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Abstract: The Indian National Congress became the party of masses after the arrival of M.K. Gandhi. The
resolutions of Congress through its annual sessions and sometimes with special one was sincerely followed
and executed by the provincial leaders of Congress Working Committee in their respective areas. The
participation of Tamil peasants in the Congress movements against the Colonial government was not
severely dealt by the previous authors, even they gave scant attention to the struggles based on Tamil

provinces. The role of peasants in the Non-Cooperation Movement and the Civil-disobedience movement

in Tamil Nadu has been analysed in this paper.
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The new era of Indian National Congress (INC) started after the entry of M.K. Gandhi, the
bourgeois character of Congress changed by him.! The two revolts which were Champaran in Bihar and
Kheda in Gujarat familiarized him among the rural masses. Under the leadership of Gandhi, they agitated
against the injustice of indigo planters and the land revenue collectors respectively.? Due to Gandhi’s
efforts, a large number of rich and marginal farmers entered into the party.® During that time Gandhi neither
conducted any Satyagraha nor had any disciples in Tamil Nadu so he was unknown to the Tamil people.
Before his arrival, Congress survived there as a small political club of wealthy upper-class people. It was
overshadowed by the Justice party* and it was not firm in its policy concerned with the problems of
peasantry up to the end of the second decade of the twentieth century.® But it was succeeded in mobilizing
the youth, women, the urban petty bourgeoisie, the urban and rural artisans, peasants, workers, merchants,
capitalists and a large number of small landholders® of Gujarat, the United Provinces, Bihar and the Andhra

region of Madras.’
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In 1920, Gandhi stressed that the peasant’s assistance is much needed to attain swaraj, other leaders
of Congress also realized Gandhi’s thesis.® On the same year of July a committee headed by him who
drafted the non-cooperation plan which conceived triple boycott of government-run courts, colleges and
councils. On 4™ September the agenda of Gandhi secured sufficient support from the Congress special
session held at Calcutta® which approved the non-cooperation proposal of Gandhi.® Most importantly, the
Session propounding the non-payment of taxes impressed the peasants who responded instantly to this

movement.!?

Gandhi had captured the attention of the INC through his non-cooperation programme.'? He made
strenuous efforts to popularize the idea and necessity of the plan.®® He toured several places including
Madras and addressed numerous public meetings for the support of the movement. In Madras, he tried to
influence the Tamil youth and he achieved his desired effect. According to the government report, Gandhi
created tremendous enthusiasm and attracted enormous crowds wherever he went.'* A meeting held at
Madras beach on 12" August 1921 where Gandhi declared that non-cooperation (Khilafat) is a just and
religious doctrine; it is the inherent right of every human being and it is perfectly constitutional.*> At that
time the rural masses had already politicized by the tireless efforts of the regional leaders were brought

into the orbit of the national movement.t®

Non-Cooperation Movement & Salt Satyagraha in Tamil Nadu: The anti-liquor agitation of Tamil
Nadu (July 1921) was a spontaneous movement by the common people and was then taken up by the
Congress.!” C. Rajagopalachari (Rajaji), S. Satyamurthi and E.V. Ramaswami Naicker, the President of
the Tamil Nadu Congress Committee, were the important leaders of the non-cooperation movement in
Tamil Nadu. Under the leadership and in the name of Congress, temperance campaign was conducted in

many parts of the Madras province especially in Madurai.*®

An annual discussion of INC was held at Lahore in December 1929 under the presidentship of
Nehru.'® During this time Gandhi had decided to protest against salt tax based on the Salt Act of 1882.%°
On 12" March 1930, Gandhi marched to Dandi with his followers to break the salt laws.?* This movement

quickly spread among the masses throughout India. It was a part of the civil disobedience movement.??

IJRAR19D2439 ] International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) www.ijrar.org | 389


http://www.ijrar.org/

© 2017 IJRAR November 2017, Volume 4, Issue 4 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)

The Gandhi’s Dandi march was followed by Rajagopalachari (Rajaji), the Tamil Nadu Congress
Committee President, along with T.S.S. Rajan and others.?® Rajaji addressed several meetings during this
period at Thanjavur, Mayavaram and other places in the latter District.?* The Vedaranyam march began on
Tamil New Year’s Day on 13" April 1930. Nearly a hundred Tamil volunteers under Rajaji set out
Vedaranyam to offer Salt Satyagraha against the Madras Salt Act.? In the beginning, neither the people of
Thanjavur district participated in the march nor did they show any practical sympathy with it.2® The party

members mostly participated from the other districts viz., Madurai, Tiruchirappalli and Tirunelveli.?’

They did not follow the shortest route to Vedaranyam, as a result, the march had taken sixteen days
to reach the destination via Kumbakonam and Thiruthuraipoondi. On the 20" Morning, they went to
Kumbakonam where they were accommodated in the house of V. Panthulu lyer, a leading and influential
Mirasdar, a staunch Congressmen, Ex-M.L.C and a member of the working committee of the Tamil Nadu
Provincial Congress Committee. After five days they reached Thiruthuraipoondi where they were warmly
welcomed by Ramachandra Naidu, a wealthy and influential landlord of the place. After passing 22 miles
finally they reached the destination on the 28" evening. The next day was observed as a day of fast and

prayer.?8

The programmes of Gandhi and the INC are inextricable. The temperance campaigns and the
Vedaranyam salt march were the reflections of Non-cooperation movement and the civil disobedience
movement of INC respectively. The Tamil Nadu Congress Committee followed the instructions of

prominent party leaders especially M.K. Gandhi.

Chris Baker has opined that the non-cooperation in the Madras presidency was ‘nothing more than
a few attacks on liquor shops by zealous advocates of temperance, and some scuffles involving the police
with forest tribesmen.?® The participation of Tamil Nadu peasants in the Vederanyam march was quite
impressive. The government arrested nearly 350 participants at the end of the march but it did not enlist
the person’s status except the leaders. The available records provide a general list of persons. It is clear that
the representation of peasants in the Tamil Nadu Congress Committee was not getting much importance

during the cited movements of INC.
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Conclusion: In the name of nationalism, Congress made the mass movements as their own and vice versa.
For instance, the temperance campaigns were a spontaneous movement which was utilized by the Congress
party in the name of Non-Cooperation movement. The party leaders of Tamil Nadu pretended that the
Vedaranyam event was a mass movement. During the march, Rajaji avoided the shortest route to reach the
destination because he was not ready to meet the marginal people especially the Kallar tenants and
agricultural labourers of Thanjavur district. Most of the marchers were participated from other districts
than Thanjavur, it ascertained that the salt march was purely a political campaign. Its intention was to
follow the advice of the first-line leaders of INC not to redress the grievances of common people especially
the peasants. The agrarian policies of Congress party were dramatically changed after the evolution of the
Communist Party of India (CPI) in Tamil regions who took up the cause of marginal people especially in

Thanjavur district.
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