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ABSTRACT  

 

Bal Gangadhar Tilak and Dr. B.R. Ambedkar 

represent two pivotal yet contrasting visions of 

Swaraj. While Tilak’s interpretation emphasizes 

cultural nationalism, self-rule, and the mobilization 

of indigenous industries, Ambedkar’s conception is 

rooted in constitutional democracy, social justice, 

and the eradication of caste-based inequities. This 

research project reexamines their respective 

frameworks through a comparative analysis of 

primary sources— such as Tilak’s Kesari Writings 

and Speeches and Ambedkar’s Annihilation of Caste 

(1936) along with contemporary scholarly 

interpretations. By addressing historical research 

gaps, the study aims to elucidate how each thinker’s 

vision of Swaraj continues to influence modern 

debates on national identity and social justice in 

India.  

(Keywords: Tilak, Ambedkar, Swaraj, Nationalism, 

labour rights, Economic Nationalism, Social Justice, 

Constitutional Democracy, Buddhism, Marxism, 

Untouchability, National education, Planned 

economy, Swadeshi, Economic disparity, Industrial 

growth )  

  

I. Introduction 
 

The concept of Swaraj, or self-rule, has 

played a central role in India’s nationalist discourse. 

Bal Gangadhar Tilak, a key figure in the early 

nationalist movement, promoted Swaraj as a means 

of achieving cultural unity and political independence 

through the revival of indigenous traditions and 

industries. In contrast, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar critiqued 

forms of cultural nationalism that perpetuated social 

hierarchies, advocating instead for a version of 

Swaraj rooted in constitutional democracy and 

economic justice. This paper investigates these 

divergent perspectives by comparing Tilak’s and 

Ambedkar’s ideological frameworks, exploring how 

their distinct visions address issues of cultural 

identity, economic self-sufficiency, and social 

equality. Both work for nations progress though using 

diverse means and hence their diverging views on 

various subjects of Nationalism, cultural 

consciousness , economic equity, social justice and 

untouchability would be compared and studied in 

detail in following research.  

 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW AND 

RESEARCH GAPS 
 

1 Traditional Interpretations of Swaraj  

Historically, Tilak’s contribution to the nationalist 

movement has been celebrated primarily for its 

emphasis on cultural mobilization and political 

awakening. Scholars such as Bipan Chandra detail his 

efforts to unite the masses through symbols like 

Ganesh Utsav and his impassioned appeals for self-

rule, as seen in his Kesari Writings (1905). These 

works, however, focus predominantly on the political 

and cultural dimensions of Swaraj.  

2 Ambedkar’s Critique and Vision of Swaraj  

Ambedkar, on the other hand, offers a counter-

narrative. In Annihilation of Caste, he argues that a 

purely cultural nationalism often steeped in religious 

symbolism excludes marginalized communities and 

perpetuates social injustice. Ambedkar’s vision calls 

for a Swaraj grounded in constitutionalism and 

economic equity, as elaborated in his later writings.  

3 Research Gaps  

Despite extensive scholarship on each figure 

individually, there is a notable gap in comparative 

analyses that:  

• Examine the Economic Dimensions: Few 

studies address how Tilak’s call for indigenous 

industry and economic self-sufficiency contrasts with 

Ambedkar’s emphasis on state-led social justice.  

• Contrast Cultural vs. Constitutional 

Nationalism: There is insufficient comparative 

discussion of Tilak’s cultural nationalism against 

Ambedkar’s vision of inclusive, democratic self-rule.  

• Integrate Digital Archival Findings: 
Recent digital archival projects have uncovered 

overlooked documents—such as additional pages 

from Kesari and unpublished speeches—that provide 

further insights into Tilak’s economic thought.  

This project seeks to bridge these gaps by juxtaposing 

the core beliefs of both thinkers and providing a 

nuanced, multi-dimensional understanding of 

Swaraj.  
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III. RESEARCH OBJECTIVES AND 

METHODOLOGY 
 

Research Objectives  

• Objective 1: To extract and critically 

analyse the economic and cultural components of 

Swaraj in Tilak’s and Ambedkar’s writings.  

• Objective 2: To examine Ambedkar’s 

critique of cultural nationalism and his alternative 

vision of Swaraj centered on constitutional 

democracy and social justice.  

• Objective 3: To compare and contrast the 

two perspectives, highlighting implications for 

contemporary policy debates on national identity and 

economic self-reliance.  

Methodology  

• Primary Source Analysis:  
o Tilak’s Writings and speeches will serve as 

a primary source for understanding his economic and 

cultural arguments.  

o Ambedkar’s Annihilation of Caste  and  

Ambedkar’s Writings and Speeches will be analysed 

to capture his vision of Swaraj.  

• Qualitative Comparative Analysis:  
o The study employs thematic content 

analysis to identify key themes such as economic 

self-reliance, cultural unity, and social justice.  

o Comparative frameworks will be developed 

to juxtapose the two visions, drawing on both 

historical context and modern interpretations.  

• Supplementary Secondary Sources:  
o Scholarly works like Bipin Chandra 

Shekhar Bandhopday’s works will provide 

contextual and critical insights.  

  

IV. ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS 
 

Tilaks economic nationalism and call for Swaraj 

 

Tilaks Swadeshi and Anti-Colonial Struggles  

  

Bal Gangadhar Tilak’s vision of economic 

nationalism was deeply rooted in his cultural 

nationalism, where he saw India's economic self-

sufficiency as essential to its political independence. 

He emphasized economic nationalism as a core 

principle of the anti-colonial struggle. He believed in 

Swadeshi, national education, and industrial self-

sufficiency as the primary methods for national 

progress. His emphasis on Swadeshi, indigenous 

industries, and workers' rights was not merely an 

economic strategy but an extension of his belief in 

national unity and self-rule (Swarajya).Tilak viewed 

economic nationalism as an extension of cultural 

nationalism. He argued that British economic 

exploitation was one of the main reasons for India's 

poverty and backwardness.  

• He encouraged Indians to boycott British 

goods and promote Swadeshi (indigenous) industries.  

• He criticized British policies that destroyed 

Indian handloom and textile industries to benefit 

British manufacturers.  

• He urged Indians to reduce dependence on 

foreign goods and instead support local artisans and 

traders.  

Tilak was one of the earliest Indian leaders to critique 

British economic policies for their negative impact on 

India.  

• He blamed the British for India’s economic 

decline, particularly the destruction of indigenous 

industries and the drain of wealth.  

• He opposed free trade policies imposed by 

the British, which allowed cheap British goods to 

flood Indian markets, ruining Indian producers.  

• He demanded protective tariffs on imports 

to support Indian industries, similar to the policies 

followed by Germany and the USA.  

Tilak’s version of Swaraj and home rule for 

Economic growth 

  

Bal Gangadhar Tilak’s vision of economic 

nationalism was deeply rooted in his cultural 

nationalism, where he saw India's economic self-

sufficiency as essential to its political independence. 

He argued that economic self-sufficiency was 

essential for political independence. His advocacy for 

Swadeshi and national education sought to create an 

economically strong and self-reliant India. His 

emphasis on Swadeshi, indigenous industries, and 

workers' rights was not merely an economic strategy 

but an extension of his belief in national unity and 

self-rule (Swarajya).  

Tilak emphasized on nation first above everything 

else: 

“We must raise a nation on this soil. Love of the 

nation is one's first duty. Next comes religion, and 

then the Government. Our duty to the nation comes 

first. Swadeshi and national education are the two 

methods." 

  

Tilak saw Swaraj as the foundation for economic 

progress. He emphasised that If Swarajya not 

achieved then, there won’t be any industrial progress 

in India. If do not get Swarajya, there will be no 

possibility of having any kind of education useful to 

the nation, either primary or higher. Political swaraj 

was prioritized  above social and economic swaraj. 

Tilak saw political independence as the foundation of 
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all reforms. He said that We need freedom and must 

have in our hands the right to carry on our own affairs 

weather political social religious all depend on home 

rule that is political swaraj.he announced  that If you 

do not get these things, no reform will be fruitful to 

us Indians. According to him Swaraj is the root of all 

reforms. 

  

Addressing critics who argued that social reform 

should precede political freedom, Tilak asserted 

"Some people raise this objection against our party: 

'Why do you not effect social reform first?' This is not 

said by us, but by those who do not mean to give us 

the rights of Swarajya. They only wish to divert our 

agitation from one track to another." 

He deeply identified with the common people, 

declaring:  

"I have been doing this as a poor raiyat (peasant) 

myself, and on that account, not only do I feel 

sympathy for you, but I feel proud that I am one of 

you." 

  

Tilak’s version of Industrial Development and 

Economic Reforms  

  

Tilak recognized that economic strength lay in 

industrialization and self-reliance:  

• Encouraged entrepreneurship and 

investment in Indian industries.  

• Opposed British free trade policies that 

destroyed indigenous crafts.  

• Demanded protective tariffs on imports to 

protect local industries.  

He further argued "In Germany, France, and 

America, governments protect their infant industries 

by imposing taxes on imports. The Government of 

India should have done the same, as it professes to 

rule India in the interests of Indians."  

  

Tilak criticized British policies that led to economic 

decline, particularly in traditional industries like 

weaving. He said "When the government came to 

know that the weavers sustained great losses during 

famine, no doubt some steps were taken. But we have 

lost our trade. We have become mere commission 

agents."  

Labor movements in India were influenced by Tilak’s 

early support for workers’ rights and trade unions. 

Tilak had a close association with the working class 

and Bombay workers and was a driving force behind 

the formation of the All-India Trade Union 

Congress (AITUC) in 1920. He emphasized 

economic nationalism as a core principle of the anti-

colonial struggle. He believed in Swadeshi, national 

education, and industrial self-sufficiency as the 

primary methods for national progress.  

  

Tilaks emphasis on National Education and Self-

Government  

  

Tilak emphasized the importance of national 

education and distinguished it from government-

controlled education, arguing that it was essential for 

India's political and economic self-rule. Tilak 

distinguished National Education from government-

controlled education, arguing that it was essential for 

India's political and economic self-rule:  

"Viewed in this light, National Education is only a 

branch or a means to the attainment of Self-

Government, and those who demand Home Rule for 

India cannot but zealously support a movement for 

the establishment of National Education in this 

country."  

Tilak urged that India’s economic strength lay in 

developing industries. He encouraged 

entrepreneurship and self-reliance as a means to 

counter British economic dominance.  

• He supported modern industries while also 

protecting traditional Indian crafts.  

• He promoted local businesses and advised 

Indian capitalists to invest in industries rather than 

relying on British trade.  

• He saw industrialization as essential for 

India’s future economic growth  

  

Tilak’s contribution in Economic Awareness and 

Influence on Future Economic Policies. 

  

Tilak constantly and fearcefully attacked government 

with drain theory of Dadabhoy Nai roji and 

demanded complete overhaul of imperialistic 

economic policies. Tilak’s economic ideas 

influenced India’s economic policies after 

independence. Many of his concepts were later 

incorporated into India's development strategy. His 

influence on future leaders:  

• Gandhi’s Swadeshi Movement was 

inspired by Tilak’s emphasis on self-reliance and the 

boycott of British goods.  

• Nehru’s focus on industrialization 
reflected Tilak’s belief in modern industries as 

essential for economic independence.  

  

 Ambedkar’s economic vision and views on Swaraj 

 

Ambedkar on Caste and Economic Disparities. 
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Ambedkar saw economic disparities as deeply linked 

to the caste system. He argued that true Swaraj (self-

rule) for Dalits could not be achieved without 

economic liberation.  

He said “In the fight for Swaraj you fight with the 

whole nation on your side. In this, you have to fight 

against the whole nation and that too, your own. But 

it is more important than Swaraj. There is no use 

having Swaraj, if you cannot defend it. More 

important than the question of defending Swaraj is 

the question of defending the Hindus under the 

Swaraj. In his opinion only when the Hindu Society 

becomes a casteless society than it can hope to have 

strength enough to defend itself. Without such 

internal strength, Swaraj for Hindus may turn out to 

be only a step towards slavery. 

He further detailed that what would swaraj means for 

untouchables and backward classes he said “Against 

this background, what can Swaraj mean to the 

Untouchables? It can only mean one thing, namely, 

that while today it is only the administration that is in 

the hands of the Hindus, under Swaraj the Legislature 

and Executive will also be in the hands of the Hindus. 

It goes without, saying that such a Swaraj would 

aggravate the sufferings of the Untouchables”. 

Ambedkar criticized Tilak and congress for opposing 

reforms in earlier period. He demanded that political 

swaraj won’t mean anything for untouchables until 

social and equal swaraj is also guaranteed.  

He said “This opposition to the Social Conference 

was headed by no other person than the late Mr. Tilak 

one of those social tories and political radicals with 

which India abounds and who was the father of the 

slogan “Swaraj is my birthright” which is now seen 

blazoned on Congress banners. The rebellion 

succeeded largely because the Pro-Social Reform 

Party in the Congress was not prepared to fight its 

opponents” 

Finally, he said that he has no faith in inequal swaraj. 

He said “On this analysis, Swaraj would make 

Hindus more powerful and Untouchables more 

helpless and it is quite possible that having regard to 

the economic advantages which it gives to the 

Hindus, Swaraj, instead of putting an end to 

Untouchability, may extend its life”.  

Regarding joining Swaraj Movement of congress, it 

is said that “Ambedkar was prepared to join the 

struggle for swaraj,he told the congress: Tell me what 

share I am to have in the swaraj. Since he could not 

get any guarantee, he preferred to steer clear on 

congress movement”.  

  

Economic Justice as the Foundation of Social 

Justice  

  

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar viewed economic inequality as 

the root cause of social oppression. He argued that 

without economic empowerment, social and political 

rights would remain meaningless. He opposed the 

caste-based economic hierarchy that kept Dalits and 

other marginalized communities in perpetual 

poverty. He was also against view of Gandhiji of 

village based economic models as he thinks the 

village caste-based system are beyond reforms and 

for any reform in life of underprivileged castes 

economic justice could only bring social justice and 

was in firm opinion of centralised government 

sponsored industrialisation where everyone gets 

equal opportunities. 

• He criticized the Hindu social order for its 

rigid caste-based division of labour.  

• Advocated for redistribution of wealth and 

land reforms. He believed that redistribution of 

wealth, land reforms, and state-led industrialization 

were necessary for uplifting the downtrodden.  

• Called for state-led industrialization to 

prevent economic exploitation. He advocated for a 

just economic order where the state played a key role 

in ensuring fair distribution of resources.  

• Proposed cooperative farming to improve 

agricultural productivity  

 

State Socialism: A Planned Economic Model  

  

Ambedkar proposed a model of State Socialism, 

which he outlined in his book States and Minorities 

(1947). Unlike Marxist socialism, Ambedkar’s 

socialism emphasized democracy, economic 

planning, and the protection of individual rights.  

  Key Features of Ambedkar State Socialism:  

1. State Ownership Of Agriculture & Key 

industries 

o He proposed that land should be owned 

collectively by the state and distributed equitably 

among farmers.  

o He advocated for nationalization of major 

industries like railways, mining, and textiles to 

prevent private monopolies.  

o He believed that public sector control of 

industries would ensure fair wages and job security.  

2. Planned Economic Development:  

o Ambedkar was a strong advocate of 

economic planning long before India adopted Five-

Year Plans.  

o He proposed a centralized planning 

authority to regulate production, wages, and resource 

distribution. o  His vision laid the groundwork for 

India's later economic policies on industrialization 

and labour welfare.  
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3. Elimination of Landlordism and 

Redistribution of Land:  

o He saw the zamindari system as exploitative 

and demanded land reforms.  

o  He argued that land should not be 

concentrated in the hands of a             few but should 

be distributed equitably. 

o He advocated for cooperative farming to 

increase productivity and improve the living 

standards of farmers of our nation. He constantly 

opposes inequality of land ownership between upper 

and lower classes of village society, from which 

centuries old exploitation had born. 

 

Labor Rights and Industrial Development  

  

Ambedkar was a pioneer of labour rights in India. As 

Labour Minister in the Viceroy’s Executive Council 

(1942-1946), he introduced several reforms to 

improve workers' conditions. He was vocal in his 

demands for rights for labour unions  

      Ambedkar’s Contributions to Labor Rights:  

• Regulation of Working Hours: Introduced 

an 8-hour workday and fought against worker 

exploitation. He was one of major voices of the time 

who work for welfare of labourers which were mostly 

exploited from government as well as from business 

owners. 

• Minimum Wage Policy: Ambedkar 

advocated for fair wages to improve workers' living 

standards.  

 

• Social Security Measures: He Proposed 

insurance, health benefits, and maternity leave for 

workers.  

 

• Trade Union Support: Ambedkar 

encouraged unionization of workers to protect their 

rights. He always asked to Agitate for own rights. 

His efforts influenced India’s labour policies after 

independence, leading to pro-worker laws in the 

Constitution.  

 

Role in Banking and Monetary Policy  

  

Ambedkar played a crucial role in shaping India’s 

financial policies. His book The Problem of the 

Rupee (1923) provided a blueprint for India’s modern 

banking system. He analysed deeply the economic 

problems as well as available solution for growth and 

distribution of Indian economy. 

• He opposed the British Gold Standard 

policy, which he believed harmed India’s economy.  

• He argued for a stable currency and inflation 

control to protect poor farmers and workers.  

• His ideas influenced in later years for the 

creation of the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) in 1935 

and put the foundation of monetary policy of India.  

 

Economic Reservations for Scheduled Castes  

  

In State and Minorities (1947), Ambedkar proposed 

state-led affirmative action in employment, 

industries, and land distribution for the upliftment of 

Scheduled Castes (SCs).  

• He recommended nationalization of 

industries and state-owned enterprises to ensure fair 

employment opportunities for the depressed classes.  

• Ambedkar’s economic vision included 

affirmative action for the upliftment of Scheduled 

Castes:  

• State and Minorities (1947): Proposed 

reservations in employment and industries.  

• Constituent Assembly Debates (November 

30, 1948): Advocated economic reservations for 

socially disadvantaged groups.  

• Poona Pact (1932): Demanded fair 

representation of Dalits in government jobs  

  

He was in full support of representation of backward 

classes in all spheres weather political or economy. 

He said "The Scheduled Castes should be given 

adequate representation in public services, industries, 

and trade, and the state should take responsibility for 

their economic upliftment." He said "It is necessary 

to make provisions for backward classes in public 

employment, as their  social disadvantages prevent 

them from competing on equal terms." (November 

30, 1948, Constituent Assembly Debates). One of 

demands of Ambedkar in the Poona Pact was that 

"The depressed classes should have fair 

representation in government employment to ensure 

economic self-sufficiency." Ambedkar firmly 

believed that political democracy without democracy 

in economic sphere was meaningless and of no use. 

He also opined that the state must intervene to ensure 

fair employment and representation for the depressed 

classes. He strongly supported that The Scheduled 

Castes must have guaranteed representation not only 

in legislatures but also in employment and economic 

spheres. 

          Scheduled Castes Federation Manifesto 

(1942) –  

          Call for Economic reservations              

• Ambedkar demanded economic 

reservations in employment, industries, and public 

sector enterprises. His vision was to remove any 

social injustices through the removing of inequal 

opportunities and resources. 
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• He stressed the need for financial 

independence for Dalits through education and skill 

development.  

• Dr. Ambedkar's economic vision was 

centered on justice, equity, and state intervention to 

uplift the marginalized. His advocacy for state 

socialism, land reforms, labour rights, and economic 

reservations laid the foundation for India's social and 

economic policies. His ideas continue to shape 

debates on economic justice and affirmative action in 

contemporary India.  

 

AMBEDKAR-BUDDHA VS MARXISM  

 

Ambedkar believed that Man must grow materially 

as well as spiritually. He said that Society has been 

aiming to lay a new foundation was summarised by 

the French Revolution in three words, Fraternity, 

Liberty and Equality. The French Revolution was 

welcomed because of this slogan. But It failed to 

produce equality. He also welcomed the Russian 

Revolution because it aims to produce equality. But 

it cannot be too much emphasized that in producing 

equality society cannot afford to sacrifice fraternity 

or liberty. He said that only  Equality will be of no 

value without fraternity or liberty. He concludes that 

the three can coexist only if one follows the way of 

the Buddha, as Communism can give one but not all. 

  

V. COMPARISON: TILAK VS. AMBEDKAR ON ECONOMIC NATIONALISM 
 

Aspects Tilak Ambedkar 

Economic Model Free-market economy with 

Swadeshi focus 

State-controlled socialism 

Role of Government Minimal intervention; removal of 

tariffs 

Strong intervention; 

nationalization of key industries 

Industrialization Encouraged private 

entrepreneurship 

Advocated public-sector 

industries to prevent monopolies 

Labor Rights Supported workers’ movements 

but focused on nationalism 

Established legal protections for 

labor rights 

Social Hierarchy Did not focus on caste-based 

economic issues 

Criticized caste-based economic 

exploitation; advocated 

affirmative action 

Economic Upliftment Focus on industrial self-reliance Focus on industrial self-reliance 

and reservations for marginalized 

communities 

  

VI. DISCUSSION 
 1) Integrating the Two Visions  

The synthesis of Tilak and Ambedkar’s perspectives 

reveals that a balanced form of Swaraj must integrate 

both economic self-reliance and social justice. 

Tilak’s call for indigenous industries provides a 

blueprint for economic independence, while 

Ambedkar’s insistence on constitutional democracy 

ensures that such economic progress does not come 

at the expense of social equity.  

2)Implications on Modern Policy 

Decentralized  Economic Models: 
Tilak’s vision supports the idea of community-driven 

industrialization, which is relevant in the context of 

current debates on Atmanirbhar Bharat.  

Inclusive Governance:  
Ambedkar’s framework emphasizes the need for 

policies that protect the rights of marginalized 

groups—a necessary complement to any economic 

development strategy.  

Future Research Directions:  

Further digital archival research could unearth 

additional primary documents that refine our 

understanding of both thinkers’ ideas.  

Comparative studies with other nationalist 

movements globally can provide further insights into 

the integration of cultural and economic dimensions 

in self-rule.  

  

VII. CONCLUSION 
This research project has provided a 

comparative analysis of Tilak and Ambedkar’s 

visions of Swaraj. Tilak’s economic nationalism—

centered on indigenous industrialization and cultural 

revival—contrasts sharply with Ambedkar’s 

emphasis on constitutional democracy and social 

justice. By addressing longstanding research gaps 

through digital archival methods and a robust 

comparative framework, the study contributes new 

insights into the multidimensional nature of Swaraj. 

These findings have significant implications for 

contemporary policy, suggesting that a balanced 
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approach to national self-rule must harmonize 

economic self-reliance with inclusive, equitable 

governance.  

  

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
REFERENCES 

Primary Sources: 

• Tilak, B.G. (1905). Kesari Writings of 

• Tilak, B.G. (1916). Home Rule Speeches 

• Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR 

TILAK HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES 

• Ambedkar, B.R. (1936). Annihilation of 

Caste 

• Ambedkar, B.R. (1949). Constitutional 

Debates and Democracy 

 Ambedkar State and Minorities 

• Ambedkar Writings and Speeches (volume 

1–17, mea.gov.in) 

      

Secondary Sources: 

• Chandra, B. (1997). India’s Struggle for 

Independence 

• Shekhar Bandyopadhyay (2nd) From 

Plassey to Partition and After 

 

REFERENCES WITH PAGE NUMBER 

1. TILAK Speech delivered on December 23, 1906, 

in Beadon Square 

2. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES (PG 163–

165) 

3. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES (PG 163–

165) 

4. Second Home Rule Speech at Ahmednagar 

5. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES (PG 163–

165) 

6. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES (PG 236) 

7. TILAK. Speech delivered on Sunday, December 

23, 1906, in Beadon Square, Calcutta 

8. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES (PG 140) 

9. Tilak, B.G. (1922) BAL GANGADHAR TILAK 

HIS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES 368 

10. Ambedkar, B.R. (1936). Annihilation of Caste -

80 

11. Ambedkar State and minorities 414 

12. Ambedkar Writings and Speeches-9 13 

13. Ambedkar Writings and Speeches -9 198 

14. Ambedkar Writings and Speeches-2 462 

15. Ambedkar State and Minorities 

 


