnatr's career have been done very carefully. Every single

argument of these authors in their selected worts has been tid to keep in mind to
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avoid any misunderstandirg. Mainty the leading works have been picked up fon the

analysis of the uniting style but the same authors may have a different point of view

about JiDnah and freedom movement in their later works which have not been added

here. Evolution of the thought process is quite natural for a scholar as well so, thw is

always anoom for imp,rovement
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