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Ts The Jana Sangh Really Aﬂ%;fCQmmunist ? ) 5:
: ' ---Dilip Chitre. '
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Is the Jana Sangh réally anti~commmist ? This question has been
psked and answered variously during the last few years but today
it has gained sharp relevance due to the dramatic developments
following the last Presidential election and culminating in a
crack in the ruling Congress party, Bveryone except the most
naive already know well that Mrs Indira Gendhi's government is
crypto-commnist, sly and opportunistic. Mrs Gandhi, whom many
people wishfully expected to go to pieces after the split in the
Congress, has proved that she is the best political tactician in
the country,able to exploit the short-sighted opportunism of her-
supposed rivals to manipulate things in her own favour, It is also
an established communist practice to use any suitable strategy in
order to subvert the politics of a country from within, Even when
the tenets of their own ideology do not seem to permit it, the
communists employ tactics of such a kind that-they join fgreces
with those whom they theoretically consider/}eactionaries and
enemies of communism, In India the communists have often joined
forces with communelists, exploited the politics of caste to their
own adventage and formed coalitions with their theoretically sworn
enemies, lirs Gandhi is the ablest Indian exponent of Leninist tactics
and strategy, branded communist leaders being no comparison to her
in that respect. Today, her socialist bandwagon is supported by
her crypto-communist Congressmen and communists outside her officigl
Z:E?;uizzdggggggggsible :? confuse furth%? the chronically

i parties of India making them support her on

1ssues critical to her stey in power such as the nationalisation
of banks.

But there are many formidable political observers in this country

Who believe that the real and final struggle for power in this |
country is between the well-organized communists and the equally
Well-orgenized communalists--- the Jana Sangh in particular. | N



[ 4

- T = T

S ®
4

‘ th-piece of the Jana Sangh, Organis _
'In dheins ? 4 M between

g EZ&L er .Loftily
e real battle in India is.;
Hinduism and Gommunism;'. But on llarch 12, 1967, the same paper'
nede a cautious gesture of cougtﬁﬁ& to the communists by saying,
11 There is not much in common between the Bharatiya Jana Sangh
and the Communist Party of India. But we are all children of Bharat
Mata and we are 2ll heirs to the spirit of the twentieth century.
That sure is @ some base to try to build on 11, This was supported
by an even more rewealing declaration: '! Perhaps the present
encounter will not only make the Bharatiya Jana Sangh more radical
and the C.P.I. more national, not unwelcome end-results,'’

declared, '!

The courtship is mutual as shown by the C.P.I.'s

reciprocal gestures,'The Review of the Fourth General Elections'

by the Hational @ouncil of the C.,P.I. noted the increase in the votes
won by the Jana Sangh and deplored that the C.P.I. had adopted a
tipigid and inflexible '' attitude on electoral adjustments with

the Jana Sangh. It suggested that '' we sghould have taken a flexible
line and tried for adjustments ...'' since the Jana Sangh was
gaining a '' mass base which included vast sections of the
disillusioned bourgeoisie, students, traders, shop-kegpers and
professional classes,'' The C.P.I. even made a swiwslm distinction
between the Swatantra Party end the Jana Sangh by.observing that

't there are contradictions between the two which cannot be eagily
resolved and enti-communism is not proving efficacious under the

impact of the popular and anti-Congress upsurge and the election

results,'! :
hnd»hdvt
The Swatantra Party had also beenkfrien ly gestures to the Jana

Sangh based on the theory that the Jana Sangh was anti-communigt
and therefore, as the only other right-wing party, was closer in
ideology to the Swatantrs Party than to any other political party.
The Swatantra leader, Mr M.R, Masani.was quick and perceptive
enough to glean, from reports and comments in the cryptp-communist
Weelly LIHK , that the communists were Wooing the Jana Sangh with
exceptional fervour and some sections of the Jana Sangh leadership

Yy 1967,he warned the
uch courtship. Except

Were even beginning to respond to them, In Jul
Jana Sangh of the disturbing implications of s
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; Jana Sangh
for r Balra] Madhok, none of the top 1eaders of the h

5. e Jana @8
seemed to prefer the swatentra Party to the commuzi;;ﬂ;hzhf01low1né ey
Sangh's President, Nr Atal Behari Vajpayee, e:en'#’!"g o
astonishing gesture : " TIf the Right Communis ihe-im rEESion .
change thémselves, and they have really given Rl Er e .
of being responsive to popular sentiments and 0. i ttBChment o
away from the Marxist dogmas and extra—ter?itirla fath: alter;ative
opposition AxFnvegyMee night become the mainstay o ‘
government, " ( The Times of India, August 14, 1967.).

Either the Jana Sangh is gullible in its tactics
oryonce its Hindu chauvinism is accepted;iit can even become a
Hindu communist party ! One would ncti?elfeve that the Jana Sangh
is tactically gullible. If it were, it could not have spread its
net so successfully and so wide in Northern, Western and Central
India. It has better cadres than any other party in India except
the C.P.I.(M). It-hm¥&ﬁfafmﬁﬁliiﬂ’spell over middle and lower-
middle class Hindus. It has an impressive militant organisation ,
.lik%;the R.S.S. as its backbone. And with Hindu revivalism gaining
rapidly in strength, it has as much populer motivative appeal as
slogans of socialism , In gﬁﬁsgﬁiﬁ?’ in mass violence, the ?nly
effective motivational Heekmiquas used recently have been either
communalist or Maoist, This is not accidental: Hindu society is
remarkably suceptible to cultural chauvinism, even its regiona%
and linguistic forms, Nor is Hindu society immune to communism
and other forms of totalitarian rule, being authoritarian and
individual-negating in its outlook.

What one is witnessing today is therefore a mutually guarded but
definitely discergiole adoption of the tactics of contingent
alliance by the"éﬁmmunists end the Jana Sangh. Both perhaps beliew
thaﬁ;once they are in power, they can get the better of their
electoral allies. They have experimented with such partnerships
but neither are in a position to assess the tangible  benefits of
such alliances in the present confusion in Indian polities,
There is,of course,an alternative interpretation
possible, Considering that in the present state the lack of an
the liberal demotratic ethic does
Not even exist in Indian society, Indian politics are bound to
bogome more and more populistic and not genuinely democratic.
éﬁ?;gy even lead to a chauvinistic brand of communisit evolving
in India juet as i1t has evolved in China., In that event, it is

adult,wellwcared=for soci ety,



deologies of the Jana Sangh and the

te a chauvinistic brend of

be anti-Jewish, if the

ans, it is not impossible

even poseible that the 1
communists will converge to crea
. communism, If Russian communists can
Maoist Ghinese can clash with the Russi
for India to have Hindu Communists,

PR

The Jana Sengh, while it favours state;bontrol, lacks a coherent

econonic ideology.

BT O LT

That the Jena Sangh was enti-communist was perhaps a mygafagsggbpn
the fact that the Jana Sangh leaders themselves declare ‘Eg_in the
past, This éupposed staunch anti-communism of the Jana Sangh was
further romanticized by other rightists, moTe wishfully by certain
sections of the Swatantrs party. But this was naive, Friendship on
the simple basis of a shared anti-communism, as proved decicively
by the rise of Hitler, is dangerous. On the other hand, as Nehru's
blunders have proven equally decicively,frienship with the communigis
4ﬁﬁsolely on the ground# of an egalitarian inclination, is equally
dangerous, Communalist neo-fascists and communists have one thing
\ in common, Both are totalitarian in attitude and unscrupulous in |
tactics, The commnists have seldom backed a wrong horse: fThey E
usually maeke an ass of the winning horse by owning it after the |
/ _Face is won.}OutWardly, they only woo others under the label of a
united front against the forces of reaction; beneath the surface,
they infiltrate the very roots of their temporary allies' cadres
in order to perform well-timed, spectacular coups.“fis ToOUMtTy —— 1

Successfully woo its leaders and simultaneously infiltrate and
indoctrinate its cadres. '

And why ﬂo?ﬂdivision: in the Lok Sabha during 1967-68 on
/ﬁoclo—ﬂconomlc issues show thaﬁ}in contrast with the Swatantra
ot

Party,the Jana Sangh has been increasingly leaning towards economi ¢

radicalism. Indeed, when declaring that g merger of the Jana Sangh

with the Swetant ; ; J 5
S S Watantra Party was ruled out, the Jana sangh leader,
mr.Manii

lesh nf@)wqde the disti i : :
: ' : , listinetion that while the Jana Sang !
believed in contfnlled economy, Swatantra believed in free o

enterprise, If one were to compare recent 'ideological' statements
by prominent Jana Sangh leaders with earlier expressions of Jana
Sangh ideology, one finds a noticeable sprinkl &"§f radical
terninology in recent dictg. It may be that the Jana Sangh
i:zd;zzozzz: t: influence thein communist counterparts equally
sl convza e them into the }ntricacies of Hindu cultural

. rsely, one can vigualize Jana Sajigh cadres

- - -



: l Tenin fand inding
reciting the Vedas an
simultaneously Tdeological rationalisations

blances.
hitherto undiscovered resem .
are_osky the superstructure of communist rule: beneath them lies

the communist mode of operation, methods of gaining and holding
political power ruthlessly and a%,g’éhrewdly. Single-track
nass-persuation and propaganda are certainly not a minor

communist wespon. Once they come to power by partnering.
ideologically uncertain electoral allies like the Jana '

they can easily control most sF—wse important policiés’//The only
difficulties.the communists have encountered so far in dealing
with the Jana Sanﬂ.' ige gomecWM foreign pO,lJ,lcy issues.,

The Chines gressi AL_.he Soviet Union's decision to supply

ms to Pakistan in breach of the Teshkent mpderstanding, the

ﬁgjmmunists' pro-Arab stance in the Arab-Israeli conflict-—- all .
these are issues on which the Jana Sangh's Hindu chauvinism s‘»\owd
wmsswen ctrongly hostile reactions. But the Jana Sangh's own
foreign policy, if it has any, is very naive and simple. It may
geem pro-Israel only.because the Arab world is Muslim/>whereas

tH® Swatantra is pro-Israel because the U.A.R. is in the clutches
of the Soviet Union and sees in Rugsia's lliddle Eastern ambitions
an eventual threat to democracy in India. In some ways, both these
parties have text-book attitudes to the extreme complexities of
international power politics, The Jana Sangh is as much anti-U.S.
as it claims to be anti-Soviet: for it is basically chauvinistic.
SWatantra, on the other hand, needlessly comes out with sophisticated
support to the U.S. involvement in Viet Nam, thus lending itself to
the charge that it is a pro-American party hardly concerned with
India's own problems. The Swatantra Party's ideological battle with
the communists is needlessly too 'international' in spirit and the
communists have cleverly exploited this to their advantage by
persuading the Jana Sangh and the Indian intelligentsia at large
that hot Onlﬁfﬁ?gagggggl@as extra-territorial loyalties but that

Swatantra's sole political objective is to sell India down the

river fo Western #apseass capitalist imperialism, With a massive

Propaganda machinery at its command, the C.P.I. is actually making
use of Hindu chauvinism %o alienate India from the West. Its

double-talk with the Jena Sangh on this score has perhaps been an
inportant element in Jana Sangh!

8 decision to move away from
Swatantra and closer to the Con

munists,



The &epth to which the communists have influenced Jana
. e fact that, as reported in

an be gauged from th
Sangh thinking c & Jana Sangh leaders declined

" ugtad Timeg, 1969,
in Hindustau Times of Nay 17,
to meet the Home Minister when the latter had invited opposition
" In fact,

parties to discuss neasures to deal with the Naxalites.
during the last three years, various Jana Sangh leeders including
the Jana Sangh President, Hr A.B. Vajpayee, have blandly declﬁr?d
that they do not mind co-operating with the communists on & minimumn
progranmne, With the talk of Hindu socialism, like the talk of Arab
socialism, already much in the air, one can even expect the Indian
communists to persuade the Jana Sangh that the Soviet Union is less
of a foreign power to India than the U.§., Thus, even chauvinism can

be taken care of. .

The Jana Sangh may noé be oa ﬁie waglgsigﬁggzigg gradually communist.
I 8

but it is certainly notkegti-com any moré. This has devastating
implications for the future of Indian politics, Through Mrs Gandhi,
the ﬁ%imunists have already brought their Trojan Horse into Delhi,
This is just one prong of a multi-prong operation aiming to subvert
democracy in India. Mrs Gandhi's drive for nationalisation igs already
gaining the willing or embarassed gupport of the democratic socialist
parties. Thay) helps her and herﬁégimunist advis@rs to gain further
controlf e nation's politics through greater economic controls
vested in the State. This also makes the opposition chaotic. The
Agposit ongressﬁf%ity commands limited popularity.
SWatantra remaine the only democratic party committed to free
enterprise and a welfare state., The democratic socialists have

no sharply dist%;gﬁive ideology to offer in contrast with the
ruling @ongress Party and the ggmmunists.

If the Jana Sangh were really socialist and equally really
s anti-Communist, it would be close to the democratic socialists
;iﬂh“ and would have nothing to do with the commmists, If they were
“?ujs rea?lg 'rightist', they would join hand with Swatantra*Pn the
J_ / national level and Er=the various regional populist parties of
rightist leanings on the regional level: but then again, <mie -rkn?

would not only avoid alliances with the communists but would

actually try to thwart thei ies, Within the Jansa Sangh

lead i = -
tatETShlpp S?!0n §;EPt1 Communist is Profes .Bal Raj<Madhok.
A he ].a:sﬂ:'l val c8ession of the Janag S e pu igﬁ’léd;_'_——_—‘ a-
pamphlet tf, ing
en 1tled,aptly," Changing
L= ]

S b Circumstances and the Bharatiya

ST He criticised nis party's opportunism in the nanme of
Politics and referred to the last Presidential

was 1
awieftﬁpedriraﬁeaym501%g conflict between the communist
C the Rightist parties in India.In the same p

election which
~dominated
amphlet Professor



Madhok advocated an alliance of his party with the Opposition
Congress and the Swatantra Pabyy. But the Jana Sangh's leadership
censured him severely for this pamphlet Wﬁi;zfﬂlso contained
sharp criticism of the Soviet Union and theommunists, He was
compelled to withdraw the pamphlet and even forced to deny that

it was circulated.

If this wé#%:any indication of the shape of things to come, one
can venture to guess that jhowever ﬁell—organised, Hindu
chauvinists are far too ﬁé?ve to withstand the subversive

but persuasivegommunists Who may, one day, defeat them from
Within, After all, haven't the}gfmmunists contributed to caste
politics in India and Bgwe—satisfied such incongrous bedfelloWs
as the Muslim League ? The Jana Sangh's vitel statistics by way
of popular hold will certainly make them desirable, glbeit
temporary, bedfellows for the shrewd commnists,



