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MADRAS LEGISLATURE: TEMPLE ENTRY AND PRESS ACTIyyy,
Dr. P.Nagoorkani Es

The struggle for political freedom
under Mahatma Gandhi culminated in the Civil
Disobedience Movement. While he was hectic
in mobilising popular support towards this end,
leaders led by BR. Ambedkar sought measures
for social justice. By 1932 political compulsions
regarding communal electorate made Congress
intensify  the temple entry and anti-
untouchability campaign and through that
numerous bills and Acts came into being in the
central and provincial legislatures of India.! As
an immediate impact of the Poona Pact, the
caste-Hindus at a public meeting in Bombay on
25th September 1932 passed a significant
resolution infavour of the temple entry of
depressed classes.? As an outcome of all-India
socio-political developments, and in responding
to the need of the time, Justice Party backed P.
Subbarayan Ministry initiated temple entry
resolution in 1932. Subsequently, P.Subbarayan
drafted a Bill to remove the disabilities faced by
the depressed classes on temple entry issue.
With Narayan Nambiar he handed over two
separate Bills to the Madras Government in
1932. As the Bills were considered a central
subject viz; ‘civil law’, under section 80-A (3) of
the Government of India Act of 1919, the
Government of Madras submitted these Bills for
the previous sanction of the Viceroy.> However,
the delay of Viceroy to accord sanction to the
Bill of P. Subbarayan provoked the press of
Tamil Nadu to air their views against the
Viceroy. The press generally hoped that the Bill
of P. Subbarayan would be a boon. The
newspapers published from Madras like India
and Tennindia highly protested against the
inactivity of the Viceroy* The Gandhi and

Anandha Bodhini appealed that the
Government without any delay should come to
do its duty because the public opinion was
already created on the signing of Poona Pact
and there was a large attendance in Bombay
conference® The Andhra Patrika urged the
Government of India as well as the Madras
Government to respect those popular feelings
favouring P.Subbarayan’s Bill° However, the
British officials in India expressed strong

reservations against the proposed temple entry
legislations. The Home Secretary to the
Government of India feared that the Viceroy's

sanctions to the Bills could disryp
between the Government and the e ’elaﬁons
Hindus.” conSQNaﬁvQ
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of PSubbarayan. For this Ctto the Bil|
approached his own colleaguespurpose' he
and
and sought the views of local gover, exgerts
there was a divided Hindu opinion, ;nent .
Lord Willingdon, on his decision on 22 the By,
19337 refused permission to P. Subbg Januy
Narayan Nambiar to introduce thejr Bri?lyan ang
problem was of an all-Indian character : Zs the
could not be approached merely on a rn el
basis.'® However, on the same day thi f\>}‘_ﬂnaa1
gave his sanction to the introdu;:tion :)Cfert:]
Untouchability Abolition Bl of MC. Rajzh an
‘Temple Entry Disabilities Bill' of CS. Rapg,
Iyer in the Central Assembly.'! He also smgd
that the two bills should be circulated for pubiic
opinion,lz‘ On the basis of the public opinion,
the Government was to decide the legislation
and its implementation according to the needs
of circumstances.!® The Viceroy's refusal of P
Subbarayan’s Bill came in for severe crificism
by the press. The Podujana Ooliyan observed
that it was a mistake on the part of the Viceroy
to have exercised, as he liked His formal
preliminary sanction was necessary for the
introduction of a provincial Bill'* The
Samadarsini questioned the validity of te
Viceroy's objection to the introduction 0“1’5;
Subbarayan’s Bill in the provincial legislature
The Hindu observed that the Vicer oy's refusd wt
give sanction to P. Subbarayan's Bill °°“13 ngr
be justified either on the technical grout; 31 e
on the ground that it involved an au'? the
nature.!® The Swarajya observed thas Bil
Viceroy's blank refusal to h
was a tragic error of judgment, because Jor
was deliberately drafted to meet i
requirements of the Madras Pro"m‘:mg of
in fact a little more than an ﬁme“ent
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