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Abstract 

This paper attempts to theorize the leadership qualities of 

Muhammad Ali Jinnah and Jawaharlal Nehru through discourse 

analysis of their political letters and official correspondence in 

the era of decolonization. Much has been written on the 

charismatic personalities of two prominent leaders of the 

freedom movement, but the comparison of the two personalities 

through correspondence has not gained its deserved attention.  

After the Elections of 1937 and formation of the Congress 

Ministries, all the efforts of Jinnah to form a collation 

government were spurned by the Congress. Jinnah proposed to 

Jawaharlal Nehru for the negotiation on the Communal issue 

and Nehru immediately responded. The first round of their 

correspondence began immediately. However, Jawaharlal 

Nehru was not fully aware of the Communal 1Question and did 

not even know the points of disputes between All India Muslim 
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League and All India National Congress. During this 

correspondence, Nehru formulated the Fourteen Points in 1938, 

with the help of Jinnah’s letters and enclosures which were not 

fully endorsed by Jinnah as Nehru engineered Jinnah’s 

correspondence to Congress’ interest without Jinnah’s consent 

and approval. In this context, this correspondence has immense 

historical importance and provides new dimensions to revisit the 

history of Pakistan movement. Perhaps these points were a real 

challenge that Jinnah threw out with feelings of dissatisfaction 

and unfulfilled aspirations of Jinnah. Later on, this failure of 

Nehru and the Congress paved the way for the ‘Day of 

Deliverance, 1939’, which followed the ‘Lahore Resolution, 

1940’. It was an outstanding opportunity to negotiate and settle 

down the Hindu-Muslim question which was wasted through the 

egotistic arguments by Nehru and Congress. Therefore, it is of 

immense significance to analyze why these two leaders got 

engaged in negotiations in the decade of 1930s and what were 

their perceptive on the communal Issues and what were the 

ramifications of the failure of the talks. 

Key Words: Congress Ministries. Jinnah-Nehru Fourteen Points, 

South Asia 

 Communal Question. 

The last decade of the 20th century brought monumental changes 

in the body politics of India especially in terms of Hindu Muslim 

relations.  These years were full of hatred and mistrust between 

the Hindu and Muslims communities. The Congress Ministries 

started to work in the provinces as able stewards of the British 

government. They played the role of mimic men in arresting 

those who were opposed to the British Rule. Jinnah’s offers of 

collation government and cooperation were invariably rejected 

by the Congress which further widened the gap between the 

Hindus and Muslims. He assured that the Muslim League and 

the Muslims of India stood for equality, fraternity and liberty.[1] 

He was ready to co-operate with the other communities of India 

but on the term of equality and not on terms of subordination. 

Moreover, he assured that the Muslim League and the Muslims 

would provide their full support for freedom from the Raj.   
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In a speech at a public meeting in Calcutta, December 25, 1937, 

for this purpose, Jinnah proposed for a dialogue on the issues 

related to communalism. Furthermore he also reiterated to Nehru 

to come and sit with him and together formulate ameliorative 

measures for the immediate relief of the poor.[2] On 1st January 

1938, he responded, “Mr. M.A Jinnah has issued some kind of a 

challenge to me, though I have not been able to make out what 

this is about and why he should think it necessary to issue 

challenges. Nor have I any recollection of any previous 

challenge to which he refers.”[3] Again he responded with the 

same degree of disinterestedness as he did not know what was 

happening all around, especially in the case of Muslims and the 

Muslim League. He criticized this challenge and branded it with 

communism, and asserted that the issue was insignificant and did 

not need much attention.  Considerably, he claimed, “Whoever 

wishes to fight the Congress on the communal issue will have to 

fight in the air, for the Congress will have nothing to do with 

such internecine conflicts.”[4] According to the policy of 

Congress, he was not ready to negotiate and moot the communal 

question with Jinnah. Notably, he assured, “Mr. Jinnah approach 

is anything but friendly. But I should like to assure Mr. Jinnah, 

on behalf of my colleagues and myself that even without the 

issue of challenges, any statement or proposal by Mr. Jinnah will 

always have the most careful consideration. We are always 

prepared to sit down and consider any of the problems which 

afflict India.”[5] 

On January 6th, Jinnah responded, without mentioning his name, 

while addressing in Calcutta, “The Congress had a particular 

political dictionary of its own in which “nationalism” meant 

“Hinduism” and “Swaraj” meant “Hindu Raj” and the 

“wrecking” of the Constitution meant the “working” it –

similarly, in Congress dictionary “freedom” meant the freedom 

of the Hindus and the slavery of the Muslims and other 

minorities and weak peoples.”[6] On 7th January, he was in the 

hometown of Jawaharlal, Allahabad, where he addressed in reply 

of a welcome presented by the Allahabad Municipal Board and 

delivered a speech at a public meeting. He argued that without 
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real unity between Hindus and Muslims India’s freedom could 

not be achieved.[7] In these both speeches, he did not create any 

controversy and indirectly invited him to work for the Hindu-

Muslim unity. He also warned the Muslims, they would be 

turned into slaves if they did not unite and he wanted free 

Muslims in free India. On the behalf of the Muslims, he offered, 

“They were always ready for an honorable settlement but they 

did not want to be bamboozled.”[8] But these offers were silently 

listened but not replied and Jinnah went back empty-handed 

from the hometown of Jawaharlal.  Being a charismatic leader 

he decided to change his tactics and openly challenged him over 

the communal question. 

0n 10th January, from his hometown, Bombay, he replied, “I 

welcome Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru’s statement of January 2, 

1938, for one reason that its tune and language in some parts are 

conciliatory tough the underlying spirit is no less militant and 

patronizing.”[9] No doubt, there was bitterness between Jinnah 

and Jawaharlal because the Congress High Command was not 

ready to give Muslim League equal status.  Remarkably, he 

added, “Nehru’s statement is a bundle of contradictions and 

some of the statements are the contrary to facts. He generally has 

indulged in the usual latitudes and there is nothing new or fresh 

in the statement.”[10] On the slogans of Congress related to full 

assurance about religion, culture and the language to the other 

communities, Jinnah responded, “I want Pandit Jawaharlal 

Nehru to realize that he nor the Congress is yet in the position of 

a sovereign power to make declarations and give assurance.”[11] 

Jinnah wanted definite and effective safeguard and effective 

protection not only for religion, culture, and language, but also 

the political rights of the Muslims with a respectable share in the 

Government and the administration of the country. On the 

communal question, he criticized Nehru’s political approach and 

noticeably explained, “I am really surprised when Pandit 

Jawaharlal Nehru in an airy fashion, having repeated the old 

position and having referred to Babu Rajendra Prasad’s 

formula.”[12] Substantially, he quoted the statement of 

Jawaharlal, “my difficulty is that I do not know what the 

argument is about.” In the light of this statement, Jinnah 

criticized him, “Is this evasion or ignorance? I do not know of 
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that object, and informs me that the Congress of today is 

different from what it was when I was associated with it.”[13] 

Jinnah was not satisfied with his reply that the Congress 

Working Committee would consider any of his statements or 

proposals. Noticeably, he complained about the Congress 

Ministries, “Does Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru know that all along 

the countryside especially many of the 10,000 Congress 

Committees, and even some Hindu officials are behaving as if 

the Hindu Raj had already been established... I have received 

numerous complaints of arrogance and ill-treatment and 

injustice meted out to the Muslims generally and in particular to 

the members of the Muslim League.”[14] On these atrocities, he 

demanded a committee of responsible men to look into the 

matter and again asked for the solution of the minorities’ 

question. 

On 18th January, Jawaharlal wrote a letter to Nawab Ismail Khan 

(1884-1958)[15] and expressed, “you must have seen Mr. 

Jinnah’s recent statement. I can only express my regret that he 

has issued this aggressive statement.” His incognizance with the 

Hindu-Muslim question was a prodigious fact of his leadership 

and maybe he never gave any importance to this problem. In 

addition to that, he requested Ismail Khan, “What are these 

points of dispute? I wish you could enlighten me so that we 

might consider them and come to grips with them. May I 

therefore request you to let me know what these points of dispute 

are?”[16] 

Jawaharlal decided to start a correspondence with Jinnah and 

write him about the communal question, “we approach the 

question from different viewpoints and I feel that your approach 

is not very helpful.” Sufficiently, he responded to the 

“challenge” of Jinnah and inquired, “I have been anxious to find 

out what the points of difference and agreement were.”[17] He 

insured him that Congress would do everything to put an end to 

every misapprehension. 

On 25th January, Jinnah replied to his letter, “I must say that it is 

very difficult for me to understand it. I fail to see what you are 
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driving at.” He criticized Nehru’s approach and suggested that 

he should make a useful proposal to solve the communal 

equation. Jinnah noted Nehru’s request that he should let him 

know about the basic points in dispute which required 

consideration. He was not willing and satisfied to negotiate this 

critical matter through the medium of press or correspondence. 

On 4th February, Jawaharlal replied to him with a detailed letter 

in which he also criticized the attitude of Jinnah with Congress 

policies. He also rejected the allegations of Jinnah on the policies 

of Congress, especially, related to the minorities and the 

Muslims. Notably, he added, “I presume you are acquainted with 

the Congress resolutions and statements on minority and 

fundamental rights and regarding communal questions.” He 

offered him to send these resolutions and statements to Jinnah 

for better understanding. He offered to him, if the Congress 

policies incomplete or wrong, his suggestions would gladly 

consider. Strikingly, he replied the biggest allegation of Jinnah, 

“it is true that in regarding your speeches I have come across 

various statements to the effect that the Congress is trying to 

establish Hindu Raj. I am unaware of how this is being done or 

who is doing it.”[18] Primarily, he agreed to discuss the matters 

and problems face to face, and he would be glad to do so. 

Jawaharlal and Congressmen were not happy with Jinnah on his 

publically vigorous criticism of Congress policies. Particularly, 

he noted his Calcutta speech, “in this you state that you are 

fighting the Congress leadership which is misleading the Hindus. 

Further, you have said that you want to bring the Congress High 

Command to its sense.”[19]Primarily, he suggested Jinnah to 

substantiate those criticisms in private at least, not in public. 

On 17th February, Jinnah responded solidly, “you have no plan 

that means more complaints and grievances of trifling character. 

You rely on that section of the press which is bent on 

misrepresenting and vilifying me.” Moreover, he criticized these 

matters through correspondence. Jinnah argued, “the discussion 

of all these matters in correspondence will lead us nowhere....if 

you think that necessity has arisen and anyone of you is willing, 

I shall be glad to see you and equally welcome a 
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talk.”[20]Predominantly, he claimed that you surely know and 

you should know these fundamental points of dispute. 

On 25th  February, Jawaharlal replied and acknowledged, “Since 

then the League has changed its objective and its economic 

outlook and has thus approached nearer to the Congress. I am 

anxious to find out what the real meaning of these changes is. 

Without this clarification, it is difficult for us to understand the 

present position.”[21] No doubt these changes were made by the 

Muslim League to settle down the Hindu-Muslim question and 

Jinnah was willing to negotiate with Congress. But again 

Jawaharlal indulged himself in the clarity of the points of 

disputes. Unfortunately, he pretended that he was unaware, “I 

am afraid I must confess that I do not yet know what the 

fundamental points of dispute are. It is for this reason that I have 

been requesting you to clarify them.”[22] He believed that the 

responsible people with the organization behind them could 

hardly discuss anything in the air. Although, he was fully aware 

of the communal question but he was not ready to accept it as a 

major hurdle in the way of Hindu-Muslim co-operation. Perhaps, 

he was willing to receive a written draft from Jinnah on that 

particular issue. He ended the letter with this sentence, “may I, 

therefore, beg of you to enlighten me?”[23] 

On 3rd March, Jinnah replied to his letter, “You wind up your 

letter by insisting upon the course that I should formulate the 

points in dispute and submit to you for your consideration and 

then carry on correspondence with you. This method, I have 

already stated in my considered opinion, is undesirable and 

inappropriate. This method you insist upon may be appropriate 

between the two litigants and that is followed by solicitors on 

behalf of their clients, but national issues cannot be settled like 

that.”[24] Jinnah was amazed at his ignorance regarding the 

communal question and in the past, it was the main hurdle in 

Hindu-Muslim unity. Principally, Jinnah enlightened him, “this 

matter has been tackled since 1925 right up to 1935 by the most 

prominent leaders in the country and so far no solution has been 

found.”[25] He “begged” him to study it and not to take up a 
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complacent attitude. He further suggested to him; if you were 

earnest it would be not difficult to find out the points of disputes. 

On 8th March, Jawaharlal replied and accepted that their letters 

repeat themselves, because they were unable to draw the points 

of dispute. Mainly, he conveyed, “I have carefully folded press 

treatments and your public speeches. It may be that I am dense 

or not sufficiently acquainted with the intricacies of the problem. 

It’s so I deserve to be enlightened. If you will refer me to any 

recent statement made in the press or platform which will help 

me in understanding, I shall be grateful.”[26] He assured me that 

he did not want to carry on a controversy by correspondence and 

his main objective was to find out the main points of discussion 

and dispute. In the reply, he argued, “Both in national and 

international matters we are frequently adopting this 

course.”[27] He accepted his argument that “this matter has been 

tackled since 1925 repeatedly.”[28] Moreover, he warned that 

the previous talks on the communal question were failed 

vaguely. He assured that Congress would exceedingly anxious 

to remove all causes of misunderstanding and friction. From the 

speeches and statements of Jinnah, he found out the three major 

points: 

1.      The Communal Award which includes separate electorates 

and reservation of seats. 

2.      Religious guarantees. 

3.      Cultural protection and guarantees.[29] 

On these three main heads, he was ready to talk and suggested 

we should concentrate on the main issues and not to the minor. 

But, before meeting he was curious to know his points regarding 

the matter. On the above-mentioned points, he assured that 

Congress had already been done a lot to satisfy the minorities. 

Blatantly, he apologized, “you will forgive me for repeating 

myself in these letters and for saying the same thing over and 

over again.”[30] He tried to justify it, because he was keenly 

desirous to know his main points of dispute. At the end of this 
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letter, he assured to Jinnah, “I shall gladly meet you and discuss 

these matters with you.”[31] 

On 17th March, Jinnah replied, your letter “conveyed to me that 

you desire to know the points in dispute to promote Hindu 

Muslim unity.”[32] Again he explained to him this method 

would not solve through the correspondence or discussing in the 

press. Jinnah brought out some points, like, safeguarding the 

rights and interests of the Muslims with regard to their religion, 

culture, language, personal laws and political rights in national 

life, the government and the administration of the country.[33] 

Along with it he further suggested his Fourteen Points, 1929. 

Mainly to check out his points for consideration, Jinnah referred 

him two articles, first, published in Statesman, on 12 February 

1938, under the title, “Through Muslim Eyes” by Ain-el-Mulk. 

Second, published in New Times, on 1st March, 1938, under the 

title, “The Communal Question”. In these articles, Muslims 

League warned the Congress mentioning some points which 

Muslims would demand. Predominantly, he claimed, “Now, this 

is enough to show to you the various suggestions that have been 

made... I consider it is the duty of every true nationalist, to 

whichever party or community he may belong to make it his 

business and examine the situation and bring about a pact 

between the Muslims and Hindus and create a real united 

front.”[34] He assured that it would be their duty, irrespective of 

the question of party or community to which they belong. 

Essentially, he opened up, “but if you desire that I should collect 

all these suggestions and submit to you as a petitioner for you 

and your colleagues to consider, I am afraid I can’t do it.”[35] 

He conveyed that on these points he would not like to carry on 

the correspondence and if he would further interested in this 

method he should ask Congress for official communication with 

him. At the end of his letter, he assured him, “as to meeting you 

and discussing matters with you, I need hardly say that I shall be 

please do so.”[36] 

On 6th  April, Jawaharlal replied with the proposal of meeting in 

Allahabad or Lucknow. Pointedly, he added, “I was somewhat 

surprised to see this list as I had no idea that you wanted to 
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discuss many of these matters with us.”[37] He claimed that 

some of these points had already been covered by previous 

decisions of the Congress and some of these hardly capable of 

discussion. He makes out from the letter of Jinnah and it’s 

enclosures following Fourteen Points: 

1.      The Fourteen Points formulated by Muslim League in 1929. 

2.      The Congress should withdraw all opposition to the 

Communal Award and should not describe it as a negation of 

nationalism. 

3.      The share of the Muslims in the State services should be 

definitely fixed in the Constitution by statutory enactment. 

4.      Muslim Personal Law and culture should be guaranteed by 

Statute. 

5.      The Congress should take in hand the agitation in connection 

with the Shaheed Ganj Mosque[38] and should use its moral 

pressure to enable the Muslims to gain possession of the mosque. 

6.      The Muslims right to call “Azan” and perform religious 

ceremonies should not be forfeited in any way. 

7.      Muslim should have the freedom to perform cow-slaughter. 

8.      Muslim majorities in the Provinces, where such majorities 

exist at present, must not be affected by any territorial 

redistribution or adjustments. 

9.      The Bande Mataram[39] song should be given up. 

10.  Muslims want Urdu to be the national language of India and 

the desire to have statutory guarantees that the use of Urdu shall 

not be curtailed or damaged. 

11.  Muslim representation in the local bodies should be 

governed by the principles underlying the Communal Award that 

is separate electorates and population strength. 
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12.  The tri-colour flag should be changed or, alternatively, the 

flag of the Muslim League should be given equal importance. 

13.  Recognition of the Muslim League as the one authoritative 

and representative organization of Indian Muslims. 

14.  Coalition ministries.[40] 

After the compilation of these points, Jawaharlal claimed, “it is 

further stated that the formula evolved by you and Babu 

Rajendra Prasad in 1935 does not satisfy the Muslims now and 

nothing on those lines will satisfy them.”[41] He was not ready 

to accept these points as a big threat or alarming and considered 

them little important. In this latter he elaborated all the points 

one by one and most of the points were rejected by him. 

Distinctly, he deliberated these above-mentioned points one by 

one and eluded his intentions towards the demands of the 

Muslims. He assured to co-operate these points “in a future 

constitution for a free India we want certain guarantees to be 

incorporated. We have done this regarding religious, cultural-

linguistic and other rights of minorities in the Karachi Resolution 

on Fundamental Rights.”[42] 

In the first point, he called the Fourteen Points as ‘out of date’ 

and said many of their provisions had been given effect to by the 

Communal Award, and some others were entirely acceptable to 

the Congress; yet others required constitutional changes.[43] 

In the second point, he said the Congress had clearly stated its 

attitude towards the Communal Award and pursued alterations 

only based on mutual consent of the parties concerned. He called 

the Communal Award as ‘anti-national’ and a hurdle in the way 

of national unity.  Unmistakably, he explained, “If we think in 

terms of an independent India we cannot possibly fit in this 

Award with it. It is true that under the stress of circumstances we 

have sometimes to accept as a temporary measure something that 

is on the face of it anti-national.”[44] 
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He propounded in the matter of the Communal Award, it would 

find a satisfactory, abiding solution by the consent and goodwill 

of the parties concerned. It was the true reflection of the 

‘Congress policy’.[45] 

In the third point, he admitted the fixing of the Muslims share in 

the State services by statutory enactment. Evidently, he 

postulated, “It is generally admitted that State appointments 

should be fairly and adequately distributed and no community 

should have cause to complain.”[46] he admitted, for a backward 

community special efforts would be made for education to a 

higher level. 

In the fourth point, he argued on the protection of culture the 

Congress had declared its willingness to embody this in the 

fundamental laws of the constitution. It had also declared that it 

does not wish to interfere in any way with the personal law of 

any community.[47] 

In the fifth point, he rejected the allegation that Congress had a 

hand in the agitation connection with the Shaheed Ganj mosque. 

He suggested, “That is a matter to be decided either legally or by 

mutual agreement.”[48] 

In the sixth point, he said the right to perform religious 

ceremonies should certainly be guaranteed to all communities 

and Congress resolution about this was quite clear. 

Comprehensibly, he defended, “No doubt many instances can be 

gathered together from various parts of India where petty 

interferences take place with Hindu, Muslim or Sikh 

ceremonies.”[49] 

In the seventh point, he averred as regards cow-slaughter there 

had been a great deal of entirely false and unfounded 

propaganda, Congress was going to stop it forcibly by 

legislation. Assuredly he assured, “The Congress does not wish 

to undertake any legislative action in this matter to restrict the 

established rights of the Muslims.”[50] 
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In the eighth point, he guaranteed the question of territorial 

redistribution had not arisen in any way and it would be dealt on 

the basis of mutual agreement of the parties concerned. 

In ninth point, he advocated the Bande Mataram song and 

invited the attention of Jinnah towards the Working Committee’s 

statement issued last October. It had reiterated that no formal 

national anthem had been adopted by the Congress at any time. 

Mainly he propounded, “It is true, however, that the Bande 

Mataram song has been intimately associated with Indian 

nationalism for more than thirty years and numerous associations 

of sentiment and sacrifice have gathered around it.”[51] He 

claimed that as a national song it had not a word or a phrase 

which could offend anybody from any point of view and I am 

surprised that anyone can object to them.[52] 

In the tenth point, he avowed on the issue of Urdu that the 

Congress had declared in favour of guarantees for Languages 

and culture. Both, Nagri and Urdu, scripts officially recognised 

and the choice would leave to the people concerned. Infact, this 

policy was being pursued by the Congress Ministries.[53] 

In the eleventh point, he responded that the Congress had long 

been of the opinion that joint electorates were preferable to 

separate electorates from national unity and harmonious 

cooperation between the different communities. Explicitly, he 

argued the Congress was quite clear that their introduction 

depends on their acceptance by the people concerned.[54] 

In twelfth point, he explained the National tri-colour Flag was 

adopted originally in 1920 with the consultation of the eminent 

Muslim, Sikh and other leaders. Moreover, he adduced, “as a 

symbol of Indian unity, it has spread outside the Congress ranks 

and been generally recognised as the flag of the nation.”[55] He 

responded to hoist the League flag along with Congress, 

“Communal flags cannot obviously take its place for that can 

only mean a host of flags of various communities being used 

together and thus emphasizing our disunity and 

separateness.”[56] 
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In the thirteenth point, he postulated, “I do not understand what 

is meant by our recognition of the Muslim League as the only 

organisation of Indian Muslims. Obviously the Muslim League 

is an important communal, organisation and we deal with it as 

such.”[57] He was not ready to accept the Muslim League as a 

sole representative of the Muslims and he rejected Jinnah’s 

claim. He argued, “There are special Muslim organisations such 

as the Jamiat-ul-Ulema, the Proja Party, the Ahrar and others, 

which claim attention.[58] He further hypothesized that 

inevitably the more important the organisation the more the 

attention paid to it, but this importance did not come from 

outside recognition but inherent strength.  

In the fourteenth point, he responded, “I should like to know 

what is meant by coalition ministries.”[59] It clearly indicated 

that he was not interested in his proposal. Perspicuously, he 

wrangled that the Congress had gone to the Assemblies with a 

definite programme and a clear policy. He would always gladly 

cooperate with other groups, whether it was in a majority or a 

minority in an Assembly. 

In response to all these points he expostulated all the demands of 

Jinnah and the Hindu-Muslim questioned remained unsolved. 

Nehru, being an ardent nationalist, was not ready to vouchsafe 

margin to the Muslim League and he has considered it as a 

communal group, not even a political party. 

On 12 April 1938, Jinnah replied to him, “I shall be very glad to 

meet you. As to the rest of your letter, it has been to me a most 

painful reading.”[60] He responded to Nehru, “You were 

thinking in terms entirely divorced from realities which face us 

in India. Indubitably, he disclosed his regret on his ‘turning and 

twisting’ the facts which he wrote to him.[61]  Jinnah was 

looking for constitutional necessary changes by agreement or 

conventions with Jawaharlal, but his response was discouraging.   

Jinnah thought, for discussion, but he was extremely dismayed 

to find that Jawaharlal had already pronounced judgment in his 

letter. Decidedly, he proclaimed, “You proceed to your 

conclusions having formulated the points according to your own 
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notions. Your tone and language again display the same 

arrogance and militant spirit as if the Congress is the sovereign 

power, and, as an indication, you extend your patronage by 

saying that ‘‘obviously the Muslim League is an important 

communal organisation and we deal with it as such, as we have 

to deal with all organisations and individuals that come within 

our ken. We do not determine the measure of importance or 

distinction they- possess” and then you mention various other 

organisations.”[62] 

Jinnah enunciated that he had publicly stated so often, that, 

unless the Congress recognises the Muslim League on a footing 

of complete equality it would difficult to negotiate on Hindu-

Muslim settlement. Distinctly he propounded, “Having regard to 

your mind it is really difficult for me to make you understand the 

position any further.[63] He did not propose to discuss the 

various matters using or through correspondence, in his opinion, 

it was not the way to tackle this matter. In the response of 

Jawaharlal’s criticism on Muslim league, Jinnah reposted, 

“Similarly I can give you instances of reports appearing in the 

Congress Press and speeches of Congressmen which are daily 

deliberately misrepresenting, and vilifying the Muslim 

composition of the Bengal, Punjab, Sind and Assam 

Governments to break those Governments, but that is not the 

subject-matter of our correspondence and besides no useful 

purpose will be served in doing so.”[64] On 16th April 1938, 

Jawaharlal replied to Jinnah, “I am exceedingly sorry that 

anything that I have written to you should have caused you 

pain.”
[65]

 He acknowledged that it seemed to be true that we 

had approached public problems from different standpoints. 

Manifestly, he proclaimed, “I try to place my viewpoint before 

you and seek to gain your appreciation of it. To say anything that 

might pain you would defeat my purpose, even apart from its 

impropriety.
[66]

 Jawaharlal tried to state what the Congress 

opinion had been concerning these points. Markedly, he 

expressed, “I regret that you think that I write in an arrogant and 
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militant spirit and as if I considered the Congress as the 

sovereign power.”
[67] 

Jawaharlal entirely agreed with Jinnah on the issue of 

falsehoods, misrepresentations and insinuations were to be 

deprecated, and countered wherever they might occur. Notably, 

he requested, “In this matter, I can only beg of you to point out 

specific instances so that we might take necessary action.”
[68]

 

At the end of their correspondence, both leaders agreed to 

publicize it. 

This first round of correspondence found the  both leaders at the 

two opposite ends. There was a wide diffidence of political 

methodologies in their leadership which later on demarcated 

their charismatic authority. Unfortunately, the charismatic 

leadership of Nehru failed to understand the criticalness of the 

situation and task management. Even he did not need formal 

authorization from Congress to negotiate with Jinnah, but he 

could not reckon the charismatic authority of Jinnah. On 17 

November, 1939, during an interview to the press, he expressed: 

Q: Does your plan to see Mr. Jinnah still stand? 

JN: Yes. 

Q: What will be the outcome of the Allahabad meeting? 

JN: It is difficult to forecast at present what line of action 

the Working Committee meeting at Allahabad will take. 

Q: Is there a move to get the Working Committee to 

authorise you to reopen negotiations with Jinnah? 

JN: No such ‘formal’ authorisation is necessary.[69] 
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Conclusion 

In the light of negotiations and correspondence between the two 

main leaders of the Indian Freedom Movement, we have been 

able to understand the mindset of both the leaders which was 

heading towards the opposite directions: Nehru wanted Indian 

freedom without much caring about the solution of Hindu-

Muslim dispute and Jinnah seeking constitutional safeguards for 

the Muslim minority in postcolonial India. This approach 

ultimately paved the way demanding the partition of India based 

on the two-nation theory.  The crux of these Fourteen Points 

elaborated that the golden opportunity to negotiate and settle 

down the Hindu-Muslim question with Jinnah was spoiled. 

Jinnah felt that he would have to build pressure on Congress with 

some extraordinary steps to bring them on the table of 

negotiation. In this regard, he decided to observe the resignation 

of the Congress Ministries as the ‘Day of Deliverance’ on 22nd 

December, 1939. It was a challenging response to the leadership 

of Nehru and it was another opportunity to negotiate with Jinnah. 

Apart from that, he was in Bombay and not bothered to meet 

with Jinnah. Particularly, he wrote him on 9 December 1939, 

“...fixing December 22nd as a day of deliverance and 

thanksgiving as a mark of relief that the Congress Government 

have at least ceased to function....our sense of values and 

objectives in life and politics differs so very greatly. I had hoped, 

after our conversations that this was not so great, but now the 

gulf appears to be wider than ever.”[70] More interestingly this 

judgement was passed by him without the proper meeting or 

negotiations with Jinnah. Same as a couple of years ago he 

declared that there were only two parties in India, and Jinnah had 

to proclaim that there was a third party, the Muslims. No doubt, 

it was an onerous time for him to deal with Jinnah, but it was the 

real test of his leadership abilities and charisma in which he 

failed to deliver. He adopted the method to criticize Jinnah in 

public meetings. Jinnah responded, “I regret to find that Pandit 

Jawaharlal Nehru...has thought fit to attack me in a manner and 

worthy of any responsible leader. He accuses me of being bent 

upon the preservation of British domination over India which I 
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can only characterize as not only unwanted, but mean. The 

reasons for his refusing to continue his talks with me, as given 

by him, far from correct, are misleading and unfair. I would not 

further comment upon is reckless and irresponsible 

pronouncements.”[71]In this way Nehru spurned Jinnah’s Oliver 

branch of Hindu-Muslim unity. Now the “Ambassador of Hindu-

Muslim unity” and nationalist Jinnah had to take initiative, 

which shocked the entire India and the colonial world, of the 

Lahore Resolution, 1940. In this way these Fourteen Points of 

1938, proved as the real game-changer in the late thirties. The 

rejection of these points became immediate and one of the prime 

reasons for the Day of Deliverance and the Lahore Resolution. 
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