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Question: Will it be correct to describe the Swatantra Party = }k
India's Comservative Party? .

( ¥y ) |
Asnswer: The answer is "yea' and 'no'. There no doubt tlat there "\
are genuinely conservative elements in the Swatantra party. Pirhaps -
EKajeji and Dr. Munshi sight be examples of that trend, On the other handy
there are others in the Swatantra party like myself who would object to {
being called conservatives and who are liberals. FProf. Ranga and mysef
#rosmbdy belong to that trend. Mt.hpmbcu-mbmoimﬂ\'i
intersational of Peagants' Parties in Europe, most of whose memb
nov in exile from ecumunist oppression. I have been a patron of{, that
Liberal International for over a decade now, having been

landed peasants in India. That is from where most of our vates come r
and all cur elected M.Ps snd M.L.As derive their strength. DBasically,
1 would say we are the liberal-conservative-peasants' parey of India.

the

Q If the Ssatantra party comes to power, will it hand over
existing public sector to the private industrialists or
reduce ite scope and operations?

Az Qur party's manifesto in 1962 said that wherever we found

a state momopoly, we would throw the field open to competition while

not disturbing the existing institutions., Thus, for imstance if we *

that the LIC or the IAC is not doing badly, we would not disturb the

structure of those organisations, but we would certainly throw the

of life insurance and civil aviation opea to competidion to any ot

who wish to enter the field on equel terms. Wherever we find Sta.
tions making big lessces or unable to deliver the goods o

basis of efficient profit-making, we wo.ld them certainly think

privatisation as has been done in | s Japan and other cov

we might put shares of that company on the market and invite ¢

to take over the company to make it a Profit-making enterprie

thus see that we aré flaxible, We 4o not wish to dis or

State euterprices unless (b) they are monopolies and :x) the

incompetent and losing money for the publie. .

Q - That is about the status quo, Would yuu liké
Sector to go in for more heavy industry ete-

As We would noi, in view of the p~-+
this countiry with what ie ceiled the 1
sector. We would r=fuse to alle

taxatior or foreign loans t~ *

Tor instance, we oppore

Waateful projert.

Profit, we
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tion of nationalisation or denatiomalisation depe
< ?:“ 2:.;“ :::d. whether it is run efficiently. What about
th; Indian Railways - can we say that it is run very efficiently?

The Indian Railways are a most inefficient monopoly. If it
::l not for the fact that they have used this momopoly to throttle ;.:l h:::.
back road transport, they would have been out of business by now. ¥y
used in & most cruel and reactiomary manner their lobbying power with the
Government to stop road competition from developing. Therefore, I do not
consider them to be a wellerun State enterprise. To start with, I would
like to convert the ¥ailway Board into a statutory corperation free from
day-to=day Govermmental intereference and give them a chance to put th'iill
bouse in order. I believe that what India needs is a Dr. Beaching who w
rationalise the Railways and throw the field open to enterprising road
development.

Can an underdeveloped country like India progress quickly if
- the State does not undertake development projects in a big way?

Al It can progress more gquickly if the State keeps out from mucking

up the position. We believe that the more inderdeveloped a country is,

the more it needs private initiative and enterprise on the part of the people.
f. Galbraith, a great planner and socialist, accepts this in his book

Affluent loeiotx." while asking for more public enterprise in a highly

developed country like America, he at the same time mays in a paragraph

that in an underdeveloped country or backward country, such as India, with

the possible exception of law and order, everything else should be left to

popular enterprise and not to State enterprise. So, I would say that it is

Just because India is underdeveloped that she cannot afford the luxury of

wasteful State enterprise and must rely on the dynamism of the people to
_,jz:ranno production.

Q But if the dynsmism is lacking in the people, what will you do?

At I don't agree that the dynamism is lacking, I think the Indian
people are intelligent and dynamic and the very fact that they have survived
18 years of the most reactionary, strangulating state capitalist pattern

and that they have not gone under like Indonesia or Ghana, proves that they
have got the vitality which can overcome even these reactionary policies.

Qi Do you visualise some co-ordination between the State and
Private enterprise?

At I do not understand the word co-ordination, The State has a role
to play ani the entrepreneurs have a role to play. The role of the sntrepre
neurs is to produce goods and services that the people of India require, of

g°0d quality at a cheap price at a profit. The role of the St
provide the infrastructure. e

That means they have to o -
drinking and irrigetion, elegtric power tnr’hoth agrlﬂzlz::: n;;.;n:::trx.
kinde ineluding the provision of good roads,
chnical training., If the State provides these
B8 on which the whole economiec structure can be
can safely leave the reat to the pPeople. The 2ed thing is

elements of the foundatio.
rearcd thenm 4t
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hile bling in making things from ice cream machines
:,:.:e::;,':t:::lutl::b its fundamental obligations in every respecte.
Look at the disgraceful road systemj the lack of electric power; the
lack of érinking water; and for irrigation we have to depend on the e
monsoons S0, the default of the State in performing its primary function
is so tragic that for the time being at least it should concentrate on
performing ite own task and leave others to perform their tasks.

Q What are §3|o tasks, Sir?

ds

A3 The tasks for others, as I tcld you, is to produce the goo

and services that the people of Iudia require, the consumer's requirements
at low cost with good quality and maximum profit.

Qt Just now you said that a backward country can progress only
with the help of private enterprise. In that case, how would
you account for the progress of the Soviet Union and
Chechoslovakia?

A I question the progress of the Soviet Union. It is a miserable
failure. The Soviet Union has been a success only in armaments, space
jrogramme and steel., In everything else it has failed to deliver the

goods to the people. And there is nothing better to prove our point

than the miserable failure of the Soviet Union to satisfy any of the
objectives with which Lenin and Trotsky started. Lenin and Trotsky started
with the objective of prosperity and a higher standard of life for the
people and a free and equal society. In all these respects, whether you
take agriculture = they cannot even produce enocugh food for their people
inspite of the adventages of ample land and a small agricultural population
and mechanisationj whether you take housing which is a scandal in Moscow
and other ¢ities of the Sovies Union} whether you look at the vast
inequalities between the classes, which exceed those in the United States
and other capitalist countries; whether you regard the secret police and
the terror which prevails though in a modified form now - it is quite

clear that the Soviet experiment is a failure. And that is exactly what

we are relying on to show that there is no known example of a State
capitalist pattern giving a risin; standard of life comparable to what has
ia fact been achieved during the same period - since the October Revolution -
in the United 3tates, in Scandinavia, France, Germany, Belgium, Holland,

Japan, Australia and New Zealand with peoples' enterprise and a limited
role for the State.

Qs Do you think there is need for ceiling on all incomes and

statutory curbs on the expansion of what is called nopoly
business in the country? %

:: Now there are two elements mixed up in it.
concerned, there is no opponent more staunch than
That is b-an';lt we place a very high v T

alue on competition
life. We would, thsrefore, be very happy to Jninpu ;:uﬁ :.::1:;::::;1
;n German or American lines against cartels and monopolies whether in the
tate or in the private sector., The other quostion of gellings iz entir
worelated to woncpolies. FMonopoly has nothing to do with size. ol

fo far as monopoly

el
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with the absence of competition. Therefore, the who

::ﬁs:: :: ceilingsis misconceived. We do not want ceilings of.m =
kind The sky should be the limit. What we want is a floor.

e e & minimun subsistence level which this wretched socialist pattern
has failed to provide after 20 long years. We would, therefore, ’
establish a floor for the income of rural workers (the landless labourers),
the urban workers, (the industrial workers) and then leave the chiling as
high as we can so that the people may try to reach for the stars.

That is how nations are made, by aiming high. In other words, as -
somebody has said, "It is not failure but low aim that is a erime.

The 1%-. of the Comgress regime has been A low aim,

Qu To ensure such a floor level in income, will mot the State
have to intervene in economic matters?

Az Wolmuch. The floor has been raised the highest in the United
States, where workers cwn chares and stack, where almost every working
class family now has two cars and all the comforts and luxuries of life.
There was no State intervention worth mentioning in attaining that floor,
I am not saying that there should be no refulation, Of course, there
must be, There must be minimum regulztion and control ¢ to stop anti-social
practices. The Swatantra Party manifesto says clearly that the role of
the State is to step in when there is anti-sosial activity, profiteering,
exploitation of labour and things of that kind. 5o please doa't
misunderstand - we are for regulation by the community and the State,

but it must be minimum and maximum regulation as at present.

Q! The Prime Minister was reported teo have said socon after
assumption of power that only a Left-oriented Government

would have the support of the masses in India., What is
your view of this proposition?

At I hold exactly the reverse view. That is, if the masses were
left to themselves, they would want a eamservative liberal orientation.
It 4s the upper class, the new class"™ which Mrs. Gandhi reprecents,
the class of exploiters of the peasants and workers, who want a soecalled
Left-oriented government. We should turn here to Djilas and his book

¢ New Class.” Just as the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia have a new class
of commissars who talk of comsunism and expoit the masses, according to
the communist leader Djilas himself (for saying which he is serving a

ten-year sentence), so in India we have a new class of Congress politicians
and officials who are corrupt and businessmen who are pwop:::d tgopiny

ball with these two. The Malaviya-Serajuddin model is one; Biju Patnaik-

Mitra and their wives is another; Pratap Singh Kairon and his sons ie

::e :hird;I:nkalh: Gnln; H:ha-nid and his brothers is another.
@ new class pi peoples in office and veople in business ining hands

to exploit the consumers and the peasants. pm-uqi:.m

of_this—clans

nt
o It is the elite, the new ruling class, a section of the

intelligentia that is in power that will not ee to thing but
called Left-oriented government. Our grilttl:E:upport.:: among tho‘ v
peasants; our weakest support is in the cities and that is proved b

the '62 elections. The Swatantra Party could carry only rursl -ant: and
:;; & single urban seat sither for Parliament or in State Assemblies.

wed



represen do
m:mcmmwpuutnu-mmt
nt-tﬂthp::&l-mhvmmtuutmtpu. We hope to make
:-mu gains, but I thizk you will find that the big cities are
mituu-nﬁmumhm-hmmmmehn.m
] of propaganda are all concentrated therej
- hope to find the biggest support.

Qe May we know the basis of the alliance betweesn the Jana Sangh
and

There is no alliance whatsoever between the Swatantra Party
:;lmlmlnmuwphnhm This is a tragic misunderstanding,
al tried to correct this a hundred times publicly and privately.
All that the Swatantra Party is tvying to do is to limit the distortiouns of
the electoral and party system. As you are aware, the majority in the
Lok Sabha is eatirely fraudulent. It was elected by people only 44.72 per
ceut of whom voted for the Congress Party. But the result was that the
Gongress Party got 73 per cent of the seats in the Lok Sabha, and they
have asbused this to carry Constitutionzl .amendments which they had no
right to do. hﬂﬁi’m Sangh is not the only perty with which we have an
understanding; we are trying to dewvelop esimilar understandings' with the DHK,
Akali Dal, the Republican Party, the Jana Congress in Orisca and the
Kerala Congress in Kerala, and so on. We are trying to develop these
understundings or adjustments with all democratic Opposition parties,

80 that by getting out of each other's way and allocating constituencies

wa may get a somewhat fairer Lok Sabha which represents a little lecas
inagcurately the wishes of the people. In other words, this i1s a dewice

to get rough proportional representation or what is called in France

“the second ballot". We are trying to hold the second ballot in advance

to find out who should get out of the way in favour of whom. That is all
that is goulemplated. There will be no alliance, no common campaigning
between us mnd the Jans Sangh. Each party will campaign on its own platform
and support its own manifasto. 6o, the very assumption which you have is
completely unfounded.

1
3

Qt 8ir, you say the Swatantra Party gets the bulk &f its support
from the peasants. Is the Swatantra Party also working amorg tls
working class and does it also aepire to be a working class party?

Al Yes, in the long run. That 4s a long process. We are trying
to serve industrial labour while refusing to join the race to capture them
and exploit them. Whatever the Communiete, the Congress and the Socialists
may do, each with ite own trade union - the AITUGC, INTUC, and the

S5 - we counsider these to be party organizations and not geauinely

working clase =50Wr organizations. We have asked our workers not to

try to capture trade unions, not to become their presidents and general
Secretaries as workers of other political parties do, but to oifer their
Services to the workers in helping their economic cause. Ve are begianing
to got appreciation and response from an inereasing number of honest-to-good
trude unioca functiomaries and elements, dut this is n long term approach.
Since we do nut want to cash in on our labour support, we may have to

SCcept a seli-denying ordiance, may be for another five or te ars
::-:: are indicamiions that more and more trade unions have reZli:ed ;o are
*ir best friends and I should imapgine both in thims slection and in future

..‘
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elections we shall get more and more trade union support inspite of
the so-called central organizations who are plugging the line of their
own respective parties.

Qs How can India achieve self-sufficiency in food in the quickest
possible time? Are you in favour of joint stock companies
entering the farming field?

At Our understanding is that the most efficient form of agricultural
production is peasant proprietorship. We believe that a man and his femidy
farming & reasonably-sized plot of land have proved to be the most productive
source of cultivatiom. Now this is not based on any -bri.or:l. preference on
our part. It is based on the facts of life. If you will kindly refer to
the published literature of the Food and Agricultural Organization, you
will find the comparative statistics of foodgrains production throughout
the :.:'ﬁ‘ia :ou will find that the highest crop of rice per acre in the
wor ormosa, Taiwan. The second highest in the world is Japan
The farms there are small, In Japan the average, I believe, is two u;n
per land and yet out of two acres or less of wet land the Japanese farmer
is able to produce so much as to live a comfortably middly-class life.
In Formosa aleo there is a ceiling of seven acres and imspite of that the
output is the highest, Then you go a little lower in the scale, Denmark and
other smaller countries of Europe including Britain. On the lower part of
the scale you to the talis
go capi t, large-scale mechanised farms in the
United States where cultivation is done efficiently on joint stock company
lines, Towards the end there is the wreitslied Soviet Union with its collective
;::;;: n::: is being forced to sell gold to get food for its starving
. mmeag-the—lowest-Llies—india—anid—ef-—course the lowest of
low is Communist China. BNow from this you will find that t po. ¢ 7.
he establish
::. productivity in agriculture is more or less in inverse proportion to.d "
sise of the farm and this is true whether it is capitalisa or communist
Isme bave nothing to do with it. It is a question of function. This is h;
because agriculture is an operation that requires love and ful tending
:‘l the soil. Only family farming peasant proprietorship ug.tu I::l
¢ needg. Therefore, the gquickest way for India to
achieve self-suffi
in food is ﬁ:‘:‘*:l:.:l::h! :P.‘ﬁl“ :1-1 land-ownership. Wherever m.::::‘,
landlordism olds Zamindari areas, there is no ¢
Ry ""::;: m reform. BSimilarly in the Riotwari areas in Bnhu:.;l;::l-
'.'““" - ﬁ::‘,‘:’““ has never been any need to meddle with the
ol08 S Snabetiin, sl h::qmumutu,;ﬁﬂm:“ Pe_Uhe S Soary
v water and make
in “1‘;: n:‘:;:ﬂ'::l:r :::. :-I;:I:;:o ::’ double his crop. It uith?::::? vl
Everyt e a retarding factor.
::“c::}::“:::‘ ¥ am pretty neutral. Yes, in the case of ;:::t i‘:m
W o Shat 2 ber, cotton - cash crops and plantatioms - it -.; h.‘::::'“'
:“ T wand h.“'k. “:““'Pr::; ;l':'::s‘;;::.- will :rodu- better results.
oodgrain farms from the small e any attempt to take away
Peasant to joint
chrts Lt on the grounds Gf Frotuetivity s sieo on secial growsds Devenms
watantra Party believe in Gandhiji® GTORAES UNERE
decentralised Ji's thinking in regard to
o s ownership and control over means of prod e
power to be decentralised as widely as pre€ustisns We Samg
:rinouu.p has also social value apart from o, oty oy v g
® would be against any aggregations of t.omwg:iﬂth SRS
er on the land,

.l?
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t tioned Gandhiji's thinking. We
- mmﬂujrm-:- close the Swatantra Party is to
Gandhiji's thinking?

I would say in this respect, except for Vinoba Bhave and
::]lm Harain u:’uu of these Sarvodaya colleagues to whom we Iag.
Swatantra is the political party in India which is pearest to Gandhiji's
thinking: This is because many of us m{m.u wyself have been deeply
touched by association with and learning from Gandhiji. I was a young
socialist when I came in touch with him, but by the time a decade had
passed I bad turned against so and accepted u-u_n as my master.
This is to be found in my book 'Socialism Reconsidered” which was published
as far back as 1945 where you find an anticipation of the programme of
the Swatantra Party which was actually established 15 years later.
I rejected Marx and accepted Gandhiji. This is true of Prof. Ranga and
Mr. Rajagopalachari and many others who basically are liberals with the
Gandhian slant. So, I woudd describe the philosophy of the Swatantra
Party as a fusion of Gandhiji's thinking with modera liberal principles
and ideas.

Qe Do you accept Gandhiji's standard of austerity and
non=-violence?
Al I am afraid, no. There are certain parts of Gandhiji's

thinking which I do not go along with. Populationm or birth control would
be one., I speak for myself because the Swatantra Party has no plank on
the population control problem. BSimilerly, in regard to absolute pacifism
or non-violence we draw a line. We are inclined to—be in favour of
non=violence. We are for world peace and international order. We are

a constitutional party which certainly eschews violence in regard to

our own political programmes. But when the country is attacked, we do
not prepose to resort to non-violence. If China or Pakistan or anyone
else for that matter attacks India, we certainly would use armed force to
defend our territory and the sovereiganty and integrity of our country.
Therefore, therc are things like austerity and other things that we do
not accept. We are an upward-looking party. I have said earlier that
the sky should be the limit. Simplicity - yes, austerity = no,

would be my answer.

Qt Sir, you have said that if the Congress Party again comes
to power by minority votes, the dunger of parliamentary
system breaking into pieces is there. How do you analyse this?

A3 I think I have explained this in Parlisment in my last major
speech which was on devaluation. I said them that I did not expect the
Congress Party to poll more than 40 per cent of the votes cast and I think
most Congressmen privately agree with that view. If this is 80, this will
mean that 60 per cent of those who vote will have rejected the Congress.
Now imagine what would happen if a party which 60 per cent of the people
have rejected after 15 or 17 or 19 years of experience, comes again and
::t- oa the Treasury Benches because of the archaic electoral system we
th:.hm“ from the British and the party system which we have taken from
b “:Lu whose temperament is somewhat like ours! We are a Latin people
s an Anglo-Saxon people in our political process of splitting and

P éring and not compomising in big parties. We are emotional.

.8



this comb n of an Anglo-Saxon electoral system and a Latinm

'..t, system ‘:mmtr.IIo‘.‘hI. if this were to reaylt in another
::;. majority for the Congress in the Lok Sabha = let us say they get -
60 per cent of the seats and those who poll 60 per cent of the votes ge
only 40 per cent of the seats - there will be hell to pay after all thlt'
has happened owing to the lack of moral acceptance of the Congress Party's
bona fides which we find in the country todays The fact is that though
thers are some honest people in the Congress, most of them are thought to be
people who are lining their own pockets, which is largely true unfortunately.
Now the question is what will happen if such a party after 20 years in
office is rejected by the people and then again comea to power. Well,
I may - as a good democrat - be prepared to play the parliamentary game
for snother five years; 1 have patience nowj I am 60 and I understand
that you have to educate your masters. You have to put up with this
Government for another five years., But whether the young people and
the not so sophisticated people in India are goins ta be that patient with
democratic processes, I wonder. &Student wnrest, the Bundhs, the scenes
in Parlisment end Assemblics = all these are ugly symptoms of what is
coming. I frankly shudder to think what will happen if this disaster
lands on us, I do not mind the Congress party getting a majority and
being in office. If we are defeated and the will of the people prevails,
it 4is all right., But if the electoral system frustrates the will of the

s then it is going to be extremely difficult to tell the people:
g:n't do anything extra-constitutional,” I mean Dr. Lohia's case will
be very much atrengthened and our case will be very much weakened,
Therefore, I fear this possibility and I do hope it won't happen.

Q1 If it doea?

Al If it does, nature will take its own course. HNathing I can

do about it. I will do my best, but it may fail. People may not listen
to me.

Q1 8ir, do you favour a radical change in the electoral system?

At Tes, we stand for proportional representation. It will form a
part of our manifesto this time. But unfortunately whether in Bngland

or in India one has never known a Govermment changing the electoral systenm
that gives it unfair representation. The Liberal Party in Britain suffers

the u:- way as we do and they of course have also realised what they are up
lm .

Q1 But if the Céngress is in the Opposition, then they may
revise their atand?

At I would say this: If we come to office or have a t or share
in Government, we would certainly introduce an electoral law f’:: establishing
some kind of proportional representation so

that we ganno anomaly
of 45K getting 72% of the seats, which has already t:nkon:d‘:t —

will destroy it again if it 4is repeated, g o

=11 What should be India's stand « in your opinion - in regard
to the Vietnam conflict? Do you think India should c:-
sut openly on the side of one party or the other?
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is a little defective,

Al 1 think the formulation of the question - N

shall answer it. I do not know what you mean by one party or
::;i:. There are two parties in Vietnanm. The people and the mxzm:t
of Vietnsm defending their country against aggression are oneoy o
context certainly we believe that we must come out om the side of people
of Vietnam. They have shown in the recent elsction that 80% of them are
behind the regime even if they may or may not support the Government =
actually in office. That is what the results of the election to the
Constituent Assembly show. pite of the terror that the Vietcong
resorted to, BO% of the electorate voted, which is a higher polling rate
thak what we have in India., This shows that the people of Vietnam
gertainly do not want to give in to Communist aggression.

Now we regard what is happening in Vietnam as Chinese Communist
aggression by proxy. We believe that the Vietnam Government and its
gallant allies, the United States, Australia, Korea, the Fhilippines
and Newgsaland, are fighting for the cause of democracy and national
independence. In other words they are fighting our cause, they are
fighting our enemy at other frontiers. We believe that the river Mekong
and its valley are the national frontiers of this country. HNow that
the Himalayss have been outflanked, we cannot simply afford to allow the
the countries of Southeast Asia to come under the control of China.

If we do that, Thailand, Laos and Cambodia will fall. If they fall,
Malaysia will become unsustairable. China and her friends and satellites
would encircle us all the way from Karachi at one end to Singapore at the
other, Just as the frontiers of Britain lay n}.].giu. so our frontiera
lie in Vietnam. Any Government that has any gumtion would have therefore
sent a squadron of airforce planes or a detachment of troops to fight
-.Lhud- those who are defending Vietnam in our interests. But of
course we cannot expect anything from this pro-Communisnt Government.
Ilunrtmtcla) the de of the past is still on its shoulders,

Qe If you think the South Vietnamese people really support
the Government and if it is all free election, how do you

account for the fact that the biggest burden in the fighting
is borne by the United States while Dr. Ho Chi Minh's troops
are fighting herd, fighting better?

At If Belgium is attacked by Germany, then the brunt of the fight

in Belgium has been knewn to fall on the shoulders of the French and m i
Sritish armies. Does it mean that the Belgian people are not behind

their own Goverament? In other words, if a small or weak military country
is attacked by a strong aggressive military neighbour, it is natural that
the allies who are bigger and who have more resources will take on the
bigger part of the defence. But I have not yet heard that &t proves

that the Belgian people wanted Hitler or the Kaiser to attagk their

eountry. So, I would say that that balance of strength used has nothing

to do with the populsar support in defence of
0o doubt at all that it is predond tl; of their own country. I have

| a war of agrression from ou .
Whole battalions and now divisions of the North ?hfgn army are ﬂ.g::i::
:n South Vietnaa soil and the guerilla part of the warfare has now

¢some a very incidental and minor part. Therefore, I regard the war

as
- ':m:l.{ & war of aggression by the North on the South. Lakhs of men

the militery frontier there. .J.-um--hw-mm;
Cooha-indiay-who-quite-rightiy-teok-tha-tnfhio o
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cross t that
the military frontier there., I would have though

::“h hu:: who quite rightly took the infiltration of a few hundred

Mujahids last year into Kashmir es armed aggrescion by Pakistan, would

finé no difficulty in understanding the parallel or the analogys

S8ir, what is your proposition for stopping the escalation
- of :ar or preventing further escalation?

e best way to stop the war escalating is to attack and invade
‘:rth 'l':htn:.m tu:.:: the war in eight days, I undersand that this
can be ¢one. That is the best way to stop the war and to stop all escalation.
While I support President Lyndon Johnson's present policy as against the
appeasers, 1 do not think it is good ®mough. I think that this wobbling,
this privileged sanctuary in North Vietnam is ridiculous. When you fight
a war, you fight to win, not to stop the enemy only from attacking your
territory, After all did we uot do it last year? When our troope attackad
aoress the frontier from Amritsar to Lakore, my party supported it on the
ground that if the Pakietani army had aggressed in Kashmir we should not
fight a purely defensive war and that once an attack has come we have every
right to counter attack on the enemy's territory. I don't understand the
weakness of the American Govermment im not occupying Hamoi and winning the .
war which I understand the American miljtary leaders &re prepared to undertake.

Qe It ie because of public opinion in the United Etates?
Al 1 don't think so. If you read the lutest news from ty United
Staies, the majority of the American poople want Lyndon Johnson t ‘much

fas with the war. but I think the United States Government jraﬁlbly

hae & wron; idea that Communiet Chine or even Soviet Russia might enter the
war if they ettack lNorth Vietnome I believe this to be a fallacye. I think
there is mot the slightest chance of eithet of these powets coming into

the war if North Vietnam is overwhelmed, Communist China is a paper tiger
or & paper dregon. It has always run away with its tail between its legs
whenever faced with a strong opposition, It is in mo conditiom to fight

& major war because fighting North Vietmem would mean fighting the United
Stetes and fighting the Wationalist Chinese troops who may land and
liberate the South weet ccast of China where they’will be warmly received.
This, Maop tse-Tung's tyrannical regime with its Red Guards is in ne
condition to face. BSimilarly, I don't think the Soviet Union would risk

& war with the United Stutes and allow Moscow to be destroyed for the sake
of Vietnam. Therefore, 1 am quite elear that the war can be stopped and there
will be no danger of escalation if it is fought to a finish end to victory.

N Lo you suggest some negotiated pettlement?
Al The only negotiated settlement with any Communist er is
that is achieved after . fth o

military victory and that is enforced with military
Sanctions., The Communist powers like individual Comnunists and Communist
parties {b-ul" in breaking their treaties. The Soviet Union has broken

at least 20 treaties or more at the end of World Wer II in Europe. The .

Chinese Communists are a bandit regime; I would
but win on the field of b e ould refuse to megotiste with them,

them to stay. attle and then allow them to stay wherever I went

wel?

e ———
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Qs Sir, do you visualise the public opinion in the world in

that case?
'Y Public opinion is not made by the New York Times, the L:ml

"
ines the Times of Indis. This is what is called world opinion
:ul i.to:hoall not be listened to. It has slwaye proved wrong, whether in
regerd to Hitler or Stalin or Mao tse-Tung.

There is an impression that the Swatantra Party is in favour

“ of meking some concessions to Pakistan in regurd to Kashmir
while it is for an uncompromising stand against China. Is
that impression correct?

'Y Entirely incorrect. We are against appeasemeut. We are certainly

against appeasement of the Chinese Communist regime for the reason that

it is a bandit regime with the blood of Tibet, Korea, Vietnam and our own

already on its hand and for the reason that it has occcupied our territory.

We are also against appeasement of Pakistan. After the Pekistani aggression

last summer our party changed its position. Till then it was prepared -
view of the Nehru Government's obligations in the U.N. and elsewhere -
accept the role of Pakistan as one of the parties fo the settlement

of the Kas dispute, But after that aggression we passed a resolution

in Novenber,\s’which stands and will dand = that by its aggression the

Government of Pakistan had lost whatever locus etandi the Nehru Govarnment

pight have given it and that it “Ea not mecessary for us to negotiate with

them about Kashmir. In our opinion the Kashmir problem is now one solaly

between the people and the Government of India and the People of Kashmir.

And we believe that it should be solved by coneiliation betwssn thesa two

purtiea, There iz no third perty to this dispute. You will see from

this that we are not only against making concessions to Fakistan in regard

to Kashmiy but we do not even accept their right %o have any locus atandi
in regard to Kashmir,

Q Sir, who has inspired you in your m,. mo=t?

Az When I was in my younger days a sccialist, I would imagine

that H.G, Wells and Bernard Shaw were among those who influenced my thinking.
khen I was cured ofthis state capitalist falliacy - although I still

believe in a free and equal society as an objective = I turned to Mahatma
Gandhi, It was he who showed me how shallow was our conception of the
methods of socialism which we had accepied in tle Congress Soclalist Party,
And both my frienf J.P. and I were greatly influenced by this corrective.
Ne then realised that Gandhiji was 50 years ahead of his tice as a socialist
i you-3ike, that is,as a mechanic of those who wanted to take &ociety
towards the free and equal direction. We

were aiso iufluenced by Gandhiji's
talnking in regard to the ends and means. His thinking is that fnd.a n.lj

means are linked and cannot be compartmentalised 1 i
does not justify the means, y et

The example he used t
nothing good could come out » o give most was that

of the Soviet Unio
fraud aand force jand he has proved h because it was founded on

a hundred per . anno
& fraternal society by butehering people mp.liq:;::ti::h:ill{::lgot t;-:.'
id.:hm Gandbili proved eo right 4in tnis that I still am very much an 7
u“lli.au.t = many of ay colleagues in my perty consider me an incurable
t - because I refuse to accept wrong methods even for ihe success of

_——
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right, however,.believing that no party
vod theive by Guestionalbe methods azd that,when
evil in your own body, the best thing is to recognise it
it costiyou a momentary loss. We proved this

they were acting with questionable motives. Wherever find that the
people are really mb:hm;nau- party, we do not hesitate “:I.l
mmutnnun-ualnmotnﬂm-uuhmoﬂ es ot
and Parlisment. l-mmtmmunﬂ;unu._mumu
words come to ust “Amputate the diseased limb.

Q Sir, who is your favourite author?

At I have several favourite authors and I don't think I can
choose one out of them,

Some of us have been taught the rudiments of socialism by

b you and leaders like Jayaprakash and others. Now we find
that most of them have left. Is it actually because of
the weakness or the failure of the Indian socialist movement
or have you found that the doctrine of socialism itself is
wrong?

At Yea, JoP. and I are trying to undo some of the nischief
that we did. I would say . asically thst our re-thinking is due to -
greater awareness of human nature asd the facts of life, our understan-
ding of our own people,of what makes tie worker or peasant tick was
wrong. Today if you ask se I would say that all human beings are a mix-
ture of scliichness andaltruism, and toat wbhile one should appesnl to
altruism as wmuch as possible, to try end to pretend that they have no
selilshness uoulib- to ride for a fall., In ether words, we have. now
accepted the 'aﬁidit: of certain laws of humen nature and economics
which the State Bocialist pattern refuses to fage. I still accept the
trt:an Oqunl"nociety“o! Lenin as the ultimate ob_ective. But I find
that the progress towards a free and equesl society is the fastest woere the
State plays a minimum role and slowest where tie State capitalist or the
State socialis:pattern is tried out. HNHow faced with this what would you
expept me to do ? Eigher I stick to ny meLnodology or give up my
objective, which is what the Cormunists and socialista do logically as
in Russia or Crins, where e ualit, has veem long siuce forgotten and is
terned a"petty dourgeoise deviation.”" Stalin's words were 1 "Equality
is a potly bourgeois deviation worihy of & primitive society. It

has nothing to do with socialism", Stalin said thie in 1932, BEven if
you want equality, maximum production, maximum retura on enterprise
and effort and risk is the way that raisef the floor, Today in the United
States tue difference uetween the most skilled Worker and the most
unskililed worker whom in India we call "a‘coolie™ is 2:511 In India

the differential in most pl.ces is let us cay 25 1 1 = 10 times as wide.

In the Soviet Union I understand it is worse. Now if I believe in
moving towards equality, I find thet the so=called capitalist method
which I call ecokpetitive free enterprise, which ¥re. Erbard calls
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“social rise” - free enterprise with a sowial objective or purpose,—
ﬂ.“m th:l:::tr ruﬂt-f“'n.:: seens to give the fastest movement towards

the socialist objective. So I cling to my objective because I rod.:g“

want & free and equal society. I reject the path of Leais, Stalin ki
of the State capitaliesm and I turn tol'@irection of decentralized cmm
enterprise, which secms to give the quickest speed towards the soc
objective. B0, 1 am sorry some of you feel that we have turned “11

from leading you in that direction but 4t is not so., We want to lead you
towards the same objective. We are nunti.-u; consistent. We may appear
to be inconsistent begause the word "socialism” has been misappropriated
today by the enemies of social justice. We have in India today that
positiont socialism versus social justice. And those who believe in

soeial justice like the Sarvodaya people cannot go along with the State
capitalist pattern because it is the most inequitable and most exploitative
pattern where Malaviyas and Serrajuddins flourish and others languish.

Qe How will you check the evils of an acquisitive society?

At There are two ways of doing it. One is internal and the

other is external. I have already said earlier that naturally we as
liberals or Swatantra people believe in minimum Jovermmental regulation

and control. There is also the internal check and that is to make people
feel less acquisitive, feel more fraternal. Now, this is where Gandhiji
comes in., Gandhiji's idea of Trusteeship is in our manifesto. We want
those with the means to share them or to use them if you like with a social
objective., That is what Erhard c¢alls social snterprise. We held seminars
in Delhi and elsewhere, where I co-operated with Jayaprakash, for discussing
the social obligations of business. Management has a right to make a profit.
Without profit there is nothing; there is not even efficiency. Loss-making
is nothing wonderful. But you cannot be altogether devoid of social
obligations. Now there are two ways of doing thias, One is by regulation
and the other is by internal restraint. Just to give an example, I am

& "Sampatiidani'. J.P. came to me ten years ago in Bombay and said I might
practise a little bit of the trusteeship which he espouses. He got me [
agree to give one-tenth of my net income to the Sarva Seva Sangh every

year for giving the—larmer and the landless man, land, s~eouwpie—of ploughy
and a little capital to tend the land; and I have been doing this for the
last ten years and I propose to do it for the rest of my life so long as
the Sarva Seva Sangh want it. This is called 'Sampatiidan' i.e. you share

& little of what you have - more thanm a fair share perhaps - with others

who need it and who, you think, will put it to the best nse. Now this is
the spirit in which a trustee should begin to work.

Q But the people do not know about your if
o e 2 » your sacrifice of 10 per cent

t
As It is for the public to come t no
from the housetop. ” ome to know, It 1!£f°r me to shout

Qs Gandhiji has said that according to his co
neept of trusteeshi
if the trustees don't behave and if they do nzt fulfil their e
obligations, he would resist them vith noneviolent non-cooperat-
ion. Would you support that stand?

esll
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coups that mean now? If a company
:l:ll' od o4 M sy ' resistance.
consumer should meet it by consumers
As ut:.a:: in the o.::‘ there are consumers associations which will
4 4n their magasines something which will stop the consumers ;
buying fxsm goods from such concerns. Therefore, this is the non-violent

resistance of the consumer. Similarly, if the employers being exploited,

iz we
wea of the strike is always there. The Swatantra ¥

::'m :::pu of the strike. It says very categorically that there can
be no denisl of the right to withhold labour which is the essence of
a free society. Therefore, in Parlisment when Pandit Nehru was trying
to take away the right to strike of the Central Government employees,
I opposed him; I said no, even the government employees should have the
right to strike unless you go to -;bxtr-tionl And when he said no
arbitration and no strike, I said this is authoritarianism; this is
Stalinism and we will fight it", and the Communist Party voted for my
amendments against Nehru., So, funny things happen in this context.
I would say yes, I agree with Gandhiji's approach. But that does not
mean you liguidate them (erring trusjegs). If some officials are corrupt,
you sack them but you do not abolish\Eervice and create anarchy in the
country. 850, I agree with Gandhiji.'\ If the trusteec misbehaves he must
be curbed and if he misbehaves very badly he may be even removed in
individual casea; but you don't abolish the institution of private
enterprise just because some trustees misbehave.

Qs What will be your policy towards Communiem and the Communist
Party if you come to power?

Al Our understanding of the Communist Party is that it is a fifthe-
column, the Right Communist Party, of Moscow, and the Left Communist Party,
of Peking., Now we also believe t enemies of democracy have &_:%&t

to use the processes of democracy for their destruction.’ You find
principle elaborated in the book called "Politics of Demoecracy” by

Mr, Durbin, the British Labour theorist. There is a whole chapter on it
which I enjoyed reading very much, But that does not mean that you automa-
tically ban the Communist Party at any given moment of time. I have

said this in Pnrl:hnont-tht if the Communist Part,z in any coumtry
including ours becomes "a clear and present danger” to our democracy,

I would not have the slightest compunction in passing a law outlawing them
outright. If, however, there is no clear and present danger, I would
tolerate them and fight them politically, The other day I held a Press
Conference in Bombay where I disclosed documentary proof that material

put up out by the New Age NewSService was in fact stencilled and typed

in the premises of the Soviet Embassy in Delhi and I am quite prepared

to be sued for libel either by the Communist Party or by the Soviet
Embassy., Neither of them, I am convinced, will do anything of that kind
because it is true. Now this iz the way to dectroy this Communist evil
educate the people. But if the d.n;trﬁilenr and present, as during the
Chinese invasion, my party would demand the immediate ofitlawing of the
Communist Party because ,if a Communist power attacks your country, that

is no time to worry about kee the ¢ te of
I would be slow in blﬂm;. Pl“ limate o eivil liberties. ...

t because of any regard for the Communists
but because, if you set in
r motion an unhealthy ha
people, you don't know where somebod bit of not tolerating

y will go. I would not like to
fnyone including ay owa party with emercising the right to ban, hiel:::- v
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Al ban 'B' and next you may ban the leading
m.zy,:dr;aﬁrnu as you see happening in some countries
of Asis and Africa and Latin America.' So, as a liberal, I would -
go slow; but not out of regard for the rights of the Communists, of -u’::
they have none, being fifth-columnists or traitors, but out of the des
to keep the climate of free discussion which is of high value and whiech

must be zealously guarded.

I would take a certain amount u: rmitotl:at:n; }h.wtﬂ
han ban them cheer. s but my right to ban I w

::.r:::: r;t::ra:u.-t preventive J:ﬂ{n. of individuals without trial,
which is absolutely foul, even if they are Communists, But I would
resort to the German, Braszilian and other ways by which by Act of
Purliament you first outlaw the party; then the matter goes to the Supreme
Court, and the Supreme Court upholds the law on the ground that there is a
risk of fifth column and treacherous elements which cannot be tolerated.
After that I would arrest anyone who is in that organization. This,
I believe, to be the rule of law or the way to deal with the evil, not
this prisitive weapon of DIR or Preventive Detention, which as I pointed
out earlier may extend from Communiste to non-Communists. Patriats then
get arrested as was done with those ixk three young men during the
Chinese atiack, S0, you see there is a danger. Therefore, I would g0
about it in & principled way and not in an unprincipled way.

Qs Would you like to comment on the Left in the Congress?®
What is this phenomenon?

At It is a very welleknown phenomenon.Communist infiltration

of democratic organizations is welleknown throughout the world. Mr. Ziliscuss
for instance in the British Labour Party - and some others whom I would not
Bame - is a prototype of Krishna Menmon and K.D. Malaviya in our countrye.

S0y you have tuse democratic parties aften with a fringe of secret

comzunists madhuarading as non-Communista, I believe Mr, Malaviya and

Mre Krishna Menom to be essentially Comm ts; whether they hold a card

Or mot is irrelevant. GSometimes non-cardholding Communists are. much

more dangerous than cardholding Communists, who are honest idealis
are being misled by bad leadership, /o ts, who
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will it be correct to describe the Swatantra Party as
Questions India's Conservative Party?

Answer The answer is 'yes' and 'no'. There is no doubt that there
are ;n;nintly conservative {Inlont- in the Swatantra party. Perhaps
Rajaji and Dr. Munshi might be examples of that tremds On the other hand,
there are others in the Swatantra party like myself who would object t;f
peing called conservatives and who are liberals. Prof. Ranga and myse
belong to that trend. Prof, Ranga has been a member of the Green
International of Peasants' Parties in Europe, most of whose members are
now in exile from communist oppression. I have been a patron of the
Liberal International for over a decade now, having been elected to that
position in recognition of what were described as my services to the
liberal cause in this part of the world. My colleagues there are the
liberal leaders of Europe. S0, you will see that we are a mixed party
which I would describe as a liberal-conservative-peasants' party.
The last part comes in because we are predominantly a party of the small
landed peasants in India. That is from where most of our votes come
and all our elected M.Ps and M.L.As derive their strength. Basically,
1 would say we are the liberal-conservative-peasants' party of India.

Qs If the Swatantra party comes to power, will it hand over the
existing public sector to the private industrialists or
reduce ite scope and operations?

A: Our party's manifesto in 1962 said that wherever we found

a state monopoly, we would throw the field open to competition while

not disturbing the existing institutions. Thus, for instance if we find
that the LIC or the IAC is not doing badly, we would not disturb the
structure of those organisations, but we would certainly throw the field
of life insurance and civil aviation open to competidion to any others

who wish to enter the field on equal terms. Wherever we find State
organizations meking big losses or unable to deliver the goods on a

basis of efficient profit-making, we would then certainly think of
privatization as has been done in Germany, Japan and other countries,i.e.
we might put shares of that company on the market and invite entrepreneurs
to take over the company to make it a profite-making enterprise, You will
thus see that we are flaxible., We do not wish to disturb or destroy

State enterprises unless (A) they are monopolies and (§§ they are
incompetent and losing money for the publiece.

Q: That is about the status quo. Would You like the public
sector to go in for more heavy industry etec. in the future?

At We would not, in view of the most disastrous e

this country with what is salled the publiec - but I would :E:ii:::.sifio -
sector., We would refuse to allow a 8ingle more rupee from tie national
taxation or foreign loans to be invested in these white elephants.

For instance, we oppose Bokaro because we think it will be another

-:n:;rul project, but as and when Hindustan Steel Limited makes a
P ;ﬂ t, we have no objection to that profit being ploughed back into
& Bokaro Steel project in the State s

ector. BSo, our oppositi
to State enterprise but to wasteful and 1n.t£ieitnt Btzie unt::§::a:?t



-2-

he question of nationalisation or denationalisation depends
« :n, :l you said, whether it is run efficiently. What about
the Indian Railways - can we say that it is run very efficiently?

The Indian Railways are a most inefficient monopoly. If it
::. not for the fact that they have used this monopoly to throttle and hold
back road transport, they would have been out of business by now, They have
used in a most cruel and reactionary manner their lobbying power with th:
Government to stop road competition from developing. Therefore, I do no
consider them to be a well-run State enterprise. To start with, I would
like to convert the Railway Board into a statutory corporation free from
day-to-day Governmental intereference and give them a chance to put their
house in order. I believe that what India needs is a Dr. Beaching who will
rationalise the Railways and throw the field open to enterprising road
development.

Qt Can an underdeveloped country like India progress quickly if
the State does not undertake development projects in a big way?

A It can progress more quickly if the State keeps out from mucking
up the position. We believe that the more inderdeveloped a country is,
the more it needs private initiative and enterprise on the part of the people.
f. Galbraith, a great planner and socialist, accepts this in his book
he Affluent Society," While asking for more publie enterprise in a highly
developed country like America, he at the same time says in a paragraph
that in an underdeveloped country or backward country, such as India, with
the possible exception of law and order, everything else should be left to
popular enterprise and not to State enterprise. So, I would say that it is
Just because India is underdeveloped that she cannot afford the luxury of
wasteful State enterprise and must rely on the dynamism of the people to
inerease production.

Q: But if the dynamism is lacking in the people, what will you do?

Az I don't agree that the dynamism is lackings I think the Indian

people are intelligent and dynamic and the very fact that they have survived
18 years of the most reactionary, strangulating state capitalist pattern

and that they have not gone under like Indonesia or Ghana, proves that they

have got the vitality which can overcome even these reactionary policies.

Q: Do you visualise some co-ordination between the State and
private enterprise?

A I do not understand the word co-ordination. The 8

te play and the entrepreneurs have a role to Play. The role o;.:;-h::t:o;:::

heurs is to produce goods and services that the people of India require, of

g0od quality at a cheap price at a profit. The role of the State ia to'

i:ovido the infrastructure. That means they have to provide water for

tr:::ingt.:: irrigation, electric power for both agriculture and industry
portation of various kinds including the provision of good roads, ;

telecommunicatio
elements of the fe and technical training. If the State provides these

foundations on which the whole ec¢
onomic structur
reared them it can safely leave the rest to the people. The -‘ﬁ.t;::Gb;'

el
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hile ling in making thinge from ice eream machines
S th; '::t;;:zo-tigzb:tl tunﬂau-ntzf obligations in every rs-pocz;
;:.;'.: 'ths disgraceful road system; the lack of electric power; t
leck :i drinking water; and for irrigation we have to depend on t:n i
monsoon. S0, the default of the State in performing its primary fune
is so tragic that for the time being at least it should concentrate on
performing ite own task and leave others to perform their tasks.

W

duce the goods

s The tasks for others, as I told you, is to pro

:ﬁd services that the people of India require, the consumer's requireusntg,
at low cost with good gquality and maximum profit.

Qs Just now you said that a backward country can progress only
with the help of private enterprise. In that case, how would
you account for the progress of the Soviet Union and
Chechoslovakia?

As I question the progress of the Soviet Union. It is a miserable
faeilure. The Soviet Union has been a success only in armaments, space
programme and steels In everything else it has failed to deliver the

goods to the people. And there is nothing better to prove our point

than the miserable failure of the Soviet Union to satisfy any of the
objectives with which Lenin and Trotsky started, Lenin and Trotsky started
with the objective of prosperity and a higher standard of life for the
people and a free and equal snciety, In all these respects, whether you
take agriculture - they cannot even produce enough food for their people
inspite of the advantages of ample land and a small agricultural populatien
and mechanisation; whether you take housing which is a scandal in Moscow
and other cities of the Sovies Union; whether you look at the vast
inequalities between the classes, which exceed those in the United States
and other capitalist countries; whether you regard the secret police and
the terror which prevails though in a modified form now - it is guite

clear that the Soviet experiment is a failure. And that is exactly what

We are relying on to show that there is no known example of a State
capitalist pattern giving a rising standard of life comparable to what has
in fact been achieved during the seme period - since the October Revolution -
in the United States, in Scandinavia, France, Germany, Belgium, Holland,

dapan, Australia and New Zealand with peoples’ enterprise and a limited
role for the State.

Q: Po you think there is need for ceiling on all incomee and

statutory curbs on the expansion of what is called monopoly
businees in the country?

At Now there are two elements mixed
is concerned, ixed up in it. &o far as monopoly

th
S g gt ére is no opponent more staunch than the Swatantra Party.

© we place 2 very high value on compet
life. We would, therefore, petition in our national

be very happy to join in passing legislati
on German or American lines B el mag
State or in the private a:ct:gninst cartels and monopolies whether in the

n Te The other question of ceilings is entir
unrelated to monopolies, Monopoly has nothing to do with size, -

oot
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sence of competition. Therefors, the whole
- ::1:: :: :t:gizzgizblileonnciv-:f We do not want ceilings of any
o The sky should be the limit. What we want is a floor. What we
want is a minimum subsistence level which this wretched aou:nlint pattern
has failed to provide after 20 long years. We would, t?:rzlzr"lnhourern)
establish a floor for the income of rural workers (the lan hf. v - .
the urban workers, (the industrial workers),and then leave the cikiling
high as we can 50 that the people may try to reach for the stars.
fhat is how nations are made, by aiming high. In other words, as _
somebody has said; "It is not failure but low aim that is a erime.
The Q.-o of the Congress regime has been ¥ low aim.

Qs To ensure such a floor level in income, will not the State
have to intervene in economic matters?

A: NoFmuch. The floor has been raised the highest in the United
States, where workers own shares and stack, where almost every working
class family now has two cars and all the comforts and luxuries of life.
There was no State intervention worth mentioning in attaining that floore
I am not saying that there should be no regulation, Of course, there
must be., There must be minimum regulation and control # to stop anti-social
practices. The Swatantra Party manifesto says ¢learly that the role of
the Btate ie to step in when there is antie-soeial activity, profiteering,
exploitation of labour and things of that kind. So please don't
misunderstand - we are for regulation by the community and the State,

but it must be minimum and maximum regulation as at present.

Qs The Prime Minister was reported to have said soon after
assumption of power that only a Left-oriented Government
would have the support of the masses in India. What is
your view of this proposition?

At I hold exactly the reverse view, That is, if the masses were
left to themselves, they would want a eenserv=tive liberal orientation.

It is the upper class, 'the new class" which Mrs. Gandhi represents,

the class of exploiters of the peasants and workers, who want a so-called
&nrt-ariontod ggvornnant. We should turn here to Djilas and his book

The New Class.”  Just as the Soviet Union and Yugoelavia have a new class
of commissars who talk of communiem and expoit the masses, according to
the communist leader Djilas himself (for seying which he is serving a
ten-year sentence), so in India we have a new class of Congress politicians
and officials who are corrupt and businessmen who are prepared to play
ball with these two. The Malaviya-Serajuddin mode). is one; Biju Patnaik-
Mitra and their wives is another; Pratap Singh Kairon and his sons is

the third; Bakhshi Gulam Mohammed and his brothers is another. This is

the “new class™ Pf people in office and people in
b
to exploit the consumers and the peassntzo PHf.T‘ﬂ&::iizzgﬁg?::::fi::?:.

of-this elers, It is the elite, the
intelligentia that is in power 1':hnt w
called Left-oriented government.
Peasants; our weakest support is
the '62 elections, The ﬂsatantra
:;; & single urban seat

new ruling class, a section of the
ill not agree to anything but a so-
Our greatest support is among the

in the cities and that is proved by

Party could carry only rural seats
e¢ither for Parliament or in State Asscahlio-.‘n‘

005
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frankly I do
tatives were elacted by peasant votes and

A .::;:.:::.;:ttorn will be very different next year., We hope to make
npt-:i."'la gains, but I think you will find that the big cities are
o us - we shall do poorly there - because the new class, their
. "::r' and other organs of propaganda are all concentrated there;
::.:E: countryside we hope to find the biggest support.

Q! May we know the basis of the alliance between the Jana Sengh

and the Swatantra Party in Rajaskhan?

There is no alliance whatsoever between the Swatantra Party
:;l the Jana Sengh in any place in Indis. This is a tragic milunder::nnging.
although I have tried to correct this a hundred times publicly and priva -:y.
All that the Swatantra Party is trying to do is to limit the distortions o
the electoral and party system. As you ere aware, the majority in the
Lok Sebha is entirely fraudulent. It was elected by people only k.72 per
cent of whom voted for the Congrees Party. But the result was that the
Congreses Party got 73 per cent of the seats in the Lok Sabba, and they
have asbused this cerry Constitutional smendments which they had no
right to do. Now)Jana Sangh is not the only party with which we have an
understanding; we'\are trying to develop similsar understandings™ with the DMK,
Akali Dal, the Republican Party, the Jana Congress in Orissa and the
Kerala Congress in Kerala, and so on. We are trying to develop these
understandings or adjustments with all democratic Opposition parties,
so that by getting out of each other's way and allocating constituencies
we may get a somewhat fairer Lok Sabha which represents a little less
inaccurately the wishes of the people. In other words, this is a dewlce
to get rough proportional representation or what i= called in France
"the second ballot". We are trying to hold the second ballot in advance
to find out who should get out of the way in favour of whom. That is all
that is contemplated. There will De no alliance, no common campaigning
between us and the Jana Sangh. Each party will campaign on its own platform
and support its own manifasto. 5o, the very assumption which you have is
completely unfounded.

Qe Sir, you say the Bwatantra Party gets the bulk of its support
from the peasants. Is the Swatantra Party also working among the
working class and does it also aspire to be a working class party?

A Yes, in the long run. That is a lonz procees. We are trying
to serve industrial labour while refusing to join the race to capture them
and exploit them. Whatever the Communists, the Congress and the Socislists
may do, each with its own trade union - the AITUC, INTUC, and the

HMS - we consider these to be party organizations and not genuinely

working class lewemr organizations. We have asked our workers not to

try to capture trade unions, not to become their presidents and general
secretaries as workers of other political parties do, but to offer their
services to the workers in helping their economic cause. We are beginning

to get appreciation =and response from an inereasi i
ing hnumber of honestetos
;igde union functionaries and elements, but thies is @ long term a rnachFOOA
nee we do not want to cash in o . .

n our labour support, we may have
accept a self-denying ordisnce, may be for ano 4 - M B

There are indications that more
and more trade
their best friends and T should imagine both in

ther five or ten years,
unions have realised we are
this election and in fnture
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ite of
shall get more and more trade union support insp
:::.:::::1;:d gentral organizations who are plugging the line of their

own respective parties.

ickest

How can India achieve self-sufficiency in food in the qu

5! possible time? Are you in favour of joint stock companies
entering the farming field?

t+ the most efficient form of agricultural
Az Qur understanding is thg. e Taatave Ahat & nen WSE 238 Fonily
production is peasant proprietorship
farming a reasonably-sized plot of land have proved to be the most productive
source of cultivation. Now this is not based on any riori pretcr-nntton
our part. It is based on the facts of life. If you will kindly refer to
the published literature of the Food and Agricultural Organization, you
will find the comparative statisties of foodgrains production throughout
the world. You will find that the highest crop of rice per acre in the
world is in Formosa, Taiwan. The second highest in the world is Japan.
The farms there are small. In Japan the average, I believe, is two acres
per land and yet out of two acres or less of wet land the Japanese farmer
is able to produce so much as to live a comfortably middly-class life.
In Formosa also there is a ceiling of seven acres and inspite of that the
output is the highest. Then you go a little lower in the scale, Denmark and
other smaller countries of Europe including Britain. On the lower part of
the scale you go to the capitalist, large-scale mechanised farms in the
United States where cultivation is done efficiently on joint stock company
lines, Towards the end there is the wretehed Soviet Union with its collective
farme, which is being forced to sell gold to get food for its starving
peoples And amomp—the-lowest lies—Indie—and—of-—course the lowest of the
low is Communist China. Now from this you will find that the established ratie
of productivity in agriculture is more or less in inverse proportion to
the size of the farm and this is true whether it is capitalism or communist.
Isms have nothing to do with it. It is a question of function. This is =z
:;c:::o lg;icnltnrc is an operation that requires love and careful tending
80il. Only family farming peasant proprietorship seems to meet

the need4. Therefore, the quickest way for India to ncgiovo self-sufficiency
in food is to stop mucking up the small land-ownership. Wherever absentee
landlordism has been abolédshed as in Zamindari areas, there is no case for =
any further land reform, Similarly in the Riotwari areas in Bombay, Madras,
Maharashtra and Gujarat there has never been any need to meddle with the
agrarian set-up. What is required is encouragement to the small farmer:
give him incentive, give him credit, give him water and make it possible as
in Japan and Formosa and elsewhere to double his crop., It can be done.
Everything else is irrelevant and only a ratarding factor. About joint
stock cultivation ¥ am pretty neutral., Yes, in the case of jute, sugarcane
tea, coffee, rubber, cotton - cash crops and plantations - it may be that ;
modern joint stock enterprise on a big scale will produce better results
But I would draw the line and I would oppose any attempt to take away
focdgrain farms from the small peasant to Joint stock corporatioms. I would
:ﬁpg'tt‘ ;n the grounds of productivity and als
4.“““‘;_1_::‘“*“ Party believe in Gandhiji's thinking in regard te

ownership and control over means of production. We want

economic power to be decentralised as widely
as possible. Peasant
s:i:::izhtz :ll also social value apart from productivity. !horlroﬁit-
gainst any aggregations of economic power on the land,:

ve?
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ou have just mentioned Gandhiji's thinking. We
0, 4 :::;1: like tadknnw how close the Swatantra Party is to

' Gandhiji's thinking?

/" I would say in this respect, except for Vinoba Bhave and
:l ,;‘knsh':nr-in II;,IOIC of thnnf’!nrvodnya colleagues to whom we hor,
l:::uatrl is the political party in Indiay which is nearest to Gandhiji's
2, 'This is because many of us ineluding myself have been deeply
ed by association with and learning from Gandhiji. I was a young
socialist when I came in touch with him, but by the time a decade had
paseed I had turned against -oeanlinn.nnn accepted ﬂlnghi as my master.
This is to be found in my book "Socialism Reconsidered” which was published
as far back as 1945 where you find an anticipation of the programme of
the Swatantra Party which was actually established 15 years later.
I rejected Marx and accepted Gandhji. This is true of Prof. Ranga and
My, Rajagopalachari and many others who basically are liberals with the
slant. So, I woudd describe the philosophy of the Swatantra

4 ty as a fusion of Gandhiji's thinking with modera liberal principles

/ and ideas.
| ‘Q Do you accept Gandhiji's standard of austerity and
/ non-violence?
Az I am afraid, no., There are certain parts of Gandhiji's

thinking which I do not go along with. Population or birth control would
be one. I speak for myself because the Swatantra Party has no plank on
the population control problem. Similarly, in regard to absolute pacifism
or non-violence we draw a line. We are inclined ts=%a in favour of
non-violence. We are for world peace and international order., We are

a constitutional party which certainly eschews violence in regard to

our own political programmes., But when the country is attacked, we do
not propose to resort to non-violence. If China or Pakistan or anyone
else for that matter attacks India, we certainly would use armed force to
‘defend our territory and the sovereignty and integrity of our country.
Therefore, there are things like austerity and other things that we do
not accept. We are an upward-locking party. I have said earlier that

the sky should be the limit. Simplicity - yes, austerity - no,
would be my answer.

Qt Sir, you have said that if the Congress Party again comes
to power by minority votes, the danger of parliamentary
system breaking into pieces is there. How do you analyse this?

At I think I have explained thie in Parliament in my last major
8peech which was on devaluation. I said then that I did not expect the
Congress Party to poll more than 40 per cent of the votes cast and I think
most Congressmen privately agree with that view., If this is 80, this will
mean that 60 per cent of those who vote will have rejected the Congress.
Now imagine what Wwould happen if a party which 60 per cent of the people
have rejected after 15 or 17 or 19 years of experience, comes again and
::tl ::kth. Ireasury Benches because of the archaic electoral system we
th:.Latizz :;:l the British and the party system which we have taken from
R e ‘°-;‘lpernn-nt is somewhat like ours! We are a Latin people
o P bl glo-Saxon people in our political process of splitting and

P Ting and not compomising in big psrties. We are emotional,

\
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axon electoral system and a Latin

lo,tth:a :::b::l::::i::o::.ln::::slf this were to result in another

a::u: .{;oritr for the Congreas in the Lok Sabha - let us say th'{.l't .

at of the seats and those who poll 60 per cent of the votes ge

o P':b';.’ cent of the seats - there will be hell to pay after all thnt'
:::’i.pponld owing to the lack of moral acceptance of the Congrese Party's
bona fides which we find in the country todaye The fact is thn:hthnught &
there are some honest people in the Congress, most of them are ‘n;ngh :
people who are lining their own pockets, which is largely true or::nn ely.
Now the guestion is what will happen if such a party after 20 yoa:u

office is rejected by the people and then again comes to power. ell,

I may - as a good democrat - be prepared to play the parliamentary game
for another five years; I have patience now; I am 60 and I understand
that you have to educate your masters. You have to put up with this
Government for another five years., But whether the young people and
the not so sophisticated people in India are going to be that patient with
democratic processes, I wonder. Student gnrest, the Bundhs, the Sscenes
in Parlisment and Assemblies - all these are ugly symptoms oi what is
coming, I frankly shudder to think what will happen if this disaster
lands on us, I do not mind the Congress party getting a majority aad
being in offices If we are defeated and the will of the people prevails,
it is all right. But if the electoral system frustrates the will of the
eople, then it is going to be extremely difficult to tell the people:
Hpﬂn't do anything extra-constitutional," I mean Dr. Lohia’s case will
be very much strengthened and our case will be very much weakened.
Therefore, I fear this possibility and I do hope it womn't happen.

Qt If it does?

At If it does, nature will take its own course. Nathing I can

do about it. I will do my best, but it may fail. People may not listen
to me. ;

Q¢ 8ir, do you favour a radical change in the electoral system?

Az Yes, we stand for proportional representatioms It will fora a
part of our manifesto this time. But unfortunately whether in England

Oor in India one has never known a Government changing the electoral aystem
that gives it unfair representation. The Liberal Party in Britain suffers

the same way as we do and they of course have also realised what they are up
againat.

Q But if the Cangress is in the Opposition, then they may
revise their stand?

At I would say this: If we come to office or have a t

or share
in Government, we would certainly introduce an electoral law ?:: establishing
Some kind of proportional representation so that we cannot get this anomaly

of 45% getting 72% of the seats, which ha
¥ill destroy it again if it is ;-poatod. ® already weakened democrasy and

Q1 What should be India's &
tand « in your opinion « in regard
to the Vietnam conflict? Do you think India should eoﬁ:r
gut openly on the side of one party or the other?
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hink the formulation of the question is a little defective,
- shall :i:-Qr 1:? I do not know what you mean by one party or t..t
b::.i There are two parties in Vietnam. The people and the Go;tr::::
of Ia:tnn- defending their country against aggression are oney ‘thn 1.
. ¢ certainly we believe that we musi come out on the side of peop
c;l:::tm. They have shown in the recent elegiion that 80% of them are
:ohind the regime even if they may or may not support the uov-:nl::: L

ctually in office. That is what the results of the election to

;bnatitunnt Assembly show. Ingpite of the terror that the Vietcong 2
resorted to, 80% of the electorate voted, which is a higher polling rate
thas what we have in India, This shows that the people of Vietnam
certainly do not want to give in to Communist aggression.

Now we regard what is happening in Vietnam as Chinese Communist
aggression by proxy. We believe that the Vietnam Government and its
gallant_allies, the United States, Australia, Korea, the Philippines
and Newfeeland, are fighting for the cause of democracy and national
independence. In other words they are fighting our cause, they are
fighting our enemy at other frontiers. We believe that the river Mekong -
and its valley are the national frontiers of this country. Now that
the Himalayas have been outflanked, we cannot simply afford to allow the
the countries of Southeast Asia to come under the coantrol of China.

If we do that, Thailand, Lacs and Cambodia will fall., If they fall,
Malaysia will become unsustainables. China and her friends and satellites
would eneircle us all the way from Karachi at one end to Singapore at the
other. Just as the frontiers of Britain lay in Belgium, so our frontiers
lie in Vietnam. Any Government that has any }ion would have therefore
sent a squadron of airforce planes or a detachment of troops to fight
alongside those who are defeading Vietnam in our interests. But of
course we cannot expecgt anytiing from this pro<Communist Government.
Unrortmtely) the &.I%ﬁﬂd of the past is still on ite shoulders.

Qe If you think the South Vietnamese people really support
the Government and if it is all free election, how do you
agecount for the fact that the biggest burden in the fighting
is borne by the United States while Dr. Ho Chi Minh's troops
are fighting hard, fighting better? '

Al 1f Belgium is attacked by Germany, then the brunt of #he fighting

in Belgium has been knewn to fall on the shoulders of the French and the

British armies. Does it mean that the Belgian people are uot behind

their own Government? In other worde, if a small or weak nilitary country

is attacked by a strong aggressive military neighbour, it ie natural that

the allies who are bigger and who have more resources will take on the

bigger part of the defence. But I have not Yet heard that it proves

that the Belgian people wanted Hitler or the Kaiser to attack their

country. So, I would say that that balance of strength used has nothing

to do with the popular support in defence of their own country. I have

:n doubt at all that it is predominantly a war of agrression from outside.
hole battalions and now divisions of the Borth Vietnam army are fighting

on South Vietnam soil and the guerilla part of the warfare has now

become a very incidental
a8 primarily s war n and minor part. Therefore, I regard the war

. of aggression by the North on the §
heve cressed the militery frontier outh. Lakhs of men

theres I would h .
$6Chn-Tniiny-wio-quite-rightdy-s00k-tho-habhdunnme o SRt AT

«e10
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thought that

4 the military frontier there. 1 would have

h:'Inf§::§:. who quite rightly took the infiltration of a few hunﬁr::d
;ujahid- last year into Kashmir es armed aggression by Pakistan, wo
find no difficulty in understanding the parallel or the analogy.

Qt Bir, what is your proposition for stopping the escalation
of war or preventing further escalation?

The best way to stop the war escalating is to attack and invade
:;rth Vietnam and finish the war in eight days. I undersand that thianlati

can be done. That is the best way to stop the war and to stop all esc one
While I support President Lyndon Johnson's prescnt policy as against the
appeasers, I do not think it is good snough. I think that this wobhling,

this privileged sanctuary in North Vietnan is ridiculous, When you figh

a war, you fight to win, not to stop the enemy only from attacking your
territory. After all did we not do it last year? When our troops attackad
acress the frontier from Amritsar to Lahore, my party supported it on the
ground that if the Pakistsni army had mggressed in Kashmir we should not

fight a purely defensive war and that once an attack has come we have every
right to counter attack on the enemy's territory. I don't understand the
weakness of the American Government in not occupying Hanoi and winning the

war which I understand the American military leaders are prepared to undertake.

Q: It is because of public opinion in the United States?

Az I don't think so. If you read the latest news from the United
ftates, the majority of the American people want Lyndon Johnson tdzmueh
faster with the war. But I think the United States Government Jrobably

has a wrong ideza that Communist China or even Soviet Russia might enter the
war if they attack North Vietnam. I believe this to be a fallacy. I think
there is not the slightest chancs of eithe# of these powers coming inte

the war 4if North Vietnam is overwhelmed. Communist China is a paper tiger
or a paper dragon. It has alwaye run away with its tail between its legs
whenever faced with a strong opposition. It is in mo condition to fight

a major war because fighting North Vietnam weuld mcan fighting the United
States and fighting the Nationalist Chinese troops who may land and
liberate the South west coast of China where they will be warmly received,
This, Mao tse-Tung's tyrannical regime with its Red Guards is in no
condition to face. BSimilarly, I don't think the Soviet Union would risk

@ war with the United States and allow Moscow to be destroyed for the sake
of Vietnam. Therefore, I am quite clear that the war can be 6topped and there
will be no danger of escalation if it is fought te a finish and to vietory.

Qs Do you suggest some negotiated settlement?

At The only negotiated settlement with any Communist power is one
that is achieved after military victory and that is enforced with military
fanctionss The Communist powers, 1ike individual Communists and Communist
parties, believe in breaking the{r treaties. The Soviet Union has broken
at least 20 treatics or more at the end of World War II in Europe. The

Chinese Comnuniste are a bandit re
but win on the field of battle gime; I would refuse to negotiate with them,

them to stay. and then allow them to etay wherever I want

el
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Qs gir, do you viesualise the public opinion in the world in
that case¥y
ndon
Public opinion is not made by the New York Times, the Lo
:;lﬂl or the Times of India. This is what is called "world opinion"
and it should not be listened to. It has slwaye proved wrong, Whether in
regerd to Hitler or 8talin or Mso tse-Tung.

qQt There 48 an impression that the Swatantra Party is in favour
of making some concessions to Pakistan in regard to Kashmir
while it is for an uncompromising stand against China. I8
that impression correct?

At Entirely incorrect. We are against appeasement. We are certainly
against appeasement of the Chinese Communist regime for the reason that

4t is a bandit regime with the blood of Tibet, Korea, Vietnam and our own
already on its hand and for the reason that it has occupled our territory.
We are slso against appeasement of Pakistan. After the Pakistani aggression
last summer our party changed its position. Till then it was prepared -

in view of the Mehru Government's obligations in the U.N. and elsewhere -

fn accept the role ot Pakistan as one of the parties (& the settlement

of the Kashmir dispute., But after that aggression we passed a resolution

in November,'s®which stands and will gand = that by its aggression the
Government of Pakistan had lost whatever locus standl the Nehru Government
might have givem it and that it %2 not necessary for us to negotiate with
them about Kashmir. In our opinion the Kashmir problem is now one solely
between the people and the Government of India and the People of Kashmir.
And we believe that 1t should be solved by conciliation between these two
parties. There is no third perty to this dispute. You will see from

this that we are not only against making concessions to Pakistan in regard
to Kashelr but we do not even accept their right to have any locus standi

in regard to Kashmir.

Qs Sir, who has inspired you in your lifey most?

Al When I was in my younger days a socialist, I would imagine
that H.@. Wells and Bernard Shaw were among those who influenced my thinking.
When I was cured ofthis state capitalist fallacy - although I still
believe in a free and equal society as an objective = I turned to Mahatma
Gandhi. It was he who showed me how shallow was our conception of the
methods of socialism which we had accepted in the Congress Socialist Party.
And both my friend J.P, and I were greatly influenced by this corrective.
We then realised that GandhijP was 50 years ahead of his time as a socialist
if—youtikce, that 1s,as a mechanic of those who wanted to take society
towards the free an{’equal direction. We were also influenced by Gandhiji's
:::ﬁiing iii:;E;rd to the ends and means. Hie thinking is that ends and
v are ed and cannot be compartmentalised, In other words, the end

& not justify the means. The example he used to give most was that

nothing good could com
fraud and force,and ;eﬂ out of the Soviet Union because it was founded on

has proved a hundred per cent righ
ght You cannot
; :;;:;rg:td;:°i°t3 by butchering people and liguidating lillionn of thl::t
Y a1 PN mni ?roved €0 right in tuis that I still am very much an
idealist - becguge ?3 ¢9Lleagues in my perty consider me an incurable
refuse to accept wrong methods even for the success of

el
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: (L3
Party eve that I am right, however, believing that no party
et ..Ji; :nb;:: end thrive by q::ltinnnlbo methods and that, when
i o : 4s an evil in your own body, the best thing is to raensnil; it
and deal with it even if it costsyou a momentary loas. We pro;u..:htl
when we threw out the Raja of Ramgarh and more recently some © ¢ ol
olleagues in U.P. when we found that they were corruptible and ™
:ﬁ.;-toru acting with questionable motives. Wherever we find t:ut t
people are really misbehaving in our party, we do not hesitate to
ghrow them out even if it means a loss of several seats in Assemblies ;
and Parlisment. We think that the loss is worth taking., Agein Gandhiji's
words come to ust 'Amputate the diseased limb.

Q: Sir, who is your favourite author?

As I have several favourite authors and I don't think I can
choose one out of them.

Q: Some of us have been taught the rudiments of socialism by
’ you and leaders like Jayaprakash and others, Now we find
that most of them have left. 1Is it actually because of
the weakness or the failure of the Indian socialist movement
or have you found that the doctrine of socialism itself is

wrong?

Al Yes, JoP. and I are trying to undo some of the mischief
that we did., I would say vasically that our re-thinking is due to
greater awareness of human nature and the facts of life, our understan=
ding of our own people,of what makes the worker or peasant tick wee
weoug., Today if you ask me I would say that all human beinge are a mix-
ture of selfichness andaltruism, and that while one should appeal to
altruism as wmuch possible, to try and to pretend that they have no
selfichness wouldvbe to ride for a fall, In other words, we have now
accepted the validity of certain laws of human nature and economics
which the State Sbcialigt pattern refuses to faege. I still accept the
fro{and equal™ society of Lenin as the ultimate objective, But I find
that the progrese towards a free and equsl society is the fastest wnere the
State plays a minimum role and slowest where the State capitalist or the
State socialistpattern is tried out. Now, faced with this what would you
expegt me to do ? Either I stick to my methodology or give up my
objective, which is what the Communists and socialists do logically as
in Russia or China, where e ,uality has been long since forgotten and is
termed g"petty bourgeoise deviation.” Stalin's words were "Eguality
is a petiy bourgeois deviation worthy of a primitive society. It
has nothing to do with socislism”. Stalin said thie in 1932. Even if
you want equality, maximum production, maximum return on enterprise
;:d effort and riek is the way thut raise§ the floor. Today in the United
ates the difference Letween the most skilled Worker and the most

unskilled worker whom in India we call "a'coolie" is 2,511 In I
. dia
the differential in most Places is let 2 -
In the Soviet Union I understan oo g M N —

d it is worse. Now 4if
moving towards equality, I find that t I believe in

i he so-called capit
whieh I call cokpetitive free enterpri PASALEY WuThee

se, which Dr. Erhard calls

217
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cial " _ free enterprise with a sosial objective or purpose, .
e th:l:::zr:::nlt-. This ..2..,to give the fastest movement towards
g::.:eoinlilt objective. So I cling to my objective b.llﬂl.s: ronliid
want a free and equal society., I rejegt the path of Leedn, ltia Jro,
of the State capitalism and I turn te ection of decentralized compe .
enterprise, which seems to give the quickest speed towards thndlo:inlin
objective. 80, I am sorry some of you feel that we have turned a :L::l
from leading you in that direction, but it is not so. We want to you
towards the same cbjective. We are =.llnt1!1l; consistent, We may appear
to be inconsistent because the word "socialism” has been misappropriated
today by the enemies of social justice. We have in India today that

ition: socialism versus social justice. And those who believe in
social justice like the Sarvodaya people cannot go along with the State
capitalist pattern because it is the t inequitable and most exploitative
pattern where Malaviyas and Serrajuddins flourish and others languish,

Q How will you check the evils of an acquisitive soeciety?

At There are two ways of doing it. One is internal and the

other is external. I have already said earlier that naturally we as
liberals or Swatantra people believe in minimum Governmental regulation

and controle There is also the internal check that is to make people
feel less acquisitive, fesl more fraternal., Now, this is where Gandhiji
comes in. Gandhiji's idea of Trusteeship is in our manifesto., We want
those with the means to share them or to use them if you like with a soecial
objective. That is what Erhard calls social enterprise. We held seminars
in Delhi and elsewhere, where I co-operated with Jayaprakash, for discussing
the social obligations of business. Management has a right to make a profit.
Without profit there is nothingj; there is not even efficiency. Loss-making
is nothing wonderful. But you cannot be altogether devoid of sogial
obligations. Now there are two ways of doing this. One is by regulation
and the other is by internal restraint. Just to give an example, I am

a 'Sampatbidani'. J.P, came to me ten years ago in Bombay and said I might
practise a little bit of the trusteeship which he espouses. He got me (7
agree to give one-tenth of my net income to the Sarva Seva Sangh every

year for giving the~farmerand the landless man, land, a-esuple—ef ploughs
and a little capital to tend the land; and I have been doing this for the
last ten years and I propose to do it for the rest of my life so long as
the Sarva Seva Sangh want it. This is called ‘Sampatiidan’ i.e. you share

& little of what you have - more than a fair share perhaps - with others
who need it and who, you think, will put it to the best use., Now this is
the spirit in which a trustee should begin to work.

Q: But the people do not know about your sacri

of your income as Sampatidan, 4 meav Al
A It is for the public t Y te
SHOR Y Nodhink: public to come to know. It 1q£for me to shout

U Gandhiji has said that according
to his concept of trustees
Af the trustees don't behave and if they do ngt fulfil t:-i:ip'
obligations, he would resist them with non-violent non=gooperat-
ion. Would you support that stand?

weld
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that mean now? If a company
A Yes, of cousse. What does il i P 5. v
S ..n:::_E":-t:fzzlgi:.::n::nzi;c¢::oﬂiationa which will
A 3 kg Mo - hich will stop the consumers
p:::::ht::-fh.::s.;s..il.'h'o-':f::g F !:-rofora, this is the non-violent

rom such con .

:cliltlnnt og‘thn consumer. Similarly, if the employers e bci:g :::::it."
the weapon of the strike is always there. The Swatantra hatyiho;: P
to the weapon of the strike. It mays very categorically t fc
pe no denial of the right to withhold labour which is the osalns: o
a free society. Therefore, in Parliament when Pandit Nehru was trying
to take away the ri;hs to strike of the Central Government -nployno-;h.
I opposed himy I said no, even the government employees should have
right to strike unless you go to -ibitration.‘ And when he said no
arbitration and no strike, I eaid "this is authoritarianismj this is
Stalinism and we will fight it", and the Communist Party voted for my
amendments against Nehru. So, funny things happen in this context.
I would say yes, I agree with Gandhiji's approach. But that does not
mean you liquidate them (erring trustees). If some officials are corrupt,
you sack them but you do not nbalishqa rvice and ereate anarchy in the
country. So, I agree with Gandhiji. If the trustee misbehaves he must
be curbed and if he misbehaves very badly he may be even removed in
individual cases; but you don't abolish the institution of private
enterprise just because some trustees misbehave.

H What will be your poliey towards Communism and the Communist
Party if you come to power?

Az Qur understanding of the Communist Party is that it is a fifthe
column, the Right Communist Party, of Moscow, and the Left Communist Partyy
of Peking, Now we also believe that enemies of democracy have no right
to use the processes of democracy for their destruction. You find this
principle elaborated in the book called "Politics of Democracy™ by
Mre. Durbin, the British Labour theorist. There is a whole chapter on it
which I enjoyed reading very much. But that does not mean that you automa-
tically ban the Communist Party at any given moment of time. I have
said this fn Parliament that if the Communist Party in any country
ineluding ours becomes "a clear and present danger" to our democracy,
I would not have the slightest compunction in passing a law outlawing them
outright, 1If, however, there is no clear and present danger, I would
tolerate them and fight them politically. The other day I held a Press
Conference in Bombay where I disclosed documentary proof that material
put up out by the New Age NewSService was in fact stencilled and typed
in the premises of the Soviet Embassy in Delhi and I am quite prepared
to be sued for libel either by the Communist Party or by the Soviet
Embassy. Neither of them, I am convinced, will do anything of that kind
because it is true. Now this is the vay to destroy this Communist evil
educate the people., But if the danger \tlear and present, as during the
gﬁ::::;stﬂ;lﬁiOHu ny party would demand the immediate oiitlawing of the
el :rty because jif a Communist power attacks your country, that

S yorry about keeping the climate of eivil liberties. So,

I would be g1
but becnua.: :: in banning, not because of any regard for the Communists

You set in
people, you don't know motion an unhealthy habit of not tolerating

where somebody will go. I would not like to rust
anyone including my own party with emercising the right to ban, boea:so
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'A' you ban 'B' and next you may ban the leading
::::Q:::izlzppoligzanf;zrtien as you see happening in some countries
of Asia and Africa and Latin America. S0y a5 a liberal, I would
go slow; but not out of regard for the rights of the Communista, of which %
they have none, being fifth-columnists or traitors, but out of the desire

to :;op the climate of free discussion which is of high value and which
 must be zealously guarded.

I would take a certain amount of risk tolerating the Communist
Parties rather than ban them cheerfully, but my right to ban I would
assert. I am against preventive detantion of individuals without trial,
which is absolutely foul, even if they are Communists. But I would
resort to the German, Brazilian and other ways by which by Act of
Parlisment you first outlaw the party; then the matter goes to the Supreme
Court, and the Supreme Court upholds the law on the ground that there is a
risk of fifth column and treacherous elements which cannot be tolerated.
After that I would arrest anyone who is in that erganization. This,
I believe, to be the rule of law or the way to deal with the evil, not
this primitive weapon of DIR or Preventive Detention, which as I pointed
out earlier may extend from Communists to non-Communists. Patrigte then
get arrested as was done with those ixk three young men during the
Chinese attack. So, you see there is a danger, Therefore,-I would go
about it in a principled way and not in an unprineipled way.

Qe Would you like to comment on the Left in the Congress?
What is this phenomeneon?

At It is a very well<known phenomenon.Communist infiltration

of democratie organizations is well-known throughout the worlde. Mr. Ziliscuss
for instance in the British Labour Party - and some others whom I would not
name - is a pgptotypﬁ of Krishna Menon and K.D, Malaviya in our countrys

80, you have tese democratic parties aften with a fringe of secret

communists mas ading as non-Communists. I believe Mr, Halaviya and

Mr. Krishna Menon to be essentially Communists; whether they hold a card

or not is irrelevant. BSometimes nnn-cnrqholding Communists are much

more dangerous than cardholding Communists, who are h
are being misled by bad leadership. s onest idealists, who



