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For the present, from the point of view of area and population there is 
nothing to complain against the three divisions.

From the earliest times they have always been spoken of as Trai 
Maharashtras.

The division does no wrong to the language principle. In fact if all the 
three Maharashtras have the same language it can help to develop the 
Marathi language if it is worth their while to do so.

The question of viability I will consider later on. I propose to deal with 
it separately in a special chapter.

Bombay was then unknown. Otherwise it would have been the fourth 
part of Maharashtra.

Of the remaining three parts what I call Eastern Maharashtra is already 
a separate State. All that required is that it should be allowed to remain 
separate. It has got a well-established administration system, a well-
established revenue system and a well-established judicial system. It has 
been separated from the trammels of the Hindi-speaking people.

The only problem that remains is how to divide the area covered by the 
Maharashtra which is part of the present Bombay State and the Marathwada 
of the Hyderabad State.

Instead of forming a merger of the two into one and joining it to the third 
which I call Eastern Maharashtra, why not divide the Maharashtra part 
of Bombay and Marathwada into two equal States ? This is my scheme. 
I transfer six districts of Maharashtra part of the Bombay State and make 
them part of Marathwada. (See Map No. 5). The distribution of the area 
and population of the three Maharashtras are shown below :

The Population Area and Revenue of the Three Maharashtra 
States will be approximately as follows

Name of State
Total 

Population 
(in crores)

Total Area 
(in sq. 
miles)

Total 
Revenue

Total 
Expenditure

WESTERN MAHARASHTRA 1,26,77,316 30,028 26,24,20,441 not known
CENTRAL MAHARASHTRA 1,24,09,044 55,482 21,63,80,095 not known
EASTERN MAHARASHTRA 80,27,130 39,004 9,41,11,012 not known

Total .. 3,31,13,490 1,24,514 57,29,11,548

I will now proceed to state my reasons in support of my plan.

I have said that Maharashtra has always been divided into three. This is 
a historical argument. It at least shows that the tradition, the way of life 
and the social and economic condition of what is called United Maharashtra 
is not one. Those who are in a hurry to have United Maharashtra
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may not take it seriously. But there are other arguments which arise out of 
the present condition and which cannot be ignored. I mention a few.

My first argument is that a single Government cannot administer such 
a huge State as United Maharashtra.

The total population of the Marathi-speaking area is 3,30,83,490. The 
total area occupied by the Marathi-speaking people is 1,74,514 sq. miles. 
It is a vast area and it is impossible to have efficient administration by 
a single State. Maharashtrians who talk about Samyukta Maharashtra 
have no conception of the vastness as to the area and population of their 
Maharashtra. But why there should be one single Maharashtrian State. I 
am quite unable to understand. To have a separate Maharashtra State is 
one thing. To have a  single. Maharashtra State is quite a different thing. 
I am in favour of a separate Maharashtra, separate from Gujarathis and 
separate from Hindi-speaking people. But I am unable to understand why a 
free Maharashtra should be made into one single State. The Maharashtrians 
are not planning to declare war on U.P. and therefore they need not have 
a common front.

Even from the point of view of Marathas why should there be this 
consolidation ? What affiliation has a Maratha of Satara got with the 
Maratha of Aurangabad ? What affiliation has a Maratha of Nasik got with 
the Maratha of Ratnagiri? What care and interest a Maratha of Satara is 
going to bestow upon the problems of the Maratha of Aurangabad ? What 
care and interest a Maratha of Nasik is going to bestow upon the problems 
of the Maratha of Ratnagiri ? The consolidation has no meaning and can 
serve no purpose.

All Maratha Ministers in the present Bombay Cabinet come from Satara 
District or Nasik District. There is none from Konkan.

The second consideration is the economic inequality between the three 
parts of Maharashtra. Marathwada has been solely neglected by the Nizam. 
What guarantee is there that the other two Maharashtras will look after 
the interests of what I call the Central Maharashtra ?

The third consideration is industrial inequality between the three parts 
of Maharashtra. Western Maharashtra and Eastern Maharashtra are 
industrially well developed. What about the Central Maharashtra ? What 
guarantee is there of its industrial development ? Will Western Maharashtra 
and Eastern Maharashtra take interest in the industrial development of 
Central Maharashtra ?

The fourth consideration is the inequality of education between Eastern 
and Western Maharashtra on the one hand and Central Maharashtra on the 
other. The inequality between them is marked. If the Central Maharashtra 
goes under the Poona University its destiny is doomed.
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I am greatly worried about Marathwada. It was hitherto part of the Nizam’s 
Territory for the last 200 years. The Nizam had criminally neglected this 
area. He took no interest in it. There is not a mile of canal irrigation in 
Marathwada. There is hardly a high school in taluka places in Marathwada. 
There is hardly a youth in Nizam’s public service from Marathwada. I speak 
from knowledge and experience. People are not only down and out they 
are ignorant. They are being grabbed by highly advanced people on both 
sides. When their avenues of employment are closed there will be further 
degradation in their position.

I shudder to think what would happen when Marathwada goes under the 
Poona University. The standard of education in the schools and colleges under 
the Poona University is so high that hardly any boy from Marathwada can 
hope to pass the examination. It is quite possible that with the madness for 
united Maharashtra there will develop a madness for a single and common 
University.

The creation of United Maharashtra will be followed by the onrush of 
Poona and Nagpur Brahmins in Marathwada to pick up the jobs.

There is a further reason why Maharashtra should be divided into three.

The total strength of the Bombay Legislative Assembly is 315. Out of 
them 149 members are Marathi-speaking. The total strength of the Bombay 
Legislative Council is 72 ; out of them 34 are Marathi-speaking. Obviously 
some Marathi-speaking person should have been the Chief Minister of the 
Bombay State. Mr. Hirey stood up as a candidate for the Chief Ministership. 
But he was made to sit down by the Congress High Command. Not 
only was Mr. Hirey made to sit down but he was forced to move that 
Mr. Morarji Desai be made the Chief Minister. What a humiliation for a 
Maharashtrian leader ! And what value does the Congress High Command 
attach to the political intelligence of Maharashtrians ?

The same incapacity of the Maratha Ministers is clear from the division 
of subjects referred earlier.

It is obvious from the facts given above that the Marathas are lacking 
in political talent. There is no man of eminence among them such as Tilak, 
or Gokhale or Ranade. The Maharashtrian today counts for nothing. The 
Congress Maharashtrian counts for much less in the Congress. The non-
Congress Maharashtrian also counts for nothing. It is therefore absolutely 
essential to train up Maharashtrians in political life. This political training 
has become fundamental because of the transfer of power to the masses. The 
word Marathas is used in two senses. In one sense it means all those who 
speak the Marathi language. In another sense it means all those who are 
Marathas by caste. They are all spoken of as Marathas. But they all fail to 
make the distinction between Marathas i.e. those who speak the Marathi 
language and Marathas i.e. those who are Marathas by caste.



 THOUGHTS ON LINGUISTIC STATES 163

Those who are going to rule Maharashtra are not Marathas by speech but 
Marathas by caste, notwithstanding the hopes of the Brahmins. Now it cannot 
be denied that Marathas are politically the most backward community. It is 
fundamental that they should receive political training. If there is only one 
Maharashtra only one Maratha can be trained as Chief Minister and five or 
six as Ministers. On the other hand if there are three Maharashtra States, 
three Marathas can find training as Chief Ministers and thirty Marathas 
can get training as Ministers. We can do real service to ourselves by helping 
to educate our Masters.

The only way of educating the Marathas is to give them more field for 
developing their abilities and exercising their abilities. Only the creation of 
three Maharashtras can do this.

There is a story which is very appropriate to the occasion. The father of 
a young girl had taken her for an outing in a jungle. She found that under 
big trees there stood small shrubs. Finding this to be uniformly so, she 
asked her father why these small shrubs under the big trees do not grow. 
The father not being a botanist could not give an answer. So he said : Oh ! 
I do not know. He, however, felt that the question was very significant. He 
was a Professor in a college. Next day he went to the college and put the 
question to his Botanist colleague. The Botanist replied : Why ! The answer 
is simple. The big trees use up all the sun’s rays to themselves. The shrubs 
do not get any rays. That is why they do not grow. The Marathwada people 
must not forget the moral of this story.

The only argument in favour of United Maharashtra is that it is like a 
meeting of the two brothers Rama and Bharat in Ramayana after a long 
separation. It is a silly argument, not worth consideration.

There are some Maharashtrians who are satisfied with some kind of 
Political Treaty with Western Maharashtra guaranteeing some concessions. 
Treaties are like scraps of paper. They cannot be enforced. Instead of political 
treaties which nobody can enforce is it not better to have power in one’s 
own hands ?

What a poor and wretched show by Maharashtrians in the Government 
of Bombay ! If this is the show that the most advanced and educated part 
of Maharashtrians can make, what can be expected from the people of 
Marathwada ?

I advise the people of Marathwada or Central Maharashtra to have a 
State of their own so that they have power in their own hands to improve 
their own lot.

V

RECLAMATION OF LOST TERRITORY

Should all the Marathi-speaking people be huddled up under one State ? 
Or should they be divided into two or more States.
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How to dispose of the remainder when Bombay is separated is the next 
question. The remainder consists of two parts : (1) Gujarath, (2) Maharashtra.

I am concerned with Maharashtra.

While creating Linguistic Provinces the Commission has given over 
Marathi-speaking areas to non-Marathi-speaking areas. The number of such 
excluded areas are as follows :

 1. Belgaum Taluka with the City of Belgaum.

 2. Khanapur Taluka.

 3. Chikori Taluka including Nipani.

 4. Supa Taluka.

 5. Karwar Taluka.

 6. Nilanga Taluka in Bidar.

 7. Ahamadpur Taluka in Bidar.

 8. Udgir Taluka in Bidar.

 9. Rajgir Taluka in Adilabad.

 10. Some portion from Vidarbha given to the neighbouring Hindi-speaking 
State.

The Maharashtrians excluded from Maharashtra come to 13,89,648 in 
terms of population.

The Commission in retaining the mixed State of Bombay had to secure 
two most important objects. One is not to allow Bombay to go into the hands 
of Maharashtrians. This the Commission did by creating a mixed State. The 
second thing they had to do was to secure equality between Maharashtrians 
and the Gujarathis. The necessity of equality between the two in the future 
Legislature of the Bombay State as planned by the Commission had become 
urgent as the members of Karnatak in the old Assembly on whom the 
Gujarathis depended for their majority were to disappear in the new Karnatak 
State. This the Commission did by clipping the wings of Maharashtra by 
handing over Marathi-speaking people to non-Marathi-speaking States. There 
seems to be no other reason for this political vandalism.

This wrong done by the Commission to Maharashtra must now be remedied 
and fortunately it can be undone. The proposal of a mixed State is gone and 
there is no necessity for equality between Maharashtrians and Gujarathis.

CHAPTER 8

SUMMARY OF PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THE ISSUE

For the sake of the reader I summarize below the principles which should 
underly the creation of Linguistic States which are already enunciated in
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the foregoing pages but which lie about scattered. These principles may be 
stated as below :

 (1) The idea of having a mixed State must be completely abandoned.

 (2) Every State must be an unilingual State. One State, one language.

 (3) The formula one State, one language must not be confused with the 
formula of one language, one State.

 (4) The formula one language, one State means that all people speaking 
one language should be brought under one Government irrespective 
of area, population and dissimilarity of conditions among the people 
speaking the language. This is the idea that underlies the agitation 
for a united Maharashtra with Bombay. This is an absurd formula 
and has no precedent for it. It must be abandoned. A people speaking 
one language may be cut up into many States as is done in other 
parts of the world.

 (5) Into how many States a people speaking one language should be cut up, 
should depend upon (1) the requirements of efficient administration, 
(2) the needs of the different areas, (3) the sentiments of the different 
areas, and (4) the proportion between the majority and minority.

 (6) As the area of the State increases the proportion of the minority 
to the majority decreases and the position of the minority becomes 
precarious and the opportunities for the majority to practise tyranny 
over the minority become greater. The States must therefore be small.

 (7) The minorities must be given protection to prevent the tyranny of the 
majority. To do this the Constitution must be amended and provisions 
must be made for a system on plural member constituencies (two or 
three) with cumulative voting.

PART IV

THE PROBLEMS OF LINGUISTIC STATES

CHAPTER 9

VIABILITY

Will the three Maharashtrian States be viable ? Will their Revenue be 
sufficient to meet their expenditure ? Such a question is bound to be asked.

It is not that such a question can be asked about Maharashtra alone. It 
can be asked about many other States in India.

I give four statements relating to Part A States, Part B States and the 
Central Government from Part III of the Report of the Taxation Inquiry 
Committee presided over by Dr. John Mathai (See Tables 4, 5, 6 and 7).
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From these statements the following propositions stand out :

 (1) That upto a certain year in the life of the States there was no deficit. 
They were all viable. It is only after Congress came into office that States 
ceased to be viable.

 (2) That since the Congress came into office the Excise Revenue has begun 
to dwindle. It has gone down to a vanishing point.

 (3) That Income Tax and Sales Tax have increased enormously.

These are the causes which explain why States have ceased to be viable.

The Excise Revenue is being sacrificed for a false idealogy which has no 
meaning, no sense and no reality.

In regard to the Policy of Prohibition followed by the Congress, the following 
conclusions can be drawn without fear of challenge :

 (1) An enormous amount of revenue is sacrificed for nothing.

 (2) People have not ceased to drink. There is enormous amount of illicit 
manufacture of liquor which is being sold to the public clandestinely.

 (3) The money lost by Government is picked up by the illicit manufacturer.

 (4) Prohibition has demoralized Society. Formerly only male members of 
the family drank because they alone could go to the liquor shop. Now 
illicit liquor manufacture has become a Home Industry. Liquor being 
now made at home both men and women drink.

 (5) In addition to the loss of revenue on account of Prohibition Government 
has to undertake increased expenditure on Police to enforce Prohibition 
which, however, they never do.

What good is this Prohibition which does not prohibit ? The Congress threatens 
to extend this Prohibition to the whole of India. God bless the Congress! It is 
said that God first makes them mad whom. He wishes to destroy. God is doing 
the same with Congressmen.

It is enough for me to say that Congress cannot have both viability and 
Prohibition.

Coming to the Land Revenue it could certainly be increased. But the Congress 
is afraid to touch the agriculturist for fear of losing votes. It is therefore raising 
money from the Sales Tax and the Income Tax both of which fall so heavily on 
the urban classes as is apparent from Table No. 6.

It is therefore clear that viability is no problem. Only the Congress has to 
revise its Taxation Policy.

Viability is a question of capacity to bear taxation and will to tax. There is 
enough capacity. What is wanted is will.

The whole of the Indian Taxation system requires to be changed. It is a 
question of altering the Constitution. I cannot deal with it now. I must reserve 
it for another occasion.
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CHAPTER 10

MAJORITIES AND MINORITIES
Politics is nothing if not realistic. There is very little in it that is academic. It 

is therefore follows that before passing any judgement on any scheme of politics 
it is essential that one must consider the ground plan.

Someone may ask what do I mean by “Ground Plan”. To me the ground plan 
means the social structure of a community to which the political plan is sought 
to be applied.

It needs no argument to show that the political structure rests on the social 
structure. Indeed the social structure has a profound effect on the political 
structure. It may modify it in its working. It may nullify it or it may even make 
a mockery of it.

In the case of India the social structure is built up on the caste system, the 
special product of Hindu civilization and culture.

The caste system is so well known that one need not wait to explain its 
nature. One can straight proceed to show what effect it is likely to have on 
Linguistic States.

There are some peculiar features of the caste system which must however 
be noted—

 (1) Castes are so distributed that in any given area there is one caste which 
is major and there are others which are small and are subservient to 
the major caste owing to their comparative smallness and their economic 
dependence upon the major caste which owns most of the land in the 
village.

 (2) The caste system is marked not merely by inequality but is affected by 
the system of graded inequality. All castes are not on a par. They are 
one above the other. There is a kind of ascending scale of hatred and a 
descending scale of contempt.

 (3) A caste has all the exclusiveness and pride which a nation has. It is 
therefore not improper to speak of collection of castes as a collection of 
major and minor nations.

I am sorry, I cannot illustrate these points by reference to facts and figures. 
The census which is the only source of information on these points fails to help 
me. The last census omits altogether the caste tables which had been the feature 
of the Indian census ever since its birth. The Home Minister of the Government 
of India who is responsible for this omission was of the opinion that if a word 
does not exist in a dictionary it can be proved that the fact for which the word 
stands does not exist. One can only pity the petty intelligence of the author.

The consequences of the caste system on politics are quite obvious. The 
interesting part is to see what effect it has upon elections which is the foundation 
of Representative Government which is reared up on a system of single member 
constituencies.
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The effects may be summarized as follows :

 (1) Voting is always communal. The voter votes for the candidate of his 
community and not for the best candidate.

 (2) The majority community carries the seat by sheer communal majority.

 (3) The minority community is forced to vote for the candidate of the 
majority community.

 (4) The votes of the minority community are not enough to enable 
the candidate to win the seat against the candidate put up by the 
majority community.

 (5) As consequence of social system of graded inequality the voter of the 
higher (major) communities can never condescend to give his vote to 
a candidate of a minority community. On the other hand the voter of 
the minority community who is socially on a lower level takes pride 
in giving his vote to the candidate of the majority community. That 
is another reason why a candidate of a minority community loses 
in election.

The Congress always wins, so it is found. But no one asks why does 
the Congress win ? The answer is that Congress is very popular. But why 
is the Congress popular ? The true answer is that Congress always puts 
up candidates which belong to castes which are in the majority in the 
constituencies. Caste and Congress are closely linked. It is by exploiting the 
caste system that the Congress wins.

These evil consequences of the caste system are sure to be sharpened 
by creation of Linguistic States. Minority communities may be crushed. If 
not crushed they may be tyrannized and oppressed. They are sure to be 
discriminated against and denied equality before law and equal opportunity 
in public life.

The history of nations and the changes in their idealogies have been well 
traced by Lord Action :

“In the old European system, the rights of nationalities were neither recognized 
by governments nor asserted by the people. The interest of the reigning families, 
not those of the nations, regulated the frontiers, and the administration was 
conducted generally without any reference to popular desires. Where all liberties 
were suppressed, the claims of national independence were necessarily ignored, 
and a princess, in the words of Fenelon, carried a monarchy in her wedding 
portion.”

Nationalities were at first listless. When they became conscious :

“They first rose against their conquerors in defence of their legitimate 
rulers. They refused to be governed by usurpers. Next came a time when 
they revolted because of the wrongs inflicted upon them by their rulers. 
The insurrections were provoked by particular grievances justified by 
definite complaints. Then came the French Revolution which effected
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a complete change. It taught the people to regard their wishes and wants as 
the supreme criterion of their right to do what they like to do with themselves. 
It proclaimed the idea of the sovereignty of the people uncontrolled by the past 
and uncontrolled by the existing state.”

The caste is a nation but the rule of one caste over another may not be 
admitted to be the same as the rule of one nation over another. But supposing 
the case is not carried so far but is limited to majority and minority even 
then the question remains : What right has the majority to rule the minority?

The answer is that whatever the majority does it is right. What complain 
the minorities can haye ?

People who rely upon majority rule forget the fact that majorities are of 
two sorts : (1) Communal majority and (2) Political majority.

A political majority is changeable in its class composition. A political 
majority grows. A communal majority is born. The admission to a political 
majority is open. The door to a communal majority is closed. The politics 
of a political majority are free to all to make and unmake. The politics of a 
communal majority are made by its own members born in it.

How can a communal majority run away with the title deeds given to a 
political majority to rule ? To give such title deeds to a communal majority is 
to establish a hereditary Government and make the way open to the tyranny 
of that majority. This tyranny of the communal majority is not an idle dream. 
It is an experience of many minorities. This experience to Maharashtrian 
Brahmins being every recent it is unnecessary to dilate upon it.

What is the remedy ? No doubt some safeguards against this communal 
tyranny are essential. The question is : What can they be ? The first 
safeguard is not to have too large a State. The consequences of too large 
a State on the minority living within it are not understood by many. The 
larger the State the smaller the proportion of the minority to the majority. 
To give one illustration—If Mahavidarbha remained separate, the proportion 
of Hindus to Muslims would be four to one. In the United Maharashtra 
the proportion will be fourteen to one. The same would be the case of the 
Untouchables. A small stone of a consolidated majority placed on the chest 
of the minority may be borne. But the weight of a huge mountain it cannot 
bear. It will crush the minorities. Therefore creation of smaller States is a 
safeguard to the minorities.

The second safeguard is some provision for representation in the 
Legislature. The old type of remedy provided in the Constitution were 
(1) certain number of reserved seats and (2) separate electorates. Both these 
safeguards have been given up in the new Constitution. The lambs are shorn 
of the wool. They are feeling the intensity of the cold. Some tempering of 
the wool is necessary.
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Separate electorates or reservation of seats must not be restored to. It 
would be enough to have plural member constituencies (of two or three) 
with cumulative voting in place of the system of single-member constituency 
embodied in the present Constitution. This will allay the fears which the 
minorities have about Linguistic States.

PART V

THE NEED FOR A SECOND CAPITAL

CHAPTER 11

INDIA AND THE NECESSITY OF A SECOND CAPITAL

A WAY TO REMOVE TENSION BETWEEN 
THE NORTH AND THE SOUTH

Can India afford to have one Capital ? That India has now one capital does 
not close the question. If the Capital of India is not satisfactorily located, 
now is the time for considering the question.

Since the departure of the British, India has only one capital and that 
is Delhi. Before the British, India has always had two capitals. During the 
Moghal period, India had Delhi as one Capital and Shrinagar in Kashmir 
as another Capital. When the British came they too had two capitals, 
one was Calcutta and another was Simla. Even when they left Calcutta 
for Delhi, they retained Simla as their summer Capital. The two capitals 
maintained by the Moghuls and by the British were the results of climatic 
conditions. Neither the British nor the Moghuls were able to live in Delhi or 
in Calcutta continuously for 12 months. The summer months in Delhi were 
unbearable to the Moghuls. They made Shrinagar their second capital for 
summer months. The summer months in Calcutta were equally unbearable 
to the British. They, therefore, established a second capital. To these climatic 
conditions must now be added three other conditions. There was no popular 
Government when the Moghuls ruled or when the British ruled. Now we 
have popular Government and the convenience of the people is an important 
factor. Delhi is most inconvenient to the people of the South. They suffer 
the most from cold as well as distance. Even the Northern people suffer in 
the summer months. They do not complain because they are nearer home 
and they are nearer the seat of power. Second is the feeling of the Southern 
people and the third is the consideration of Defence. The feeling of the 
Southern people is that the Capital of their Country is far away from them 
and that they are being ruled by the people of Northern India. The third 
consideration is of course more important. It is that Delhi is a vulnerable 
place. It is within bombing distance of the neighbouring countries. Although 
India is trying to live in peace with its neighbours it cannot be assumed 
that India will not have to face war sometime or other and if war comes, 
the Government of India will have to leave Delhi and find another place for
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its location. Which is the place to which the Government of India can 
migrate ? A place that one can think of is Calcutta. But Calcutta is also 
within bombing distance from Tibet. Although India and China today are 
friends, how long the friendship would last no one can definitely say. The 
possibility of conflict between India and China remains. In that event Calcutta 
would be useless. The next town that could be considered as a refuge for 
the Central Government is Bombay. But Bombay is a port and our Indian 
Navy is too poor to protect the Central Government if it came down to 
Bombay. Is there a fourth place one could think of ? I find Hyderabad to be 
such a place. Hyderabad. Secunderabad and Bolarum should be constituted 
into a Chief Commissioner’s Province and made a second capital of India. 
Hyderabad fulfils all the requirements of a capital for India. Hyderabad is 
equidistant to all States. Anyone who looks at the table of distances given 
below will realize it :

From Delhi 
Miles

From Hyderabad 
Miles

To Bombay .. .. 798 440
To Calcutta .. .. 868 715
To Madras .. .. 1,198 330
To Karnul .. .. 957 275
To Trivendrum .. .. 1,521 660
To Patiala .. .. 124 990
To Chandigarh .. .. 180 1,045
To Lucknow .. .. 275 770

From the defence point of view it would give safety to the Central 
Government. It is equidistant from all parts of India. It would give satisfaction 
to the South Indian people that their Government is sometimes with them. 
The Government may remain in Delhi during winter months and during 
other months it can stay in Hyderabad. Hyderabad has all the amenities 
which Delhi has and it is a far better City than Delhi. It has all the grandeur 
which Delhi has. Buildings are going cheap and they are really beautiful 
buildings, far superior to those in Delhi. They are all on sale. The only thing 
that is wanting is a Parliament House which the Government of India can 
easily build. It is a place in which Parliament can sit all the year round 
and work, which it cannot do in Delhi. I do not see what objection there 
can be in making Hyderabad a second capital of India. It should be done 
right now while we are reorganising the States.

Hyderabad, Secunderabad and Bolarum should be constituted into a second 
capital of India. Fortunately, it can be very easily done with satisfaction to 
the whole of South India, to Maharashtra and to the Andhras.

This is another remedy for easing the tension between the North and 
the South.
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