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"Oonsistency in politice is the virtue of an ass,” said G hiji, who
vas himself a most "inconsistent" nan, As usual, the Mahatma brushed aside the
cobwebs of popular belief and went straight to the heart of the matter, In
ordinary life, sticking to your guns when you lmow you are wrong will simply
annoy your friends; in politics 1t map be disastrous.

M. R, Masani, Member of Parliament from Rajkot and General Secretary
of the Swatantra Party, is a man who has taken the Mahatma's words to heart,
for he preferred rejecﬂug the erroneous beliefs he once held to being narrowly
consistent, Years ago, he was a socialist, breathing fire and brimstone with
the most ardent of that breedy today, he is a Liberal and considers State
Socialism a form of archaic stupidity.

Through experience, I have found that if you irritate a politician
— not too much, of course — he will glve you a lively and controversial
interview, so the moment I met Mr, Masani at his Delhi residence, I led off
by asking how he justified the "betrayal®™ of his early socialist views,

Masani vas not at all irritated; in fact, he seemed to welcome the
chance to hammer away at a favourite target, "I oace believed socialism was
right, Later I found I had been wrong, What should I have done? Stuck to
something I no longer believed was right? If a man is going along a rcad and
finds he has taken a wrong turning, would you expect him to keep going = or
to turn back and take the correct pathi®

Before I could think of a convinecing retort, he had launched into a

revealing little anecdote, “As a student in London, I met a Member of the

British Parliament who was a friend of ny father, During the course of a very

pleasant lunch he casually asked me about my political beliefs, Brimming with
pride and very sure of myself, I answered, 'Sir, I am an ardent socialist,'
My host, who happened to be a Tory, patted me benighly on the back and said:
"Wery good, my boy, That isg exactly what you should be at yourage, If you
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are not a soclalist at twenty cne, it means you have no heart — but if you
are still a socialist at forty one, 1t means you have no headi"
Perhaps it was mere coincidence, but by the time Masani was forty one,
he was disenchanted with his first political love and had written a book called

Soclalism Reconsidered in which he renounced socialism and declared himself

a Gandhian and & Liberal,

What first jolted Masani out of the socialist orbit was the failure of
the Soviet experiment to achieve the objectives for which the October Revolution
had been staged, When Communism in Russia totally failed to deliver the goods,
Masani, along uiitl_l_ his Marxist friend Jayaprakash Narayan, began to grope
tovards some al':bernntive system of thought or values,

In Haaaiuva own wordss "I found this alternative firstly in what
is broadly called '1iberalism' and secondly in the thought and work of
Mahatma Gandhi, whom we had staunchly opposed as socialists until he
converted us,”

To gain & more precise idea of Mr, Masani's views, I decided to

conduct the rest of the interview on a question-and-answer basis,

ESTION:s ™Was not Gandhiji a socialist at heart? Did he not
believe in a proper distribution of national wealth and in the uplift of the
common people? Is this not identical with soclalist beliefs?"

ANSWER:  "Gandhi's philosophy cannot be compressed into vague
catchwords, It is better to get to essentials, Gandhiji, for one thing,
believed and taught that ends and means are interlinked and that a decent
soclety camnot be produced by methods that are basiecally undean and dishonest.
The Communists, on the other hand, set themselves a goal and are ready to

1ie, cheat, murder or double-cross 4in order to achieve it,

This ruthiessness has been sanctioned by Lenin himself and has been
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faithfully carried out by his follovers,

The history of the Soviet Union is one of liguidation and butchery,
distortion and 1lies, It is a tragic story written in blood by men like
Stalin, Molotov, Vishinsky and Khrushchev,

The Mahatma wanted no part of this kind of distorted moral thinking;
Gandhiji believed in a more brotherly, more frce, more equal and just social
order, Above all, the Mahatma believed in people, in nations which served
their citizens, instead of the other way around,

The cornerstone of my beliefs is the Mahatma's condemnation of the
20th Century State as perhaps the biggest threat to human freedom, He was
prepared to forgive any violence, but not the violence of the State against

the pmplﬁ...-.-..-

QUESTION: Do you seriously mean to imply that every socialist is
unscrupulous, dishonest and a cut-throat, and that his main aim in life is
to establish a State that will destroy human rights?

ANSWERs No, of course not, But whatever the socialists may intend,
the result 1s inevitable, Let us get our definitiéns right, and let us see
whether soclalist methods lead to socialist aims beinz achieved,

I acsume socialists vant to sece poverty removed and people free and
happy: A&dmirable, I believe in this as a Liberal, I entirely agree with
these objectives, Lenin said the Communists were working for a "free and
equal society®, I agree with this too, It is not the end I am quarrelling
vith, but the means. I firmly believe that the same ends can be attained

only without out-dated theories and restrictive measures that soclalists
customarily employ,"

.-...4
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@grmm Granting you are right, do you not agree that socialism is
at least a "great leveller"? If we cannot be prosperous, can ve not at least
be equal?

ANSWER: I am afraid you are going by myths rather than concrete

examples. In the Soviet Union today there are much wider inequalities than

in the United States, the favourite "whipping-boy" of the soclalists, In
America the wage ratio between the highly skilled worker and the unskilled
vorker is two-a@nd-a~hzlf to one, :

To India (where those in power admire Socialism so much) the gap
between ekilled and unskilled is something like 20 to 1, In the Soviet
Union, which is proud to be the ®fatherland of soclalism®, the gap is as
great,

In America, a man can earn enormous wealth but he 1s heavily taxed.
In Russia the income tax is a flat 13 per cent -~ whether the man happens to
be a common labourer or & high-placed Commissar earning a hundred times his
salary,

In the Soviet Union there are mile-long queues for horse meat while
the big-wigs in Moscow feast on tables laden with caviar and champagne, In
Russia few private citizens own cars but the Party functionaries never seem
to have any trouble getting them, 4s for the "top Wrass", they believe in
lwury linousines or — like Foreign Hinister Gromyko -- prefer to import
special custom-built models from America.

This may be soclalism - but is it equality?

QUESTION: Instead of cars and luxury goods, would it not be better
to take everyday necessitics or goods in common demand, Are the poor people
not better off in thie respectin the socialist nations?

ANSWER: In the half-century socialism has been tried in the Soviet
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Union, the rise in the standard of living of most people has been about the
slowest in the world — very near to that of China, another ardent follower
of the Wsoclalist® creed, Let us take a few yardsticks —= houseing, clothes,
food, These touch the common people every day of their lives, They are
alvays talking about bdilding. houses in Russia but even today vhole families
l4ve in a single room, 4s for clothes, everybody knows that Soviet diplomats
returning from pestings in India and other countries usually carry with them
half a dogen new suits and half a dogzen pair of shoes to blackmarket back
home,

A few years ago, when Khrushchev was boss, & lady approached him at a
State Banquet and asked him for his autograph, He tried to sign his name
with the ball pen she handed him, but it simply would not work, So he handed
the pen back with a glare, pulled out his own, and signed with a flourish,
declaring: "This is dmerican; the darned thing works,®

QUESTION: A single incident with a pen is hardly a fair touchstone
of progress, Russia has made tremendous advances in space and in the
military field she has caught up even with America, What have you to say to
that?

ANSVER: T mentioned the pen incident merely because it shows the
Soviet contempt for consumer goods. In Russia they just do not bother about
the ordinary things of 1ife that people want, If you want proof, wa
the state of the steel industry in Russia with the chaotie condition of its
agriculture,

Russia has plenty of steel; it goes into the manufacture of
armaments, But the people cannot eat steel, They do eat vheat, but

unfortunately there is very little vheat to go arcund, Why? Because when

Stalin was in pover, he butchered the Kulaks, the Kisans, ie simply wiped

"I'.6
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them out and pooled their small productive farms into huge collectives, This
vas in keeping with the Socialist idea that a party boss sitting at head-

quarters and giving orders can produce more food than farmers who had the

experience of generations to guide them}

Collective farms lead to one result alone — shortages everyvhers,
But the "Socialists" of Ruseia refuse to profit from experience, This fad for
central control continues even after Stalin died, The outcome is that Russia
has to suffer the humiliation of selling tons and tons of gold to buy wheat
from the "capitalists" countries of the West, Meanwhile, of course, the
steel industry flourishes , and huge rockets are paraded through Moscow in

honour of the October Revolution}

QUESTION: Do you think that because some ideas have failed to work
in Russia, they must also fail elsewhere?

ANSWER: The failures I have dealt with are inherent in socialism and
mist ocour in every socialist system, What hae been happening in the Soviet
Union for 4% years has been happening in our country for 15 or so, Fortunately
ve are not completely "socialised” yet, so may be our pens still deo work
and may be vo can still get some decent consumer goode in the shops, But we
ARE following a "Socialist pattern of society", and the rot has already set in,

For many years now, the planners at Delhi have been keeping strictly
to socklist theory and adopting lopsided priorities, Hussia went in for steel,
so we had to go in for steel! We have four steel plants already but we are
still clamouring for a fifty — even if we have to tax the people to death teo
feed this "white elephant®, On the other hand, we drag our feet over

fertilisers, Why? Because under Soclalism, heavy industry must be given
priority!
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QUESTIONs Are you implying that the Government is deliberately going
in for wrong priorities even though 1t knows what the correct priorities are?
ANSWERs I fear the answer is "Yes", That is the trouble with dogma.
Doctrinaire fanatics persist in their foolishness even when they see the

disastrous results of their suddled thinking staring them right in the face,

QUESTION: What in your opinion should be the minimum duties of a
government to the people?

ANSWERs They don't have to do too much, The Planners in Delhi go in
for fanciful dreams; the common people want only enough food, a roof over
their heads, drinking water, and an assurance that their hard work will taild

a better 1ifs for themselves,

QUESTIONs 1Is there any prospect of these modest needs being fulfilled?
ANSWER Certainly not under socialism, It is a tragic fact that
when socialists talk about "helping the people”, what they really intend is to
help themselves,... State control, monopolies, the power to order people aboutyes
all this %s inherent 4n socialism,
What is worse, if soclaliem were carried to its logical extreme, it
would creat a full-fledged police state which is almost impossible to dislodge,
In a democracy the people choose their government and can kick it out
if that govermment proves unfit. In Britain they rejected Sir Winston Churchill
despite the part he played in winning the war, In which "soclalist" state has

any government been unseated except through violence? How CAN such a government

be unseated? Have you seen the voting patterns in Communist countries which
follow the most undiluted and extreme form of socialism?

Walter Ulbricht of Past Germany comes into pover with 99,2 majority,
What an enormously popular man! A4nd yet he has to build a vall to keep his



-8 -

people from runaing away to West Berlin! Or let us take Ghana, which has
lately been in the news, Nirumah -- a great admirer of Pandit Nehru,
{ncidentally = believed himself to be a model soclalist and benefactor of
Hs people; He finally got to the stage vhere he began to believe his own
propaganda and to belleve he really was the "Osagyefo® or Redeemer,

Today, Nkrumah has been kicked out and several unsavoury facte are
coming to light, We read, for example, that Nkrumah gave himself & 6000 a
year as a "table allowance® for himself and his femily and that he had & trovel
allovance of & 34,000 a year whether he travelled or not, 41l told, Nirumah,
a paragon of socialist virtues, pocketed some & 54,000 a year — all in the
name of soclalism!

Mind you, this may all be legitimate for a socialist, If he robs
the people, it is for their own good, while the Chinese and Soviet "advisers"
that flooded Ghana by the hundreds were only there to prevent the people of

Ghana being subverted by the forces of "reaction and imperialism"}'

QUESTION: Don't you think this example of Ghana is rather extreme,
Other socialist states have not followed the Ghana pattern,

MNSWER: I wonder, The pattern in Ceylon was very much the same —
people were robbed of their rights, the foreign oxchange position went from
bad to worse, and — is it coincidence? —- scores of Russian and Chinese
agents flooded the country,

It was only after Mrs, Banderanaike was thrown out of power that the
country began at last to get back on an even keel, Fortunately, the present
Ceylonese Covernment is an honest and Liberal government and there is no

reason to worry about Ceylon's future,... But it was a close thing., A few

more months of soclalism and the country would have been completely engulfed

by the Communists and their foreign masters,
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m_o_l, gan't tyrants come to power under any system? Why blame
only socialism? :

ANSWFR; I asgree that tyrants ean emerge anywhere, The fact, however,
is that :;:1m is an ideal breeding ground for tyramnny. Soclalisn teaches
people to forget about their rights and %o hand these riphts to the State,
Soclalism is in fact rule by the State for the benefit of the State —- not as
in Democracy, ruled Ly the people for the benefit of the people. In a
Soclalist system the state controls the right of people to trade, the right
of people to engage in business, the right of people to travel vhere they
wish, These rights all belong to the State to be doled out at itssweet will
and pleasure, '

In the Indonesia of Sukarno, another ardent Seclalist, everything
vas concentrated in his hands, While the economy tottored and the people
vent hungry, Sukarno was busy trying to "erush Malaysia® and to sell the
country out to the Communists, Sukarno is otill President, but the army is
in econtrol and in time this unhappy oount:;?at last realice what havoe

socialism has caused and how dangerous too much concentration of power can be,

ESTIONs 8o far, your arguments are purely negative; have you
anything concrete to suggest as an alternative?

ANSHER 3 One must diagnose the disease befare one can prescribe a
cure, Socialism has not worked, Liberaliem will, What is Liberalism? It
is a belief that soclety can safely be founded on the aelf-direoting pover
of the humen personality. Freedom to a Liberal is not merely the right of
the indlvidual, but an essentlal part of the soeial order,

Under a Liberal government the State would be based on soelal velfare
and social justice, Since the well-being of the people depands on a healthy

economy, the Liberals prefer to adupt sound economic policies rather than
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t.;.e themselves to unworkable doctrines which are political rather .than
economic, The consumers' needs, for instance, are much more important to a
Liberal than the desires of the State, Only those gocds would be produced that
the people vant, goods for which the people are prepared to pay a price in the
| market,

Under Liberalism the pattern of production is dictated not by Government,
not by a Planning Commission, not by the diktat of anybody, but by the will
of the people ac expressed collectively in the market place, The law of the
market is the only sane cconomic law, This law forces the biggest capitalist

to cater to the smallest man in the market, This is vhat 1s called a free

market economy in contrast to a socialist economy, Under 1t, the little man,
the Consumer, is King,

Soeialism deprives the common man of choiee, for under it a group of
ten or fifteen people in Moscow or Delhi can tell the people what to take,
The National Planning Commission is omniscient, omnipotent - God, The

ILiberal way, on the other hand, lets the people decide what they want,

QUESTIONs Are you completely against planning? If plamming were to
be abolished altogether, would it not lead to chacs?

ANSWER: T am not against planning based on natural economic laws =
1 an against doctrinaire planning based on ideas which run counter to the
fundamental nature of human beinse, which ignore incontives and consider normal
anmbition and acquisitivenoss to be criminal and "roactionary®,

Other things being equal, a man will prefer to work feor his own
benefit than for the benefit of the State. Sane nen admit this, Soclaliste

don't,

1 deeply believe that the commonsense of people as a whole ig far

.li.n
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superior to the ideas of a handful of men who draw up plans or run the

Government, It is because of this that I am against centralised, Soviet-type
planning, which makes the State supreme. I am for "indicative planning" of :
the kind that ies practised in France or Britain today.

The Congress Government keeps claiming it is following Mahatma

Gandhi -- but Gandhiji believed that "that Government is best which governs

the lﬂasta.

000N



sConoistency in politice is the virtue of an aps,"” said Gandhiji, who

vas himself a most "inconsistent® man, As usual, the Mahatma trushed aside the

cobwebs of popular belief and vent straight to the heart of the matter, In
ordinary 1ifs, sticking to your gune when you know you are wrong will simply
annoy your friends; in politics it can be disastrous,

K. R, Mapani, Member of Parliament from Rajkot and General Secretary
of the Swatantra Party, is a man who has taken the Mahatma's words to heart,
for he preferred rejocting the erroneous beliefs he once held to being narrovly
concistent, Years ago, he vas a socialist, breathing fire and brimstone with
the most ardent of that breedj today, he is a Liberal and considers State
Sooialiem a form of archalc stupidity.

Through experience, I have found that if you irritate a politician

" == not too mich, of course - he will give you a lively and controversial
interview, so the moment I met Mr, Masan! at his Delhi residence, 1 led off
by asking how he justified the "betrayal®" of hie early socialist views,

Masani wvae not at all irritated; in fact, he seemad to welcome the
chance to hammer away at a favourite target, "I once believed socialism was
right, Later I found I had been wrong. What sghould I have done? Stuck to
something I no longer believed wae right? If a man is going along a road and
finde he has taken a wrong turning, would you expect him to keep poing == or
to turn back and take the correct pathi®

Before 1 could think of a convinelng retort, he had launched into a
revealing little anecdote, “As a student in London, I met a Menber of the
British Parliament who was a friend of nmy father, During the course of a very
pleasant lunch he casually asked me about my political beldefs, Brimming with
pride and very sure of myself, I answered, 'S8ir, I am an ardent socialist,!
¥y host, vho happened to be a Tory, patted me benighly on the back and saids
"Very good, my boy, That is exactly vhat you should be at yoursge, If you
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are not a scclalist at twenty one, 1t means you have no heart —- but if you
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are still a soclalist at forty one, it means you have no headi"®

Perhaps 1t was mere coincidenco, but by the time Masani vas forty one,
he was disenchanted with his first political love and had written & book called
Soclalism heconsidered in which he remounced socialiem and declared hinself
a Gandhian and a Liberal,
| What £iret jolted Masani out of the soclalist orbit vas the failure of
the Soviet experiment to achieve the objectives for which the October Revolution
had been staged, When Communiem in Russia totally failed to deliver the goods,
Masani, along with his Marxist friend Jayaprakash Narayan, began to grope
tovards some alternstive system of thought or values,

In Masani's own words: "I found this alternmotive firetly in vhat
is troadly called 'liberalism' and secondly in the thought and wvork of
Mahatma Gandhi, vhom we had staunchly opposed as socialists until he
converted us,”

To gain a more precise idea of Mr, Masani's views, I decided to

conduct the rest of the interview on a question-and-ansver basis,

ESTIONs "Wes not Gandhi)i a socialist at heart? Did he not
believe in a proper distribution of national vealth and in the uplift of the
common people? 1s this not identical with socialist beliefe?"

ANSHTRs  “Gandhi's philosophy cannot be compressed into vague
catetwords, It is better to get to essentials, Gandhiji, for one thing,
bolisved and taught that ends and means are interlinked and that a deeent
society camnot be produced by methods that ore h;nimlly umb!u and dishonest,
The Conmunists, on the other hand, set themselves a goal and are ready to
11e, cheat, murder or double-crose in order to achieve it,

/
Thie ruthlessness haw been sanetioned by Lenin himeelf and has been

R
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are not a soelalist at twenty one, it means you have no heart —- ut if you
are gtill a socialist at forty one, it means you have no head}i"

perhaps it wae mere coincldenen, but by the time Mapani was forty one,
he was disenchanted with his first political love and had written a book called
Soclalism Reconsidered in which ho renounced socialiem and declared himself
a Gandhian and & Liberal,

What firet jolted Masani out of the soclalist orbit vas the failure of
the Soviet experiment to achieve the objectives for which the October Revolution
had been staged, When Cormuniem in Russia totally failed to deliver the goods,
Mosani, along with hie Merxist friend Jayaprakash Narayan, began to grope
tovards some alternstive system of thought or wvalues,

In Masani'e own worde: "I found this altermotive firstly in what
is broadly called 'liberalicm' and secondly in the thought and verk of
Mahatma Gandhi, whom we had staunchly opposed as socialiste until he
converted ue,"

To gain a more precise idea of Mr, Masani's views, I decided to

conduct the reet of the interview on a queation-and-answer basis,

GQUESTICNs "Was not Gandhi)i a socialist at heart? Did he not
bolieve in a proper distribution of national vealth and in the uplift of the
common people? Is this not identical with socialist bellefs?®

ANSWFRs  "Gandhi's philosophy cannot be compressed into vague
catehwords, It is better to get to essentiale, Gandhiji, for ome thing,
believed and taught that ends and means are interlinked and that a decent
soclety camnot be produced by methode that are 'w;nimlly um-hnu and dishonest,
The Cormunists, on the other hand, set themselves a goal and are ready to
11e, cheat, mmder or double-cross in order to achieve it.

This ruthlessness has been sanctioned by Lenin himeelf and has been
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faithfully carried out by his follovers, |
The history of the Soviet Unlon is one of liquidation and butchery,
distortion and 1ies, It is a tragle story vritten in blood Ly men like

Stalin, Molotov, Vishinsky and Khrushchev,
The Mahatma wanted no part of this kind of distorted moral thinkingj

Gandhiil believed in @ more brotherly, more frce, more equal and Jjust social
. order, Above all, the Mahatma believed in people, in nations which sorved
their ecitizens, instead of the other way around,
The cornerstone of my beliefe is the Mahatma's condermation of the
20th Century State as perhaps the biggest threat to human freedom, Ile vas
prepared to forgive any violence, but not the violence of the State against

the p”pletoooonott

QUESTION: Do you seriously mean to imply thut every socialiet is
unserupulous, diehonest and a cut-throat, and that his main ainm in 1life is
to establish a State that will destroy human rights?

ANSWERs  No, of course not, But whatever tho soclaliste may intend,
the result is inevitable, Let ue get our definitions right, and let us see
vhether soclaliet methods lead to soclalist alms being achieved,

1 aseume socialists vant Lo see poverty removed and people free and
happy. Admirable, I believe in this as a Liberal, I entirely agree with
those objectives, Lenin said the Commmniste were vorking for a "free and
equal soclety®, I agree with this too, It 18 not the end I am quarrelling
vith, but the means, I firmly believe that the same snds can be attained

only without outedated theories and restrictive measures that soelalistes
customarily employ,"

Il.l.4
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QUESTION: Granting you are right, do you not agree that soclalisn is
at least a "great leveller"? If we can-ot be proesperous, can we not at least
be equal?

ANSWERs I am afraid you are going by myths rather than concrete
exarples, In the Soviet Union today there are much wider inequalities than
in the United States, tho favourite "whipping-boy" of the socialists, In
America the wage ratio between the highly skilled worker and the unskilled
worker is twoe-and-a=half to one,

It India (where those in power admire Soeialiem so much) the gap
botween ekilled and unckilled is something like 20 to 1, In the Soviet
Union, which is proud to be the "fatherland of soclalism®, the gap is as
great,

In Amerieca, a man can earn enormous wealth Lut he 18 heavily taxed,
In Russia the income tax is a flat 13 per cent — vhether the man happens to
be a common labourer or a higheplaced Commissar earning a hundred times his
salary,

In the Soviet Union there are mile-long queues Tor horse meat while
the blg-wige in Moscow feast on tables laden with cuv?.ar and champagne, In
Eussia few private citizens own cars but the Party fumetionaries never ceem
to have any trouble gotting them, A&s for the "top lwrass", they believe in
luxury limousines or == like Forelgn kinister Gronyke = prefer to import
speclal custom-bulilt models from Ameriea,

This nay bo soclialimm — tut is it oquality?

QUESTIONs Instead of care and luxury goods, would 1t not be better
to take everyday necessitics or goocds in common domand, Are the poor people
not better off in thic respectin the soeialist nationo?

MISWERS  In the halfecentury socialim has boen tried in the Soviet




o8e

Union, the rise in the standard of living of most people has been about the
slowost in the world — very near to that of China, another ardent follover
of the "soclalist® creed, Iet us take a few yardsticke — houeing, clothes,
food, These touch the common people every day of their lives, They are
alvays talking about biilding houses in Russia Wt even today vhole families
live in a single room, ds for clothes, everybody imows that Soviet diplomats
roturning from pestinge in India and other countries usnally earry with them
%alf & dogen new suits and half a dozen pair of choss to blackmarket back
home,

A fov years ago, when Khrushchev was boss, & lady approached him at a
State Banquot and asked hin for hie autograph, lie tried to sign hie name
with the ball pen she handed him, but 1t simply would not work, So he handed
the pen back with a glare, pulled out his own, and signed with a flourish,
declarings "This is lmerican; the dammed thing vorks,"

QUESTIONs A single incident with a pen 1o hardly a fair touchstone
of progress, Russia has made tremendous advasces in space and in the
military field she has caught up cven with imeriea, What have you to say to
that?

ANSVER: T mentioned the pen incident merely becanse it shows the
Soviet contempt for consumer goods, In Russia they just do not bother about
the ordinary things of 1ife that people vant, If you want proof, compare
the otate of the steel industry in Russia with the ciaotie condition of {tes
agriculture,

Russia has plenty of steel; it goos into the manulacture of
armaments, But the people cannot eat steel, They do eat vheat, but
unfortunately there is very little vheat to g0 around, Why? Because vhen

Stalin was in power, he butchersd the Kulaks, the Kisans, ile eimply wiped

....I“
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them ou't and pooled their small productive farme into huge collectives, This
vae in keeping with the Soclalist idea that a party boss sitting at head-

quarters and giving orders oan produce more food than farmers who had the

experience of generations to guide them!
Collective farme lead to one result alone — shortages everyvhere,

But the "Socialists® of Russies refuse to profit from experience, This fad for
central control continuee even after Stalin died, The outcome is that Kussia
has to suffer the humiliation of selling tone and tons of gold to buy wheat
from the “capitalists® countries of the West, Meanwhile, of course, the

steel industry flourishes , and huge rockets are paraded through Moscow in
honour of the October Revolution}

QUESTION:s Do you think that because come ideas have falled to work
in Ruseia, they muet also fail elssvhere?

ANSWERs The failures I have dealt with are inherent in socialiem and
mist ocour in every scelalist system, What has been happening in the Soviet
Union for 47 years has been happening in our country for 15 or so, Fortunately
ve are not completely "soclalised” yet, 80 may bo ouwr pens still do work
and may be we can still get some decent consumer goods in the shops, PBut ve

MRE following @ "Soclaliset pattern of soclety", and the rot has already set in,

For many years now, the planners at Delhi have been keeping strietly
to socklist theory and adopting lopsided priorities, Russia went in for steol,
80 veo had to go in for steell We have four steel plants already lut we are
still elamouring for a fifty — even if we have to tax the people to death to
feed this "white elephant™, On the other hand, we drag our feet over

fertilisers. Why? Beoause under Soclaliem, heavy industry must be given
priorityl

lt...?
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QUESTIGNs Are you implying that the Government is deliberately going
- 4n for wrong priorities even though it knows what the corroct prioritics are?
AnsiiRs I !‘oﬂ' the answer i "Yes", That is the trouble with dogma.
Doctrinaire fanatics persist in their foolishness even wvhen they see the
disastrous results of their suddled thinking storing them right in the faoe,

GUESTIONs What in your opinion should be the minimun duties of a
government to the people?

AISWER3 They don't have to do too much, The Planners in Delhi go in
for fanciful dreams; the common people want only enough food, a roof over
their heads, drinking water, and @n assurance that their hard work will build
a better 1life for themsolves,

TIOR: 1Is there any prospect of these modest needs being fulfilled?
ARSWERs Certainly not under soclalism, It is a tragie fact that
vhen sociallists talk about "helping the peopla®, vhat they really intend is to
help themselves,,,, State control, monopolies, the power to order people aboutyee
all this 1s inherent in soclalism,
Whot 49 worse, if socialism were carried to its logical extreme, it
would creat a full-fledged police state which is almost impossible to dislodge,
In & demoaracy the poople choose their government and esn kiok it out
if that government proves unfit, In Britain they rejected Sir Hinetu:.a Churehill
despite the part he played in winning the var, In vhich "soclalist® state has

any goveroment been unscated exeept through violence? llow CAN sueh a government

be unseated? fave you sesn the voting patterns in Communist countries vhich
follow the moet undiluted and extreme form of socialism?

Valter Ultricht of Faot Germany comes into pover with 99,7 majority.
¥hat an enormously popular man! 4nd yet he has to build a vall to keep hie
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people from running avay to Vest Berlin! Or let us take Ghana, vhich has
lately beon i the nows. Nirumah - a great adpirer of Pandit Nehru,
{neidentally —— believed himself to be & model soclalist and benefactor of
tis people, He finally got to the stage vhere he began to believe his own
propaganda and to belicve he really vas the "Osagyefo® or ledeemer.

Today, Nkrumah hae been kicked out and several unsavoury facts are
coming to light, We read, for example, that Nirumah gave himself & 6000 a
gear ss a "table allowance® for himself and hie family and that he had a travel
allovance of & 34,000 a year vhether he travelled or not, 411 told, Nirumah,
a paragon of socialist virtues, pocketed some & 54,000 a yesr - all in the
neme of soclaliem!

¥ind you, this may all bs legitimate for a soclalist, If he robs
the people, it is for their own good, vhile the Chinese and Soviet "advisers”
that flooded Ghana by the hundreds were only thers to prevent the people of
Ghana being subverted by the forces of "reaction and imperialism"}!

QEESTIONs Don't you think this example of Ghana is rother extreme,
Other soclalist states have not followed the Ghana pattern,.

ANSWERs I wonder, The pattern in Ceylon was very much the same -
people were robbed of their rights, the foreign exchange position went frem
bad to worse, and — is it boincider:ce? — ocores of Russian and Chinese
agents flooded the country,

It vae only after lirs, Banduranaike was thrown out of pover that the
country began at last to get back on an even keel, Fortunately, the present
Ceylonese Covernment 1s an honest and Liberal government and there ie no
Teason to worry about Ceylon's future,,., Dut it was a close thing., A few

more months of socialism and the country would have been complotely engulfesd
by the Comunists and their foreign musters,
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ml_g_la Can't tyrants come to power under any system? ¥hy blame
only socialism?

Mt 1 agree that tyrants san emerge anyvhere, The fact, hovever,
1s that socialism ie an ideal breeding ground for tyranny, Socialisn t.,uhon
people to forget about thelr righte and to hand these rights to the State,
Soclaliem 18 in fact rule by the State for the benofit of the State - not as
in Democracy, ruled Ly the people for the bemefit of the people, In 8
Soclalist system the state controls the right of people to trade, the right
of people to engage in business, the right of people to trave)i wvhere they
wish, These rights all belong to the State to be doled out at itssveet will
and pleasure,

In the Indunaa:ll,of Sukarno, another ardent Sgclalist, everything
vas concentrated in his hands, While the economy totltered and the people
wvent humgry, Sukarno was busy trying to "crush Malaysia® and to sell the
country out to the Communists, Sukarno 1s otill President, but the army is
in control and in time this unhappy ootmt:'}at. last realise vhat havoe

socialism has caused and how dangerous too much concentration of power can be,

QUESTIONs So far, your arguments ars purely negative; have you
anything concrete to suggest as an alternative?

JNSVER:  One must diagnose the dlsease befare one can presaribe a
cure, Socialism has not worked, Liberaliam wili, What i® Libdoralissm? It
is a belief that socioty can safely be founded on the eelf=directing pover
of the humen personality, Freedom to & Liboral is not merely the right of
the individual, but an esecential part of the soelal order,

Under a Liberal government the State would be based on soelal velfare
and soclal justice, Sinee the vell-being of the people depande on a healthy
fcononmy, the Liberals prefor to adopt sound economic policies rather than
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t1e themselves to unvorkable doctrines which are political rather than
econonie, The consumera' neede, for instance, are mch more important to a l
liberal than the desires of the State, Unly those goode would be produced that |
the people want, goods for which the people are prepured to pay a price in the
paricot, :

Under Iiberalism the pattern of production is dictated not by Government,
not by a Planning Commission, mot by the diktat of anybody, ut Ly the will 1
of the people as expreesed collectively in the market place, The law of the
market is the on e © e o This law forces the biggest eapltalist
to cater to the gmallest man in the market, This Iz vhat 1s called a‘frso
market economy in eontrast to a coclalist cconomy., Under it, the little mam,
the Conpumer, i& King,

Socialisn deprives the common man of choics, for under it a group of
ten or fifteen people in Moseow or Delhi can tell the people vhat to take,
The National Planning Commission is omnisclent, omipotent - God, The
Liberal vay, on the other hand, lets the people decide what they vant,

FSTIONs dre you completely sgainet planning? If plamming wers to
be aboliched altogether, would 4t not lead to chags?

ANSHER: T an not againet planning based on retural economic lave -
I an agalnst doctrinaire planning based on ideas which run counter to the
fundanental nature of human bein;s, which ignore incentives and consider normal
anbition and acquisitivennss to be eriminal and "reactionary®,

Other things being aqual, a man will prefer to work fer hie own
benefit than for the benefit of the Statn, Sane nen admit thie, Soclaliste

don't,

I desply balieve that the cormonsense of Pedple as a whole ip far

ll..u
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superior to the ideas of a handful of men who draw up plans or run the
Government, It is because of thie that I am againet centralised, Soviet-type
;illnning,, vhich makes the State supreme. I am for "indicative planning" at.
the kind that ig practised in France or Eritain today.

The Congress Government keeps clainming it is following lMahatma
Gandhi == but Gandhiji bolioved that "that Government 1o best which governs
the least,"

ENAESREREPEAS



