Mr.Speaker, Sir, first I should like to gtart axplaining
morning &y colleagues and I did not stand mmppm-:,or the mu::;tz’mn
motion. That attitude arises froz the conclusion to which we cane as far back as
mttmnmqothtthumum&mmﬁdsmmdatmomx
every session have become very sterile, routine things; not only that, they
becoue sslf-:d.efanting. because having challenged the Governzert on the opening day
apd almost inevitably taking a defeat, the whola of the rest of the gescion tends
to become scmething of an anti-climax. I believe that this is bad serliamentary
strategy, and therefore we certainly do mot want to take part in the responsibilityt
for following this mth. Bur, Sir, the motion has been aduitted by the House, and
now it becoues necessary to go into its merits. ¢

Mr. Madhu Limaye gave three grounds for his motion. The first is the Kerala
situation., I do not think I shall denl with it, because those who have spolten
already have dealt with it to some extent. I am quite prepared to listen to both
the warring groups of Communists giving us diametrically opposite facts from which
we will have to chooge! I would rather save my time and turn t0 other matters. =

The second ground given by Mr. Limaye is 2 good one — concentration of
Dower. I am very glad to find that so vany gentlemsn on both sides of me have
now become mware of this concentration of power. One would imagine this is the
firat time it hes happensd. It is not. This concentration las oxisted for
twenty years and has been sloyly incressing year by year. It is nvrt of the
systew or economic theory which they have adopted — the system of State Socialism.
If anyone believes that State Soclalisu can co-exist with decentralisation of
power, 1 thirk what has already haprened and what is going to happen will provide
aoce useful education to those whe have not bean able to see things clearly.
Acharya Vinoba Bhave mentioned conceutration of power in five or six hands in Delhi
ten years =2go. It is not very important whether it is five hande or ten hands
or two hands. It is bad if the number of hands gets smaller and smaller. But
concentration of power even in five or ten hands in Delhi for the wlwole of India
is bad enough. I am very glad that this greater awareness is coming over all of us.
1 am glad that Mr. Madbu Limaye has drawn attention to it.

Undoubtedly the importance given to the Intelligence Services of various kinds
in the Cabinet reshuffle that tool: place recently did draw a lot of etiention.
It was out of place. Prime Winisters of democratic countries have not shown any
interest in the Secret Service or secret police. That interest io show by fescist
and coumunist dictators. It is a great pity that the Prime Minigter of this
democratic country should have ahown so much interest in a subjectihich should have
been left to an underling.

The other point that Mr. Limaye makes is even more valid -- bureaucratisaticn
of administration. Quite right. I an gled he has now come to realise that
State Socialisn must erd in buresucracy. When you hand over power tc¢ the hands
of officials big and small in place of free citizers, wiether you like it or
not, bureaucratisation gets in. You cannot have State Socizligm, you cannot
have nationalisation and then complain of bureaucratisation. It is an inevitable
price you have to pay. If we do not want bureaucratisation, let us join }
intelligent socialists in other parts of the world and realise thatpationslisation,
State industry and State enterprise are not the best way to social juﬂ?ice-
Dhers arc other paths whick sre faster and more effective. I very much welcome
the fact that a radical socialist like Mr. Madiu Limaye bas reali:él_aﬂ thet
bureaucrecy is setting in. If I may say so, he will have to re-think a little
more. Dr. Lohis was a ploneer in that thinking. ILet us give credit to him.
He was an old friend of mine. He saw that State Capitaliss which we are practising
in Indlia in the name of Sccialism is as reactiocnary as any other kkind of
capitalism could possibly be. Therefore, Le moved avay from ona caup “hi:"'
the other. T au very zlad that =r. Limaye, by including this point in
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DR 7 BN The fiscal policies of governmurnt, rutting sside the Plans for moment
"' - equally bad. On the one hend, there is exccssive taxation, both fu.r:ct d ig‘ﬁ;ﬁ'
R and on the other hand there ie the constant resort to inflation. Hany of us have
B mrmdl:het}uvermentatthetimofthelut&ﬂgutnndtha&ﬂﬂthmw
g thoir measurss were inflationary and would result in rising prices. 5ri Madhu Limaye
_ gave the figures. In spite of all thsir protestationms, a price rise as forcast by
us has tsken place and I predict it will teke place further.

So I was very sorry for Shri Chaven, when I read the Cabinet reshuffle picture
as it hag emerged. He is the fall guy; he is the man who has been put on the spot.
Because let me tell him that, unless he changes madically and fundawentally the
policies of this government, those policies, the fiscal policies and the planning
policies are going to doom this country and ite economy to greater and greater |
depression. There is going to be & continual rise in ;rices, there is going to be
greater and greater unemployment during every year that we pass, thers is going to
be increasing migery for the people, and I de not rule out ultimetely food shortage,
starvation and famine in this country. This is the path of ruin that this governme
is following and Shri Chavan has taken up the stewardship just when ths ruin is
becoming more and more visible, more and more iénevitable. This is one reason why
this Governuent must go and should not be allowed to swrvive.

The other remson i3 political. A1l the home and international policies of
\ this Covernzent reek of the subservience to the Soviet Union and the dictatorship
At there. The foreign policy of the present government is one of ccmplete satellitism
to the Soviet Union. I would like the Priwe Hinister to tell us of any single major
issue on which she has tazen a position contradictory to that of the Soviet Union.
I do not thiric even one such instence exists. Whether you go eastwerds to Cambodia
and Vietrazn or westwards to West Asim and Czechoslovakia, the result is the same —
compléte subservience to the Soviet line. iay I recall that in this very House whon
Shrimeti Sucheta Xripalani ~— I em glad she is sitting on our side now — when she
was a member of the Prime Minister's party and moved a simple resolution condemning
the brutal Soviet atteck on Czechoslovakia, the Prims Hinister refused to accept that
amendoent snd got it defeated. Thot is why I say that the entire foreign policy
of this government is one of satellitism to the Soviet Uniom.

The letest example of this, of course, was the impropriety and broach of
diplomatic and internatioral law which was perpetrated when the Naxalite No.l from
South Vietnam wes entertained ip this country as the guest of our government. What
would we fesl if & NHaxalite from Bengal were to be received in a country with which
we are friendly and wes entertained as a guest of tleir governmept? so I would ‘
say tlat the entire range of the Government of India's international policy is
one that does no credit to the independence and sovercignty of our country.

Simultaneopsly, at home there is the comsistent infiltration of Communists and
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hore is 1o reason to be eurprised if Skri Db o
f Sovernor thet he is, The cntire vesponsibility is that of
House on the 23rd of Decembur, 1967, when the Fr B
she 1s sitting now, I recalled to hor the record of Shri
appointed ns High Commisaioner designate in fngland.

I hsd read out tre whole vecord then; I will not do so mow. I 4
> ords of Parliement of the 23rd Ducomber, 1967. I had sugsested tha
~ gontlemen was unfit to represent this country in Britein. I alell now ro
one gquotetion from Shri Dhaven to show lLow utterly unfit he was later on to be
ppointed Governor of a State when Cocsunist infiltration was going on, when an
‘attack on India's security and unity was in force, when peovle who owed allegiance
Mao  Tse-tung were functioning.

Whot gid Shri phavan say when our neighbour, Tibet, wes overrun by the
Chinese? This iy what he said in the Hational lierald then;

"Phe interests of Indie are not directly inwolved, and the quostion
of weking a protast simply doegs not arise. The propagonda about 2
Clincse 'ageression' in Tibet is completely baselesa."

Then he went on to egxplain what happens in his visw when Communists take over
a part of Asia. This is very crucial. He went on to say:

nI have no doubt that the people of Tibet will bensfit greatly
.'\._.g a3 a result of closer contact between Tibet and China. Tibet ia one
of the most baclkyard countries in the world....All this will clange
pndar Chinese rule. Tibet will now share the benefits of civilisation
like pll the other countries in Central isia which have pessed under
Communist rule." '

It wes exactly pradictable, if such a person, holding these views, were to
be made the Governor of a Stete where the Chinese "front paw," as lino Tae-tung
put it, had lerded on our territory, what would happen, %as tlis the man who wis
going to resist this infiltration and attack on our sovereignty and unity or was
ke going to say that the poor people of Beuagsl will also come to enjoy the
wpenefits of civilisation" whon Mao Tse-tung through the Haxalites takes over the
State? The entire guilt lies on the gentleman and the lady sitting opposito
who, in spite of all these warnings, aprointed this man, the most unfit in India,
to bz the Governor of Bongal at the present juncture.

Thore can be no quosticn of elections in Bengal. There can be a0 question of
going to the peojle until the people of Bengal are frecd from the tmarm&r
which they are living. My Party has no hesitation in saying thet until the
Communist Parties in Bengal are outlawed, the possibility of a froe cloction does
not exist.

That is why, for &ll these roasons, we belicve that tlis Goverrcant i3 a



~ You camnot fight somcthing witn nothing. You have got to fight

We went, therofure, an alternstive governmsnt to come into existence

we did in Orissa. We want to come to puuu- =
not listen to the advice of people who s
Indira Gandhi and thon see what comes toIndia.w

o

os to the Centre as tliere was chaos in the States of Korth India und

remove this governmeznt. That is why I bslieve this country needs above ¢
alteraative government, & shadow Cabinct, which the people can Jjudge and
on these benches and say: "Do we prefer that lot of people or do we Ivefer

lot?"

That is why vhen, on the 28th June, the AICC of the Oppoaition Congress
passed a resolution putting a vlstform and a prograsa. of action inviting othar
nationelist, democratic mnd socialist porties to respond, we rosgonded, bscause
we beliived thot thet rosolution mct the needs of the tiue...(Interruntion).
The fact thet some members of that perty may heve developsd seeond thougbts and |
hesitations has nothing %o 0 with it. They did the right thing on bie 28th June. |
S0 far ss we are concerncd, we shall be glad to respond to that kind of an appeal i

:
]
\
L *

-

because thet is the way in which we can create o force in this country which can
challenge this Governuent, drive it to go to the people cither in the coming months
or not later than the time when an elcction is due, defeat this Govermmient and
‘then cross the floor.  That is how the democrstic change of Govermuenb must :
take place. For that wo must work from now onstill the time for an appnl tothe |

people cum:s;/
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