T Hows Ospartsent (Spectal),

Sachivalayas, Sombay-400 032,
Dzted the 2nd July 1976

Bafence and ¥o.Desk XIX/WBM,2975/8/12459, - Whareas the Governmant
Internal of Indla, Ministry of Home Affairs, by its Order No.5.0.
Sscurity 275(E) dated the 26th June 1975 issued and smended, from
of India time to time, under sub-rule (1) of rule 48 of ths Defence

Rules, 1971. ak and Internsl Security of India Rules, 1971, has dirscted
that no news, comments, rumocur or other report, relating
to any matters specified in the said Ordar, shsll be
published in any newspapers, periodical er other decument,
unless such nsws, comments, rumour or other report has besn

b submittsd for scrutiny to an authorlsed officer and the

| publication thereof is authorised in writing by such afficer}

And whersas an English Wsekly entitled 'Opinion’ is owned,
edited, printed or cyclostyled and published by Shri A.D.
Gorwala, 40-C Aidge Road,Bonbay-400 0064

And whesreas, in the opinien of the Government of Maharashtra,
the production and publication of an axtract from the
Economist(London) of the 29th May 1976 in the issue of the
sald English Weekly 'Opinion' dated the 15th Juns 1976
contains prejudicial reportes as definad in clause (7) read
with sub-clauses (s), (g}, (h), (n) and (s) of clauss (6)

of rule 36 of the Defence and Internal Secuirty of India
Rules, 1971, and the issue was published in contravention

of the sald Order of the Government of India dated the 26th
June 19753

And whereas the Government of Maharashtra is of epinion that
for the purpose of securing the public safety and the
maintenance of public erder and internal sscurity it ie
nagessary to do soj

Mow, therefore, in exsrcise of the powers conferred on it by
clauss (b) of sub=rule (1) of rule 48 of the Oafsncs and
Intecnal Security of India Rules, 1971, and with the
previous approval of the Government of India, tha Gevernment
of Maharashtra hersby prohibits Shri A.D.Gorwala from
making snd publishing the said English Weeskly 'Opinien’

and alee prohibite him from using any presss fer the
purposes aforesald.

By arder and in ths name of tha Governor of fahacrashtra,

Sd/=
( D.H.Shamrao )
Daputy Secretary to Gowernment,
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Loas than tuo wesks from the first anniver imposi
sary of the
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imposer and those on whom it was impesed. To assist in that proceas
upm:nn below an axtract from a notably parspacious world

"Whan firs,Gandhi closed down the world's biggest demecrac

last June mmd the key question wast why? Was it, as she n{auu, to
defeat a conspiracy of reactionaries, Hindu nationalists and crimi-
hals poised to tear India apart? Was it, as we hoped (and still
wish it wera), a high price in freedoa to be paid for the neceasary
task of dragging India by ite bootstraps put of a naver=snding
economic mire? Or was it meraly an sxpedient means of saving
firs.Gandh's own political skin? Thanks largely to ths monsoon

and incceased exports, India's economy s in a rare mood of hope;
but even if Ars,Candh's sconomic policy as dictator is a Jot ar twe
better (because less anti-business) than it was as s desocret, the
right way to move towards freer markets is hardly to shut down
freedom firet. As for conspiracy, if conspiracy thers was, Lt had
crumbled under the firet blow, It locks as if salf-presscvation was
her main motive.

The remarkable ascent of a 30=ysar=pld youth lsader named

SanJay Gandhl has revived the same questions, in another form. ODid
Ars.Gandhi put many thousand people in jJjall, remove freedom of
speech and habeas corpus and muzzle the press not just te
presccve & throne but to build a dynasty? "he snewer, after 11 months
of one-mother=one-son rule, ssems to be yes.

It iz s measurs af the cult which has developed around ths

son of Indira Gandhi and the grandson of Jawaharlal Nehru that last
week, when Indian newspapers wers reporting (albeit on inside pages)
that a canal was being named after him, that a constituency in

Uttar Pradesh had asked hiwm to stand as ita member of perligment and
that his supporters there had scclaimed him as 'FMesslash Sanjay®,
othar Indians waere insisting that he had suffered a relative sclipse.
Thers wae almoat certainly an element of wishful thinking in the
baliaf that India's prime minister had declided te cut har son down
to s'zes Sanjay ia the favourite devil figure for critice of

Mrs Gandhi's regime, But there alsc scems to be some substance behind
the rumours that the prims minister has started reining in har
Wunderkind because of a seriss of mis)udgements that could yet cost
her deer.

Aeining him in for the momeny, anyway. Although Sanjay has

adnitted that ha and his mother do not always ses sye to sys = for
example, ahout frs Gandhi's Communist alliss, whom Sanjay has publicly
insulted = the prime ministsr has undoubtadly andorssd her son's
arrogation of power, much as her father sncouraged her own sarly
political carssr. Amatsur psycholegists in India offer two plausi.le
explanations for this phenomenoni the clsssic suspicloushess of a
dictator who ends up trusting only family and family retsinars; the
equally elassic guilt of a workin) sather and single parent whe
overcompensates by bestowing gifts~First money, in ths form af th
licsnce to build a non-productive car fasctory, and now pouwst, A third
gxplanation Por Sanjay' metseric riss since last June is that he
proved himself his mother's best political sdviser at that gifficult

time by counselling her to dafy the courts, the opposition and sver her ow
w

party and to proclaim that emsrgency.

Sanaya's sver=increasing suthority during ths pmsst 11 sonths has not
been based on any farmal pestiony his only official job is on ths
exscutive of th Congress party’s youth wing. But his magic nase
and the control his mother has delegated to him aver appolntments
have allowed him to extend his influsnce - in an unpredictable and
fear-inducing way = right through the Congress party and the
buresaucracy. Hg has slsp used his patronage powars to bulld up the

-
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- % beginnings of an indapendent polltkal base, particularly in the
states nearest the capital. Irenically, hewever, it was in Oslhi itselr,
where control over the local sdainistration is strongest, that his

aggressive political styde caused the
e ey @ firet major explosion of anger

The sseds of what is now known as the Turkmsn g.te (ncident ware sown
last sutum, when Sanjay smbarked on a campaign te clear out Delhi's slums.
The aim of demolishing tubledown shops and shacks, which ware eften

both illegal and dangerous, and resttling their occupants in proper
housing outside the eity, was byglanic in iltself. @&ut not only did mf

transport costs on subsistence workers and often landed thea in
sanitary conditlons then those they had left behind. 5till, \
thase grievances stirred pecple to action until the clearshces coinpjded
with Sanjay's other favourite campign, compulsory steriligation. .

abrupt removals darage a funciioning community; they impased pnu.EF

flors use of aterilisation in India would do much goed, But Sanjay \
Candhi's ham=fisted way of going about it has already discredited it. '
Sterilisatioen vans moved into the Moslem guarter of old Delhi near the
Turkman gate in sarly April, accompanied by bejewslled members of i
Sanjay's youthful entourage. Reports that young boys, newulay married |

and old men were being hauled in for instant vasectomlies raleed temp rs among
local foslems who opposs sterilisatlion on religlous grounda. 1n this
atmosphare, on April 19th, bulldozera arrived to raze yet anather set of
hutmenta,

Like most sterics in censor-boundy Oslhi, what happaned next comes in
several different versions. One gccount has it that the spark was lit
when Mpslem women, defending their homes, wore attacked, and carried off
by policej in another it was the demsnd that displaced residents show
proof of sterilisation before being granted a suburban plet as promised
that set the Moslegms offj in the official version, the Measlems

provoked polics retaliation by hurling stones and bricks at the
demclition men, uhat i{s certain L{s that sevaral hours af fighting
followed in which hundres of poeple were injured and perhaps 50 ar more
killed.

Courtesy: The Econemist, 29/5/76.

It is ssld s high dignitary,
addreseing a gathering of pressmen,
referred to them as Myou journallsts®
and later "as Journalists™ and after
o time again "belng Jjournaliste™s Ag
this an old man interrupted, "1 am
afrald, sir, you are spesaking to

the wrong audience. s here

are a collection of Government's *yYmEOT QY 13038 73doad
advertising agents; trua, some of us
uasd to be Journalists, but that “ujy
was oh, so long ago, why, even before Lq pethiscrako puw
the Emergency."® g-Aequog *peoy #EpTH
20y 3® erenzen*g’y A4
And so, to us the pacple, much that peysyignd pu® peaiim
is happening in tha country remalns *qusmfind-o3d 3N0
unknown. ~y3jm 3sod 03 pesuUBIT]
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