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Will it be eorrect to
fuestiogs - St to deseribe the Swatastra Party as

il

Answer: The snswer is "yes' and 'm0'. There is uo doubt that there
mmmuumuunnmmmm. :t-rhp
Rajaji and Dr. Nunshi might be examples of that trend. On the other hand,
ummm-htnmmm:uuwummnuth
being called conservatives and who sre liberals. Prof. Rangs nyself
poobabdy belong to that tread. Prof. Hanga has been a member

now in exile from cossunist epyression. L[ have been & patron of
liberal Internationsl for over a decade now, haviag been slected rmt
position in recognition of what were descrided ss my services to the
libersl ceuse in this part of the world. My colleagues thers are the
liberal leadera of Europe. &0, you will see that we are a mixed party
which I would describe as a liberal-conservative-peasants® .

The last part comes in because we are predominantly a party of enall
landed peasants in India. That is from where mosat of our votes come
and all cur elected M.Ps and ¥,lL.is derive their strength. Dasisally,

1 would say we are the liberal-conservative-peasants' party of India.

Qs If the Swatantra party comesa to power, will it hand over the
existing public sector to the private isdustriallsts or
roduce ita scope and operations?

Al Qur party's manifeato 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 1f we find
that the LIC or the IAC is not doing badly, we would not diaturb the
structure of those organisations, but we would certainly thros the fisld
of life insurance and civil aviation open teo competibion to any ethers
who wish to eanter the field on egual terms, Wherever we find State
organizations making big losses or unable to deliver the goods on &
basis of efficient profit-making, we would then certainly think of
privatization as has been done in Gersany, Japan and other gountries,i.e.
we might put shares of that company on the market and invite eatrepreneurs
to take over the company to make it a profit-sskiang eaterprise, Tou will
thus see that we are flaxible, #e do not wish to disturb or destroy
State enterprises unmless (@) they are monopolies and (B) they are
ipcoppetent and losing money for the public.

Qs That is about the status quo. Gould you like the publie
sector to go in for more hesvy industry #te. ia the future?

Al We would not, in view of the most disastrous experience in
this country with what is cslled the publis ~ but I would eall the State -
asctore We would refuse¢ to sllow a single more rupes {rom &5 pationsl
texstion or foreign loans to be inveated in theee white elephants.

For instance, we oppose Eokarc because we thinmk it will be anutber
wasteful project, but as and when Hindustan Steel Linited makes a

profit, we have no objection to that profit being ploughed back l-li:.‘

a Bokaro Stsel project in the State secter. 5o, cur oppositios is

to Gtate enterprise but to wasteful and imefficient State enterprises
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Q1 The question of nationalisation eor 4 tionalisation depends
on, as you said, mmuum-n-;m-m. What about
mmm-muwmtuummm

As ncmmmm-mtm-m
was not for the fact that mrhﬂ-unu—mumihl:.hu
beek road transport, they would have been out of business by mow., They ha
used in a most eruel snd reactionary manner their lobbying p-nr.ulh the o
Government to stop rosd competition from developing. Therefors, I do wot
consider them to be a well-run State entearyrise. To start Inh. i would
m.ummtn“nmmmthha-htummﬁu;‘nch
day-to-day Governmentel intereference and give them a chance to put thedir
house in order. I belleve that what India needs is a Dr. whe will
:.u.l:;u.: the Railways and throw the field open to enterprising road
evelopment.

E

Qe Can an underdeveloped country like indis progress quickly
the State does not undertake development projects :.n & Hq‘:lrl

Al it can progress more quickly if the State ke from mucking
up the poaition. We believe that the more wonhpc:': :::suv is,

the more it needs private initistive and enterprise on the part of the people.
Prof. Galbraith, a grest planner and socialist, accepts this in his book
"fhe Affluent Society., While asking for more public enterprise in a highly
developed country like America, he at the same time says in a

that in an underdeveloped country or backward country, such as India, with
the possible exceptiop of law and order, everything else should be left to
popular enterprise and not to State enterprise. 8o, 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
ingrease production.

q But if the dynamism is lacking in the people, what will you de?

Al I don't agree that the dynamiss 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 pattera
and that they have not gone under like Iadonesia or Ghana, proves that they
have got the vitality which can overcome even these reactionary policies.

Q Do you visualise some go-ordinmstion between the State and
private enterprise?

At I do mot understand the word co-ordination, The State has a rele
to play and the entrepreneurs have s role to play. The role of the entrepre-
neurs is to produce goods and services that the people of Indis require, of
good quality at a cheap price av a profit. The role of the Btate is %o
provide the infrastructure. That means they have to provide water for
drinking and irrigatiom, electric power for beth agriculture and industry,
transportation of various kinds including the provision of good roads,
telecomsunication, and technical traininge If the Stats provides these
elements of the foundations on which the whole economic strusture San be
reared then it can safely leave the rest to the people., The sad thing is
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that the State,while dabbling in making things

to steel, is neglecting its fundamental obligations in every respect
look at the disgraceful road system; the lack of slectris powar] the
lack of drimking waterj and for irrigation we have to depend on the
monsoon. So, the defaunlt of mlnnumnﬂm function
is so tragic that for the time being at least

performing ite own task and leave others to perform their tasks.

b
Q: What are %\“l tasks, Eir?

Al The tasks for others, as I told is to produce goods
and services that the people of India ﬂqlh::‘;ho consumer's M‘:::.rm
at low cost with good quality and maximus profit. et

Qe Just now ;nbi said that a backward ecountry can progress o
with the help of private enterprise., In that case, how ::11!
you account for the progress of the Soviet Union and
Ckechoslovekia®

Az I question the progress of the Soviet Union., It is a miserabls
failure. The Soviet Union has been a success only in armaments, spage
programne and steel, In everything else it has failed to deliver the
goods to the people., 4And there is nmothing 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 Trotaky started
with the objective of prosperity and a higher standard of life for the
people and a free and e¢guel society. Im all these respects, whether you
take agriculture « they cannot even produce enough food for their people
Anspite of the advantages of emple land and a amall agrigultural populstion
and mechanisationj whother you take bousing which is a scandal in Moscow
and other citieo of the Sovies Uniony whether you look at the vast
inequelities between the clasces, which exceed those in the Uniiled States
and other capitalist countries; whether you regard the secret police and
the terror swbich prevails though in a modified form now - it is quite

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

we are relyin; on to show that. there is no known example of & State
capitalist pattera giving a risin. etandard of life comparable to what has
in fact been aghieved during the same period - since the October Revolution =
in the United States, in Scandinavia, France, Germany, Belgius, Holland,
Japan, Australia and New Bealand with peoples' enterprise aad 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 ealled sonopoly
business in the country?

A Now there sre two clements mixed up in it. M&o far as monopoly
is concerned, there is no opponent more staunch than the Gwatantra Farty.
That is because we place s very high velue on competition im our na

life. We would, therefore, be very happy to join in passing legislation
on German or American liner against cartels and monopolies whether in the
State or in the private sector. The other question of ceilings is en

unrelated to monopolies. Monopoly has mothing to do with ‘li.ll.
l.~
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Mtumm-ummtmhm'mi.
. and then leave the cdiling as
mt:u b mu&rh rolyoedh g
4 by . other words
"It is mot failure but low aim that is & erime.”
thmﬂﬂllmh“’llﬂlh.

Q To ensure such & floor level in income, will not the State
have to intervene in economic matters?
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At Folmuch. The floor has been reised the highest in the United
States, where workers owa shares and stack, where almost every working
class family now has two cars and all the comforts and luxuries of life.
There was oo State intervention worth mentioning in sttaining that floor,
1 em not saying that there should be no regulation, Of course, there
must be. There must be minimum regulation ana comtrol £ to stop anti-soeial
practices. The Swatantra Farty sanifeste sayc clearly that the role of
the State is to atep in when vhere is anti-soeial activity, prefiteering,
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 Frime Minister was reported to have said soon after
asaumption of power that only a Left-oriented Government
would have thes support of the masses in India. What is
your view of this proposition?

il I hold exactly the reverse view. That is, if the mssses were
left to themselves, tlu{ would want & cesservative liberal orientation.
It is the upper cless, the new class” which Mre. Gandhi represents,
the class of exploiters of the peasants and workers, who waut a so-called
Left-oriented governmment. We should turn here to Djilss and his boock
"The New Clase," Just as the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia have a new class
of commissars who talk of comsunism and expoit the mssses; according to
the comsunist leader Djilas himself (for saying which he is serving a
ten-year sentence), so in Indis we have a new class of Congress politigiane
and officials who are corrupt and businessmen who are prepared to play
ball with these two. The Malaviya=Serajuddin model is one; Biju Patnaike
Mitrs and their wives is another; Pratap Singh Kairon snd his sons is
the third; Bakhehi Gulam Hohammed and bis brothers is snother. This i»
the “new class" pf people in office and people inm business joining hands

exploit the consumert and the peasants. Herse Ganki is an embodiment
::--thiralm. It ir the elite, the new ruling class, a section of the
intelligentis that is in power that will not agres teo anything but a se-
called Left-oriented government. Our greatest support is among the
peasantsy our weakest support i3 in the cities nnd that is proved by
the '62 elections. The Swatantra Party could carry oaly rural seats and
not a single urban seat either for Parliameant or ia State Assemblies.
Ak:
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Qs May we know the basis of the salliaunce between Sangh
mmlumtumhlqam o
A rnnuummmmhmmmwm

the elestoral and party system. A® you are avare
Lok Sabha i3 eatirely fraudulest. It was elected by peo .72 por
¢eut of whom voted I[or the Congressc FParty., But the result was that the
Congreas Farty got 75 per cent of the seats in the Lok Sabba, and they

have abused tm,@ll.rr; Constitutional amendments whigh they hud me

right to do. dow Jana Sangh is mot the only party with whieh we have an
understanding; we ure iryiong to deselop similar understandings*with the DMK,
Akali Dal, the Hepublicun Pariy, the Juna Congress io Orisce and the

Eerals Congress ln Kerala, and so ons We are trylag te develop thess
understendings or adjustments with all democratie Oppesition parties,

so Lthat by gotting out of each other's way and allocating constituencies

we may get a somewhal fairer Lok Sabha which represeats a little lese
inngourately the wishes of the people. In other words, this is o dewise

to got rough proportional represeatation or what iz called in France

"the second ballot". Ue are trying to bold the second ballot in sdvenoe

to find out who should get out of the way in favour of whows Tohat 15 all
that is contemplateds Thore will be no alliance, no domzon cuspaigaing
betwson us and the Jona Smoghe Each party will ecampaign on its owz platform
and support its owu saniflaato. Ho, the very sssumption whigh you have is

. eoaplotaly uafouaded.

Q1 8ir, you say the Swatantra Party gets the bulk &f its auppors
froa the peassuls. ls the Swatancra Party also working among the
worsing class and does it also aspire to be a workiag class party?

At Yea, ia the loug ruan. ZThat is a loag process. We are trying
to serve isdustrial labour whilc refusing te Join the race to eapture them
and exploit them. Woatever the Comsunists, the Congress and the Soeislists

may do, cach with Lis own trade union = the AJTUC, INRUC, and the

HMS - we consider these to be party organizations and met geaulaely
working class lesewr organizations. We bave asked ow workers not to

try to capture trade uaions, not to becoae their presideats asd general
secrstaries as workers of other political parties do, but to offer their
services to the workers in helping their ecomomic ceause. We ure beginning
to get appreciatioca sad response [rom an izereasing sumoer of Lonsst=to-goos
trade union functionsries and elsmsnta, but this is a long ters approashs
Since we uo not want to cash in om our labour nppt::. -:r-:i.ll;::"“
accept a seli-cdeaying ordiance, may be for another ve -
i‘ncri are indicatioms thet more and more trade waions have reslised we are
their bect friends and i should imagine both in this election and ia future

b
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Mumuptmm“w-muwt-ﬂ
mmcummmmu-mu-m:ﬁm

Q! How can India achieve uu-uruhmutmumm
posaible time? Are you in favour of t
entering the farming field? O S5 sy

A Our understanding is that the most efficient form of
production is pessant proprietorship., We bdelieve that & man and
farming a ressonably-sized plot of lsnd have proved hth-tp:z“
source of cultivatioa. Now this is not based on any prefersnce on
our part. It is based on the faets of 1ife. If you will kindly refer to
the published literature of the Food and Agricultural Organisation, you
will find the comparative statisties of foodgraine produdtion
the world, You will find that the higheat grop of rige per asre in the
world is in Forsosa, Taivan. The secoad highest in the world is Japan.
The farms there are small, In Japan the average, I believe, is two agres
per land and yet out of two mores or leas of wet land the Japansae farmer
is able to produce so much as to live a comfortably middly-class life.
In Formosa also there is a c¢eiling 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 wretched Soviet Union with ite collective
farms, which is being forced to sell gold to get food for its starving
people. And amoag-the-lowest lies Indis Eid—oT Souree the lowest of the
low is Communist China. HNow 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 comsunist.
Isms have nothing to do with it. It is a question of function. This is ham
because agriculture is an operation that requires love end careful tending
of the soil. Only family farming peasant proprictorship sesms to meest
the needd. Therefore, the quickest way for India to achieve self-sufficiency
in food is to stop muecking up the~small land-ownership, Wherever sbssntes
landlordiss has been sboldshed ss in Zamindafi areas, there is no cese for =
any further land reform. Similarly ia the Riotwari areas in Bombay, Madras,
Masharashtra and Oujarat there has never been any need to meddls with the
sgrarian set-up. %hat is required is encoursgement to the small farmer:
give him incentive, give bhim eredit, give him water and make it possible as
in Japan and Formosa and slsevhere to double his erop. It can be dene.
Everything else is irrelevant and only a retarding factor. About Jodnt
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 resulta.
But I would draw the line and I would oppose any attempt to take awny
foodgrain farms from the small peasant to joint stock corperations. 1 would
oppose it on the grounds of productivity and also on sogial grounds becauae
we in the Swatantra Party believe in Gandhiji's thinking in regard to
decentralised owmership and coatrol over means of preduction. We want
economic power to be decentralised as widely as possible. Pessant pro-
prietorship has also socisl value apart from productivity. Thersfore,
we would be agsinst any sggregations of ecomomic power o the land.

Y
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Q1 84ir, you bave just mentioned Gendhiji's thisking, W
should like to know how WPy
- close the Swatantra farty is te

Ay 1 wounld say

in
Jmmm;umumnlmn“n
Swatantra is the political party in oot o ot A

T ¢ found in my book islism Reconsidered" which published
utnmu1ﬂbthlﬂmtm“umu-dmm:u
the Swatantra Party which was actually established 15 yoars later.
I rejected Marx and accepted Gandhiji. This is true of Prof. Rangs and
Fr. Rajagopalachari and many others who basigally are liberals with the
Gandhian slant. &o, I would describe the philosophy of the Swatantra
:.:tii:. @ fusion of Gandhiji's thinking with modern liberal principles

Al e

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. Populstion or birth contrel would
be one., I speak for myself because the Swatantra Party has no plank on
the population control problem. &Similsrly, in regard to absolute pacifism
or non-violence we draw a line. We are inelined to be in fevour of
non-violence. We are for world pesce and international order. We are

a constitutional party which certainly eschews violepce in regard to

our own political programses. But when the country is attacked, we do
not propose to resort to non~viclence. If China or Pakistan or anyons
elee for that matter attacks India, we certainly would wse armed force teo
defend our serritory and the soversignty and integrity of our country.
Therefore, therc are things like austerity and other things that we do
not accept. We eare an upward-locking party. I have said esrlier that
the sky should be the limit. Simplicity = yes, austerity - no,

would be my anawar.

Q Sir, you have said that if the Comgress Party again comes
to power by minority votes, the danger of parlirmentary
systez bresking into pieces is there. How do you szslyse thia?

'y I think I have explained this im Parliasment in my last major
spesch which was on devaluation. I said then that I did not expect the
Congress Farty to poll more them 40 per ceat of the votes cast and I thisk
most Congressmen privately agree with that view. If this is =0, 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 ﬂportiuz'nﬁn again and
sits on the Treasury Benches because of the erchaic eXsctoral system we
have teken from the British and the party system which we bave taken fros
the Latins whose temperament is sowewbat like oursl We a¥e & htu.zﬂu
and not an Anglo-Saxon people inm our political process of splitting
splintering and not compomising in big parties. We are emotional.

e

e
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people who are linimng their
wi

I may - as a good democrat - be red to play the llamentary
for snother five yearay I have ::{:II! nowg I e .
that you have to educate your masters. You have
Government for ancther five years, But whether
the not so sophisticated psople in India are godns pa
demoeratic processes, 1 wonder. Student mprrest, the Bundha, the scenss
in Parlisment end Assemblics - all these are ugly symptoms of what is
coming. 1 frankly shudder to think what will happen if this disaster
lands on us. I do pot mind the Congress party getting a majority sad
being in office. If we are defeated and the will of the people prevails,
it is all right. But if the electoral systes frustrates the will of the
Ple, then it is goin; to be extromely difficult to tell the people:
pon't do anything extra-constitutional,"™ I mean Dr. Lobia's case will
be very much strengithensd and our case will be very much weakened.
Therefore, 1 fear this possibility and 1 do hope it won't happen.

4
H
g

Qs If it doea?

At If it does, nature will take its own course. HNathing I ecam
do about it. I will do =y beet, but it may fail. People may not listen
to me,

Q1 Eir, do you favour a radical change in the #lectoral system?

At Yes, we stand for proportional representation. It will form a
part of our msnifesto this time. DBut unfortunately whether in England

or in India one has never known a Government changing the electorul system
that gives it uafair representation. The Liberal Party in Britaia suffers
the same way as we do and they of course have also realised waat they are wp
l.gullltn

Q1 But if the Chpgress is in the Opposition, then they say
revise their stand?

At I would say thisi If we come to office or have a part or share
in Government, we would certainly imtroduce an electoral law for ertablishing
some kind of proportionsl representation so that we sannot get this anomnly
of 45% getting 72% of the seats, which has already weakened demcoracy and
will destroy it agein if it is repeated.

Qe What should be India's stand - in your opimion = in regard
to the Vietnam conflict? Do you think Iadis should cone
gut openly on the side of one party or the ather?
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of Vietnam. They have shown
behind the regime even if the or
nmtnll.ymh offices That is t the resul
Co nt Assembly show. te of the terror that Vieteong

resorted to, 80% of the electorate voted, which is uu::rmu;nu
thak what we have in India. This shows that the people of Vietnam

certainly do not want to give in to Communis

Few we regard what is happening in Vietnam as Chinese Communist

aggression by proxy. We believe that the Vietnam Government end its

t_ellies, the United States, Australia, Korea, the Philippines
and Newfguland, are fighting for the cause of democracy end nationsl
independence. In other words they are fighting our csuse, they are
fighting our enemy at other frontiers. We believe that the river Mekong
and its valley are the national fromtiers of this country. Now that
the Himalayas have been outflanked, we cannot simply sfford to allow the
the countries of Southeast Asia to come under the control of Cihina.
If we do that, Thailand, Lacs and Cambodiaz will fall. If they fall,
Halaysia will become unsustainable. China and her friends and satellites
would encirele 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 Goveroment that hes any gumtion would have thorefore
sent a squadron of airforce planes or a detachmeht of troops to fight
alongside those who are defending Vietmam in our interesats. But of
course ve canunot expe¢t anything from this pro-Communist Government.
Un.fortmhlyjtha de nd of the past is etill on its ahoulders.

:

é’
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Q! If you think the South Vietnamwse pesople really support
the Govermment and if it is =11 fres election, how do
account for the fuct that the bigzest 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 ke fighting
in Belgium hap been knswn to fall on the shoulders of the French and the
British ormies. Does At mean that the Belgian people are not behind
their own Govermment? In other words, if a smsll or weak military country
is sttacked 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 it proves

that the Belglan people wanted litler or the Kaiser to sttack their
gountrye So, I would say that that balunce of strength used has nothiag
to do with the popular support in defence of their own country. I have
no doubt at all that it is predominantly a war of sgsression from outside.
hole battalions and now divisioms of the North Vietmam army are fighting
on South Vietnam soil and the guerilla part of the warfare kas mow

bacoms a very imcideatal and misor part. Therefors, 1. regard the ':

as primarily a war of ag;ression by the North oa the South. Lakhs of men
have cressed the military froatier there. -1 would have Shought that.

$666in-Inding-vao-yuibo-sightiy-sook-she-bufid

«e10



is
of war or preveatin; further escslationt

A The best way to stop the war escalating attack invade
Forth Vietnam and finish the war 4in eight days. I I:O::ﬁﬁ tht.:u

can be done. That ia the best way to stop the war and to otop sll escalation.
¥hile I sup.ort Fresident Lyndon Johnson's present policy =8 against the
appeasers, I do not think it is gocd mmough. I thimk thet this wob

this pri u;f.:tmt tr: in North Vietnam is ridiewlous. When you .

4 war, you fig ¢ win, not to stop the enemy frem attagking yowr
territory. After sll,did we not coplt lanst yu:‘!u"lhu u:: troops attuckld
acreecs the frontier from Amritsar to Lehore, my party supported it on the
ground that if the Pokisteni army hed aggreseed in EKashwir we should net
fight a purely defensive war and that once an nttuck has come we have every
right to counter attock on the cnemy's territory. I den't underatand the
weakness of the.imerican Government in not oeceupying Hanol and winniag the
var wkich I understand the Americon military leaders sre prepared to undertake.

Qe It is becsusme of public opinion im the United Btatea?

At I don't think so. If you read the lstest newe from thp United
Etates, the mnjority of the American people want Lyndon Johnson t ‘much
fuster with the war. Dut I think the United States Goverament jruln.l;
hes o wreng idea that Comsunimt China or even Soviet Ruasia might enter the
war if they attack Forth Vietnom. 1 believe this to be & fallagy. I think
there ism not the slightest chance of eithat of these powess eoming into

the war if Borth Vietnam is overwhelmed., Communist China is a paper tiger
or a poper dragon. It has always run away with its tail between its legs
whonever faced with a strong opposition. It is in mo conditien to fight

a major war because fighting North Vietnam would mean fighting the United
States and fightiag the Wationalist Chineae troops who may land and
liberate the South west coast of China where they will be warnly received.
This, Mao tae-Tnung's tyranzical rogime with 4ts Red Guards is in no
condition to fsce. Similarly, I don't think the Soviet Uniom would risk

@ war with the United States and allow Moscow to be destroyed for the sake
of Vietasm. Therefore, I am guite clear that the war cap be stopped and there
2ill be no danger of escalaticn if 1t is fought to a finish and to vistery.

Qi Po you suggeat some negotisted settlement?

A3 The only negotiated settlement with apy Communist power is one
that is achieved ufter military vietory and thet is enfor¢ed with military
sanctions, The Communist powers,like individual Comsuniste and Communist
partiesy believe in breaking thné treaties, The Goviet Urion has brokes

at loast 20 treaties or more at the end of World War II in Burepe. The
Chinese Comsunists are a bandit regime; I would refees to Degotiate with thesm,
but win on the field of battle and then sllew them to stay wheraver 1 want
them to stay.
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Qs 8ir, do you visualise
‘ Shat . the public opinion in the world i

Az Public opinion is not made the Hew York Times
Tizmes or ths Times of India thxtumﬁuu:@l?m
to.

impr

o .
and it should not be listened bas alsays proved srong, whether
rogard to HStler or Stalin or Mao tse-Tung Rnanoi..

Is
-
Qs There is an easion that the Swataatra Party is in favour
- .rmmmummunmum

ﬂunithluumlu tand ageaipst China
that impreesion correst? ) . .-

a1 Entirely incorrect. WNe are ageinet appessemsnt. We are
ogainet aprensement of the Ghinese Communist r..ﬁ.'.‘.’ for the resson that
it ic = bendit regime with the blood of Tibet, Korea, Vietnan snd our ows
alresdy on its hand and for the resscn that it hes occupied owr tarritory,
Be are sloo spainst appoasement of Pekistan. After the Pekistani aggressien
logt summer our party changed its pesition. T41l then it was prepared -

n view of the Nehru Govermnment's obligatioms in the {.H. and slsewhers =

accept the role of Pakistan as oms of the purties the settlement

of the Kas dispute. But after that aggression we pssséd a resolution
in Nnvﬂhnrﬂ which standa and will #and -« thet by ite aggression the
Goverament of Pakistan had lost whatever locus standi the Nehru Government
might have given it and that it not necesssry for us to negotiata with
then about Kashemir. In our opinion the Kashair problem is nos cne solaly
tetween tke people and the Government of India and the Feople of Kashmir.
And we belleve that it should be solved by conciliation Detween these twe
perties. There ier no third perty to this dispute, Yeu will see¢ from
this that we are not only epainst naking concessions to Pakistss in regard
to Feshriy but we do not even secept thair right Lo have any locus stendi
in regard Lo Kanshmir.

Q3 Sir, who has inspired you im your ld.ft/,a mont?

At fhen I was in my youager days @ eocielist,l would imagine

that H.G. Wells and Bernard Shaw ware among those who influsnced my thinking.
When I was cured ofthis state capitalist fallagy - although I still

. beldieve in a free and equal society as an objoctive - I furned to Mahatss
Gundhi. It was ha who showed me how shallow was our condeption of the
methods of sogislism which we had accepted in the Congress Doclalist Purty.
ind both my frienf J.P. and I were greatly influenced by this corr-eotive.
We then realised that Gandhiji was 50 yoara ahcad ol :_1.3 t.::; a: ll::;m
4% vou 14%e, that 45,28 a mechanic of those who waated to ¢ Soc

towards thc‘frle nnd' equal direetion. We were also iafluenced by Gandhiji's
thinking in regard to the ends and means. [is thiaking iz that ends and
peans are lirked and eannot be compartmentalised. In other words,the esd
doss not justify the means. The exampde he used to give most was that
nothing ood eould come out of the Soviet Union becawse it wae founded om
fraud and foreeyjund he has proved a humdred per cent right. You w
s fraternal soeiety by butchering people and liguidating millions ® t

I think Gandhiji proved so right in tnis that I still an very much &
{dealint - many of amy colleagues inm my party consider ne an incurable i
ldonlist - bosause I refuse to accept wromg methods oven for the success

12



Qe 8ir, who is your favourite anthor?

A I have several favourite authors asd I don't think
ehoose one out of thaem, o
Qs Some of us have been taught the rudiments of sogialiss by

you and leaders like Jayaprakash and others. Now we find
that most of them have left. Is it actually because of

or :;- you found that the doetrine of socialiam itself is
wro

Al Yes, JoPs and I are trying to undo some o toe uischief
that we did, 1 would say .asieally that our re-thinking i1s cue to
greater awarenasgs ol ruman nature ansd the fucts of lile, our understanl=
ding of our own prople,of shat makes the worker oF peasant tick wes
wrong. Today if you ask ce I would say that all hunan belngs are a mixe
ture of selfishpese andaltruiss, and toat whiie one should mppesl to
altruism as such possibley to try and Lo pretend that they Lave ne
seliisrpess wouldbe to ride for a fall. In other wurds, we Dave now
mccepted the wvaljdity of certain laws of human mature and sconomica
which Lhe State SOc;.lnlia-t pattern rejuses to fage, I still sgce;t the
"Irifﬂnnu equal™ -ogietf of Lepin se the ultimate ob_ ectives But 1 [ind
thal the progress towards a free and egusl society is the Iactest wuere the
State plays a minisum role and slowest where the Ltate capitalist or toe
Stste sccialisi.pattern is tried out. MNow faced with this wi.at sould you
expegt me to do 7 Eituer 1 stick to sy meinodology or dAve up =y
objectiive, which is whot trhe Cormunisis and soclalists do logically as
in Ruscim or Cihdns, shere e ualii; Las Leoen losg sicce forgotiten and is
terned a“potty bourgecise devistion." Stalis's words were i S ualiby

is a petry bg.nri-(-gj“- deviation wortsy ol @ pr“ltlfl soclelye It
has notuiag to do sith socislisn™., Stslia said this im 1952, Bven Af
you want equalitys, saxisum production, saxisum returs OR snterprise
and effort anc risk is the way tsst raise§ tne flosr., Today in tae United
States the difference Letweean the most skilled Worker and the most
anekilied vorker whom in India we eall “a coolie™ is 2,511 In India
the differential in most plages is let us oSay 25 1 1 = 10 tises a8 side.
In the Soviet Uniom I understand it iw worse. Bow if I believe im
moving towards equality, I find tsst the so=gcalled capitalist ll%l!ﬁ,
which I eall cokpetitive free caterpriss, which bre Erkard calls
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“sccial enterprise” - free enterprise with s sowial objecti: purposs, ~
gives the best results. M-u-hnnmtnminv:-:m'
the socislist objective. 5o I cling to my objective because I really

want & free and equal society. I rejeqt the path of Lesiw, Stalis and

of the State capitaliem and I tura tol of deceantralised competitive
enterprise, which secms to give the quickest speed towards the socialist
objective, So, 1 am sorry some of you feel that we have turned sway
:mxn::.mx:im:m:mmuumu. e want to lead you
owards same o ve. We are sssentially consistent appear
to be ingonsistent because the word "socialiss” has been i 1&“
today by the enemies of social justice. We have in India today that
position: socialism s soclal justice. And those who believe in
sogial justice like the Sarvodaya people cannot go along with the State
capitalist pattern becauss it is the most ineguitable and most exploitative
pattern where Malaviyas and Serrajuddins flourish and others languish,

Qs How will you check the evils of an acquisitive soeiety?

Ap There are two ways of deing it. One is Anternal and the

other is external, I have already said earlier that naturally we as
liberals or Swatantra people believe in minimum nmental regulation
and control. There is alsc the internal check that is to make people
fael less acquisitive, £sel more fraternal, Now, this is where Gandhiji
comes in. Gendhiji's idea of Trusteeship is in our manifeato. Wa want
those with the means to share them or to use them if you like with a soceial
objective, That is what Erhard calls social enterprise. We held seainars
in Delhi snd elsewhere, where I co-operated with Jayaprakash, for discussing
the social obligations of business. Managoement has a right to make a profit.
¥ithout profit there is nothing; there i=s not even efficiencys Loss-making
is nothing wonderful. But you cannot be altogether devoid of soeial
obligations. JNow 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 Boabay and said I might
practise a little bit of the trusteeship which he espouses. He got me (0
sgree to give one-tenth of my net incame to the Sarva Sava Sangh every
year for giving the-farser-and the landless man, land,

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 Barva Seva Sangh want it, This is called ‘Sampatifdan' i.e. you share
a little of what you have - more thanm a falr 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 begis to work.

Qs But the pioph do not know about your sacrifice of 10 per cent
of your income as Sampatidan,
not
A3 It is for the public to coms to kmow, It is/for me to shout
from the housetop.
Q1 Gandhiji has said that according to his concept of trusteeship,

1f the trustees don't behave and if they do mot fulfil their
obligations, be would resiat them with non~violent non~cooperat-

ion., Would you support that atand?

sl
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s Therefore, in Parliament when Pandit Nehru trying
take away su; rmi te strike of the Central Goverament :l‘ucn.

[ no, even the government employees should

right to strike unless you go to n‘buntm. And when ha nu.:. -
arbitration and no strike, I said "this is authoritarianism; this is
Stalintem and we will fight it", and the Communist Farty voted for my
amendments against Nehru. 80, funny things happen in this context.
1 would say yes, 1 agree with Gandhiji's sppromsch. But that does not
mean you liquidate them (erring trusteqa). If some officials are
you sack them but you do not abolish/sérvice and create anarchy in the
country. 5o, 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 trustess misbehave,

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

Az Our understanding of the Communist Party is that it is a fifth-
column, the Right Communist Partys of Mescow, and the Left Comsunist Party,
of Peking. Now we also believe that enemies of demogracy have no r.

to use the processes of democracy for their destruction. You I’E%
prineiple elaborated in the book called “Politics of Democcracy”™ by

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

said this in Parliament that Af the Comamnist hrtz in any country
including ours becomes "a clear and present dangsr' to our °

I would not have the slightest compunction in passing a law outlawing thes
outright, If, however, there is no clear and present danger, 1 would
tolerate them and fight them politically. The other day I held a FPress
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 guite prepared

to be sued for libel either by the Communist Party or by the Soviet
Embassy. Neither of them, I am convinced, will do aaything of that kind
because it is true. Jow this is the way to destroy this Comsunist evil -
educate the people, But if the dangericlear and present, as during the
Chinese iavasion, my party would desand the imsediate oitlawing of the
Communist Party because, if a Comsunist power attacks your country, that

is no time to worry about keeping the climate of civil 1iberties. So,

I would be slow in banning, not because of any regard for the Communists
but because, if you set in motion an unhealthy habit of not tolerating
pecple, you don't know where somebody will go. I would not like to trust
anyone including my own party with esercising the right to ban, because
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them cheerfully, but wy right to ban I would
an againet preventive detantion of individuals withowt trial,
which is absclutely foul, even if they ars Communists, But I wowld
resort to the German, Brazilisn and other waya by whigh by of
Purlisment you first outlaw the party; thes the matter goes to the Suprese
Court, and the Supreme Court upholds the law on the grownd that thers is a
risk of fifth column end treacherous elementa which cannot
After that I would arrest aayone who is in that organization. Thias,
I believe, to be the ruls of law or the way to deal with the evil, not
this primitive weapon of DIR or Prevenztive Detention, which as I pointed
out earlier may extend from Comsunists to non-Communists. Patriats thea
get arreated as was done with those ixh three young men during the
Chinese attacks So, yon see there iz s danger. Therefore, I would go
sbout it in a principled way snd not in an unprineipled way.

-E
:

Q: Would you like to comment on the Left im the Congresa?
What is this phenomenon?

At It 48 a wery well-knovm phenomenon. Communist infiltration

of democratic organigations is well-kmown throughout the world. Nr. Ziliacuss
for imstance in the British Labour Party - and some others whom I would not
name - 18 a prototype of Erishna Menom and K.D. Malaviys in our country.

S0, you have tuse democrotiec parties aften with a fringe of secret

comsunists masjueradiag as non-Communists. I believe Mr. Malaviya and

Mr. Krishna Menom to be essentially Comsunista; whether they hold a sard

or not is irrelevant., Spmetimes non-oardholding Cossunists are much

more dangeroys than cardholding Comsuaista, who are honest idealists, whe

are being misled by bad leadership.



AFTSSVIS BITH WA, MoR. MASANI - OCTOBER 5, 1966.
t  Will it be corract to
Suseation - A describe the Swatsstra Party as

Answer: The answer is "yes' and 'mo'. There is mo doubt there
are conservative elements in the Swatantras party. :::...
Rajaji and Dr. Munshi might be examples of that tremd. On the other hand,
there are others in the Swatantra party like myself who would to
being called conservatives and who are liberals. Prof. Ranga and myself
p=obebly belong to that trend. Prof, has b of

sen & member Green
International of Peasants' hrﬁuhm.mtﬂiht“:ﬂ.
aow in sxile from coasunist oppression. I have be

en a patron of
liberal Internstional for over a decade now, having been elected ::.

position in recognition of what were desecribed as my services to the
liberal cause in this part of the world. My colleagues there are the
liberal leaders of Europe. 5o, you will see that we are a mixed party
whigh I would describe as a liberal-conservative-peasants® party.

The last part comes in because we are predominantly a party of the small
landed ts in India. That is from where most of our votes come
and all our elscted M.Ps and M.L.As derive their strength. Baaically,

I would say we are the liberal-conservative~peasants' party of India.

-1 1f the Swatantra party comes to power, will it hand over the
existing publie sector to the private industrialists or
reduce its scope and operations?

At Cur party's manifesto in 1962 said that wherever we found

a4 state monopoly, we would throw the field open to competition while

oot 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 gertaisly throw the fisld
of 1life insurance and civil aviation open to competibion to any others
who wish to enter the field on equal terms. Wherever we find State
organizations making big losces or unable to deliver the goods on a
basis of efficient profite-making, we would then gertainly think of
privatization ss has been dome in Germany, Japan and other countries,i.s.
we might put shares of that company on the market and invite entreprensurs
to take over the company to make it a profit-making enterprise, You will
thus see that we are flaxible., We do not wish to disturb or destroy
State enterprises unless (Q) they are momopolies and (B) they are
incoppetent and losing money for the publis.

Qs That is about the status quo. #dould you like the public
sector to go ia for mere heavy industry ete. inm the future?

Al We would mot, in view of the most disastrous experisnce in
thie country with what is cslled the public - but I would call the State -
sector. We would refuse to allow a eingle more rupee from the national
taxation or foreign loans to be invested in these white elephants.
For instance, we oppose Bokaro because we think it will be anc ther
wasteiul project, but as and whéen Hindustan Stgel Linited makes &
profit, we have no objection to that profit being ploughed back into N
a Bokaro Steel prcject in the State sector. o, our opposition is ne
Lo State enterprise but to wasteful and imefficient State enterprise.

-

-

J—



e
A mmmmu..mtmmmm. I 4

consider them to be a well-run State enterprise. To atart with would
mummmmxmmuu--uummmgoh
day-to-day Governmental intereference snd give them a chance to put thedr
bouse in order, I believe that what India needs is a Dr. Beaching whe will
raticnslise the Railways and throw the field open te enterprising road

Q Can an underdeveloped country like India progress quiekly if
the Stato does not undertake developmeat projects :I a big way?

Al It can progress more quickly if the State keeps out from mucking
up the position. #e beliove that the mors inderdeveloped a country

4

the more it needs private initiative and enterprise on the part of the peeple.

Prof. Galbraith, a great Planner and socialist, accepts this in his book
"The Afflusat Society.” While saking for mere public enterpyrise in a highly
developed country like America, he at the same time says in a paragraph
thut in an underdeveloped c¢ountry 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 entergrise. 8o, I would say that it is
juat because Indis is underdeweloped that she canagt afford the luxury of
vasteful State enterprisas and must rely on the dynaaism of the people to
iseresse production.

=T But if the dynamism is lacking in the peopls, what will you do?

Al I doa't agres that the dynamisam is lacking. I think the Indian
people are istelligent and dynamic and the very fact that they have survived
18 years of the most reactiomary, strangulatiag state capitalist pattera
and that they have pot gome under like Indonesia or Ghana, proves that they
have got the vitality which can overcoms even these reactiomary policies.

Qs Do you visuslise some co-ordinstion between the State and
private enterprisae?

Al I do mot understand the word co-ordinstion. The State has a role
to play and the eatrepreneurs have a role to play. The rols of the entrepre-
neurs is to produce goods and services that the people of Iadia reguire, of
good quality at a cheap price at a profit. The rola of the State is to
provide the ianfrastructure. That mesns they have to praovide water for
driaking and irrigation, electric power for both agriculture and industry,
transportation of various kinds including the provisioa of good roads,
telecommunication, and technical training. If the State yrovides these
elements of the foundations on which the whole sconomic structure can be
reared them it can safely leave the rest to the people, The sad thing L
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that the State,whiles dabbling in making things froa ice creusm sashines
to steel, is neglecting its Mmtu»upu_u'mrm.
Jnsk of driuking wabers ont for Soet etise e pr, aeirie poetey W
arj or ti
z-ul. 8o, the default of the State g dos Rt i
8o tragic that for the time being at least it should concentrs!
perforaing its own task and leave others to perfora their tasks. i

Q What are t"uc tasks, Sir?

Al thchmrorumnulhnuuhm govds
and services that the pecple of in:h ﬂqllrz. ;.hl consumer's rmm
at low cost with good quality and maximum profit. #

Q1 Just now you said that a backward country can progress only
with the help of private saterprise. In that case, how would
you account for the progress of the Soviet Union and
Chechomlovakia?

Al I question the progress of the Soviet Union. It is a miserables
failure. The Soviet Union has been a success only in arsaments, spage
programme 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
objeetives with which Lenin and Trotsky started. Lenin and Trotaky 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 yom
take agriculture - they cannot even produce encugh food for their peeple
inspite of the advantages of ample land and a small agricultural pepulaties
and mechanisationj whother you take housing which is a scandal in Mosgow
and other cities of the Sovies Unionj mhether 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 & modificd form now = it is quite
elear that the Soviet experiment is a failure. And that is exactly what
we are relyin: on to show that there is no known exsmple of a Btate
eapitalist pattern giving a riein. standard of life comparable to what has
in fagt been achieved during the ssme period = since the October Revolution -
in the United States, 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 asad for ceiling on all incomes and
statutory ourbs on the expansion of what is called monopoly
business in the country?

Al Nos there are two elements mixed up im it. 8o far as sonopoly
is concerned, there is no oppoment more stsunch than the Ewatantra Farty.
That is because we plsce s very high value on competition im our nationsl
life, we would, therefore, be very bappy tc joiz iz jessing legielation
on Gersan or American lines against eartels and monopoliss whether in the
State or in the privste sector. The other question of cellings is entirely
unrelated to monopolies. Monopoly has mothing to do with sise.
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It is to do with the absence of competition. Therefore whole
question of ceilingsis misconceived, lt“u:mtub::.pdw
kind. The sky sbould be the limit. What we want is a floor. What we

which this wretched socialis
falled to provide after 20 long years, nw.m.’m

establish a floor for the income of work mu'm
the urban workers, (the induntrial werkers) .:-“mewm.h
high uu.:nmtmmﬂn-;m‘mtwlhm

Q1 To ensure such a floor level in income, will mot the State
have to intervane in economic matters?

At No{much. The floor has been raised the highest im She United
Statea, where workers own shares and stsek, where almost svery working
¢lass family now has two cars apa all the comforts and luxuries of life.
There was no State intervention worth meptioming in attainins that floor,
I am mot saying that there should be no refulation, Of courss, thers
aust be. There must be winimum regulation and contrel + to stop anti-soeial
practices, The Swatantra Party manifesto saye® clearly that the role of
the State 48 to step in when thers is anti-sosial activity, profitesring,
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 minimus and maxisum regulation as =t present.

Qs The PFrime Minister was reported to have said soon after
assuaption of power that only a Left-oriented Governaent
would have the support of the masses in India. What is
your view of this propesition?

At I hold sxactly the reverse view, That is, if the massos were
left to themaslves, thtz would want a conservntive libesral orientation.
It is the upper class, ~the new class” which Mrs, Gandhi represents,

the class of exploiters of the peasants and workera, who want 3 so-called
Lafteoriented goverament. %e should turnm hers to Djilss and his book
“The New Class.” Just as the Sovist Union and Yugoslavia have a new clags
of comzissars who talk of comwuniom and expeit the masses, according to
the comzunist leader Djilns hinmself (for maying which he is serving a
ten~year centence), so in India we have a new class of Congrosa politiglians
and offigisls who are corrupt and busipessmen who are prepared to play
ball with these two. The Malaviya-Sersjuddin model is onej Biju Patnaike
Mitra and their wives is anmotherj Pratap Singk Kairon and his sons is

the third; Bakhshi Gulam Mohammed und his bdrothers is another., This is
the “new class™ pf people in office and people in business jolning hands
to exploit the consumers and the prasunts. Krs. Gonbhits—an-enbodiment
of this classy It iz the elite, the new rulinsg class, & section of the
intelligentia that is in power that will not sgres to aaything but a so=
salled Left-oriented goverament. Our greatest support is among the
possants; our weakest support is in the cities and that is proved by

the '62 elections, The Ssatintra Party could carry only rural seste and
pot a single urban seat oither for Parliament or in State Assesblies.
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lectoral and system. As
ey A R X I o K
But

have vbuved this {o carry Comstitutioasl smendments which they had
right to de. DNow!Jana Bangh is mot the only party with which we have
understanding; wé are trying to develop similar wnderstandings* with the DMK,
Akali Dal, the Republiean Party, tiaes Jana Gongreas im Orisca and the

Kerula Congress in Kersla, and oo on. We are trying to develop these
ancerstandings or sdjustments with all desocratic Opposition parties,

@o that by getting out of each other's way and allocating constitueneies

wo may got a somewbal fairer Lok Sabha which represents s little lesss
insccurately the wishes of the people. Ib othar words, this is a dewioe

to get rough yrepo:ti.dul regresentation or what iz culled in France

the seeond bellov » We are trying to hold the second bellot in advamce

to find out who should get out of the way in favour of whosm, That is all
that is contemplated, Thare will be mo alliance, no com:dBn cem

betwesn us and the Jana Sangh. Eael payty will campaign om its own platiorm
sod support its own manifasto. 5o, the very ssoumption which you have is
complotely unfounded.

Qe E£ir, you say the Swatantra Party gets the bulk &f its support
irom the peasants. L1s the Swatuntra Farty alse workiag asong the
working ¢lsss snd does it elso aspire to be » workiag class party?

A Yes, in the long run. That 4is a loag process. We ars tryimg
to serve ipdustrial labour while refusing to joim the rage Yo capture them
and exploit thes. ®astever the Comaumists, the Congress and the Gocisliats
say do, each with its own trede uaion « the AJTUC, INTUC, and the

HMS - we consider these to be party orgasizations and not genuinely
working claas labeur orgamisatioms. We have asked our workers nat to

try ¢ cupture trade unioms, mot to become Fhair presidents and general
seoreteries as workers of other politicel parties do, but 1o offer their
services to the workers im helping their econsaic cause. ¥e are bagianing
to get appreciation and respomse from an ineressimg Rusder of hopsat-toegood
trade union functiopuries amd elements, but this is a long term ap.roach.
Since we do not want to cash im om our labour support, we mAy have to
pecept a self-denying ordisnce, may be for anether five oF tea years.
Thers sre indiestions that mors and more trade usions have realissd we are
their best frionds and I should imagine both in this slagtics and in futers

ob
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elections we shall get more and more trade uniom
the so-called tral organiza Supere imapdte of
own mpnuu.:ru-? tions who are plugging the line

of their
<1 How can ladia achieve self-sufficieney im food im quickest
possible time? mmhhmdautntﬂ:-nu
entering the farmin, field? q

As Our understanding is that the most efficient fora of

production is peasant proprietorship. We believe tht--lnll::m

tﬂunmmmto!hnhumuhmmtpmu

souree of n:lti.ut:l.u. Now this is not based on

our part. it is vased om the fagks of life., If will kindly refer

the published literature of the Food and urtnl.t-’::l Urgsaization, m..

will find the comparative statisties of foocdgrains

the world. lﬂtim!mthlmm‘tw.tm.pm the

world is in Formosa, Taiwan. The second highest in the world is Japam.

The farss there are small, In Japan the average, I believe, is two agres

per land and yet out of two mcres or less of wet land the Japaness farmer

is sble teo produce so much as to live a comfortably middly-class 1ife,

In Formoss also there 18 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 oan joint stock company

lines., Towards the end there is the wretched Soviet Union with its collective

farme, which is being forced to sell gold te get food for its starving

people. Aind ameng ihe -Jowest—iies—India andei—eouree the lowest of the

low is Communist China. BNow from this you will find that the established ratieo

of productivity in agriculture is more or less ian inverse preoportion te

the size of the farm and this is true whethar it is capitalisa or communist.

Isme have nothing to do with it. It is s question of functiom. This is hax

because agriculture is an operation that requires love and careful teanding

of the soil. Only family farming peasant proprietorship seems to mest

the needy, Therefore, the guickest way for India to achieve self-sufficiency

in food is to atop mucking up the small land-ownership. Wherever sbsesntes

landlordiss has been aboldshed as in Zamindari areas, there is no case for =

sny further land refors. Similarly in the Riotwari areas in Bombay, Madras,

Maharashtra and Gujarat there has never been any need to meddles with the

agrarian set-up. ¢hat is required is encouragement to the ssall farmers

give him incentive, give him credit, give him water and make it poasible as

in Japan and Formosa and elsewhere to double his crop. It can be done,

Everything else is irrelevant and only a retarding factor. About Jodnt

stock cultivation § am pretty neutral, Yea, in the case of Jute, Sugarcans,

tea, coffoe, rubber, cotton - cash crops and plantations - it may be that

modern joiat stock enterprise on a big scale will produce better results.

But I would draw the line and I would oppese any attespt to take away

foodgrein farms from the small pessant to joint stock corporatioas. I woula

opposs 4t on the grounds of productivity and also on social grousds because

we in the Swatantra Party believe in Gandhiji's thinking in regard to

decentralised ownership and contrel over means of production.

econoaic power to be decentralised as widely as possible. HIH‘: pro=

prietorship has slso social value apart from productivity. Therelore,

we would be against any aggregations of ecomomic power OB the land. :
-



& I would say in this respect, except for Vinoba Bhave and

:'. mmm_-:mulm-uwumnm.
tantra is the political party in India which is nearest to Ganahiji's

thinking. is because many of us ing aysel! have been

Gendhian slant. So, I would 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?

As I am afraid, noe. There are certain parte of Gendhiji's

thinking which I do not go along with. Fopulation or birth control would
be one. 1 speak for myself because the Swatantra Farty has no plank oa
the population control problem. Bimilsarly, in regard to absolute pagifism
or non-violsnce we draw a line. We are inclined to—%» in favour of
non-violences Ee are for world peace and internmatiomal order. We are

& conatitutional party which certainly sschews viclsace in regard to

our oum political programaes. But when the country is sttacked, we do
aot yropose to resort to noneviclemces If China or Pakistan or anyone
else for that matter sttacks India, we certainly would use armed foree to
defend our territory and the sovereigaty and integrity of our country.
Therefore, there are tbinge like austerity and other things that we do
not accept., We are an upward-lo.king partys 1 have said earlier that
the sky should be the limit. Simplicity - yes; austerity = no,

would be my answer.

Qs 8ir, you have sald that Af the Congress Farty again comes
to power by minority votes, the danger of porlismentary
system breaking into plecses is there. liow do you analyse thias?

At 1 think I have explained this in Parliusent in my last major
speach which was on devaluation., I sald then that I 414 not expect the
Congress Party to poll more tham 40 per cent of the votes gast and I think
most Congressmen privately agree with that view, If this is so, this will
mean that 60 per cent of those who vote will huve rejected the Congress.
Now imagine what would bappen if & party which 60 per cent of the people
have rejected after 15 or 17 or 19 years of exjerience, comes again and
sits on the Treasury Benches because of the archale slsgtoral system we
have taken from the British and the party aystem whisch we have taken from
the Latins whose temperament is somewhat like oursl We are 4 Latin pecple
and not an Anglo-Saxon pecple in our political process of splitting and
splintering and net compomising in big parties. We are eamotional.
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party tem is disastrous. Now, if this were to result ther
F-erummhmm'm-m-‘:-;.wm

wmnmmmmmmwmmtﬂm-num
nuhmmum-nu-nm-muuuummmm
mw-u‘hmmummdmmm
bona fides which we find in the country today. The fagt is that though
thmmu—huutmmumhqnn.-ndu-mmuh
people who are lining thelr omn pockets, which is largely true unfortunately.
Bow the question is what will happen if sueh a party after 20 years in
;n_’u-unaumwthmmmnmmum- Well,

- Bl &

Uovernaent for ancther five years. But whether the ng people and

the not so sophisticated people in Indis are going J':- llli':l“lli with
demccratic processes, I woader. Studeal parest, the Buadhs, the scenss
in Parliement apd Assenblics = all these are usly syaptoms of what is

« I fronkly snudder to think what will happen if this disaster
lands on us, I do mot mind the Coagress party getting a majority and
being in office, If wa are defeated and the will of the people prevails,
it is mll right. But if the elegtoral system frustrates the will of the
geople, then it is goln: to be extremely difficult te tell the people:
Poa't do anything extra-constitutional,” I mean Dr. Lohia's case will
be very much strengthensd and our case will be very much weakensd.
Therefore, I fear this possibility and I do bope it wom't happen.

:

Qs 1f it doen?

At if it does, mature will take itz own gowrse., BHathing I ean
do sbout it. I will do my best, but it may fail, People may pot listen
to me.

Qe gir, c¢o you favour a redical change im the electoral system?

Al Yes, we stand for proportionsl representation. It will form a
part of our mspifesto this time. But unfortunstely whether in England

or in Indis ono has mever known a Govermment chemging the electoral systea
thet 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 wp

againsat,.

Q3 But if the Clagress is in the Opposition, then they may
rovise their stand?

At I would thist If we come to office or have a part or share
in Govermment, we -::id certainly iatroduce sn electoral law for establishing
some kind of proportional representation so that we camnot get this ancmaly

of 45% getting 72% of the seats, which has slready weakensd democrasy and
will destroy it again Af it is repeated.

4 What should be India's stand « in your opinion - in regard

4l
to the Victnam conflict? Do you thisk India should come
gut openly on the side of ome party or the other?

.l’



Conatitusnt Assembly show.
resorted to, 80K of the electorate wvoted,
thof what we have in India, This shows that
certainly do not want to give in to Comsunist aggression.

Nov we regard what is bappening in Vietnam ss Chinese Commmaist
aggression by proxy. We believe that the Vietnam Government nl'tu
gallant sllies, the Upited States, Australia, Korea, the Philippines
and lewEesland, sre fighting for the cause of democracy and natiomal
independence. In other worde they are fighting our cause, they are
iighting our enemy at other frontiers. W¥e beliave that the river Mekeag
aod its valley are the national frontiers of this country. Nor that
the Himalayss bave been outflanked, we cannot simply afford to allow the
the countries of Soutbeact Asie to come under the costrol of Chins, ;
If we do that, Theiland, Laos and Cambodia will Zall, If they fall,
Malsyeia will become unoustainable. China and her friends and satsllites
would epcirels us all the way from Karschi at one and to Singapore at the
other, Just as the frontiers of Britain lay in Jelgium, so our frontiers
lie ip Vietnam. Any Government that has any ioa would have thersafore
sent a squadron of airforce planes or a detachmedt of troope to fight
alongeide those who are defending Viotnam ia our interests. But of
course we cannot expect anytiimg from thia pro-Com-unist Government.
Unfurtmuh) the d nd of the past is still on its shounlders.

:
13
2

o1] If you think the South Vietnamese people really support
the Govaernment and 4f 4t is all free elaction, how do you
ageount for the fact that the bigpest burden in the fighting
is borme by the United States while Dr. Ho Ohi Mizh's troope
ure [ighting hard, Iighting better?

Al 1f Belgium is sttacked by Gormany, then the brunt of he fighting
in Belgium has been kuewn to fall oa the shoulders of the French and the
British armies. Does it mean that the Selgisn people are not behind
their own Joverament? In other words, 1f a small or weak military couatry
is attacked by a strong agzressive military neighbour, it is natural thet
the nllies who are bigger and who have mors resources will take on the
biggar part of the defence. Fat I have mot yat heard that it proves

that the Belgian people wanted Hitler or the Kalser to attack thelr
country. 50, I would say that that balance of streagth used has nothing
to do with the popular suppert in defence of their owa couatry. I have
a0 doubt at all that it is predomimantly a war of agsression from outsids,
Uhole battalions and pow Aiviasions of the North Vietnanm army are fightiag
on South Vietnam soil and the guerills part of the warfare Ras sow

pecome a very incidental and minsor part. Thersfore, I regard the war

as primarily a war of ag;ressicn by the North on the Souths Lakbs of men
bave créssed thes military froatier theres—Ii-would-

Ghehu-dniisp-whn-quite-sizhily-tosk-She-bafid




Q 8ir, what is your preopositionm for Atopping the sacslation
of war or prevesting further escala
A The best way to stop the war escalating is to attsck and iavade

1 supjort President Lyndon Johnson's present poliey as againet the

is good mmough. I thiak thet this wob »
this privileged sanctuary in North Vietnas {s ridiculous. When you
& war, you fight to win, not to stop the ememy only from attaskiag your
territory. After all did we not do it last yosr? When our troops attanckdd
seress the fromtier from Amritsar te Lahore, my perty supported it on the
ground that if the Pakiatani aray had aggrepsed in Xashair wa should not
fight @ purely defeasive war and that once an attsck has come we have every’
right to counter attack on the enemy's territory. 7T doa't understand the
wesknega of the American Jovernment in not oceupying Hanol and winning the
war which 1 understand the Amorican military leaders are propared to undertakes.

(-1 1t is becauce of public opinion in the United Statan?

Al 1 don"t think so. If you read the litost nems from ¢ 2 United
Stntes, the majority of the American people waant Lymdon Johmson t&, muah
faster with the war. but I think the United Statea Goverament yro

bas a wrong idea thet Comrunist Cbinaz or sven Soviet Ruscia might enter the
war if they attack Sorth Vietnam. I believe this to be s fallsecys I think
there is mot the slightest chance of sithnak of these powete soming inte

the war if Morth Yietnam is overwhelmed. Coomunist China 41s s paper tiger
or a paper dragon. It has always run away with its tail bestween its lege
whenever faced with a strong opposition. It is in mo comdition to fight

a major war because figh Borth Vistnaz would mems fighting the United
States and fighting the Mationalist Chinsse trocps wbo may land amd
1iberste the South west coast of China where they will ke warmly regsived.
This, Mao tse-Tung's tyrannical rogime with 4its Red Cuards is iv no
gondition to face. Similarly, I don't think the Soviet Uniom would risk

s war with the United States and allow Homcow to be destroyed for the sake
of Vietnam. Therefore, 1 am guits clesr that the war csn be stopped and thare
will be no danger of escalation if it is fought to » Ifinish end te vietery.

Qs Do you suggest some negotiated wettlement?

Ay The only negotisted settlement with any Comsunist power is ome
that is achieved after military vietory and that 1is enforoed with milisary
asnpetions, The Commmnist powers, like indfvidual Comsunists and Comzunist
portiss, belisve in breaking their treaties. The Soviet Uxion has broken

at le-.a/t. 26 tresties or more at the end of World War II in Eurape. The
Ghinese Comsunists are a bundit regimej; I would refuse to negotiste with thes,
but win on the fisld of battle and thea allew them to stay wherever I want
them to stay.
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Q1 m:ummmmmutnnuu
Az Publie opinion 4i& mot made b York Times
Tises or the Times of Indtia. ﬁhhih:tt:.nn'mu:’::u=

and it skould not be listenmed to. It ways proved wroag ther
ﬂpﬁhuthrlrlhlhwhtu-:::.:l b T——

qs There is sn impression that the Swateantra Farty avour
of making some concessions to Pskistan inm nm‘:th -

while it iz for an uncompromising stend agaimst China
that ispresaion correet? . "

Al Sntirely incorrect. We are ageinst appeas
againet appeasament of the Chinese Comwunist r:;:n r-:-l:.n::a:“ that
it is a bendit raogime with the blood of Tibet, Korea, Vietnam and our owm
already on its hand snd for the reason that 4% has oocupled our tarritory.
We are also ageinet appeasement of Pakistan., After the FPakistani aggressisa
last sumser our party chonged its pomition. Till then it was prepared =
in view of the Nehru Government's obligatiens in the U.N. and slaswhere =
accept the role of Pakistan as one of the parties the gsettilement
E: the Kas disputes. But after that aggression we passed a resolution
sovesber, ‘which stands and will tand = that by Ats aggressisn the
Government of Pakistan had lort whatever loeus atandi the Nehru Govarament
might have given it and that it 45 not necessary for us to msgotiace with
them mbout Kavheir. In our opinion the Kashmir problem is nosn one solaly
betweon the people and the Government of India and the pecple of Kashair,
And vwe believe that 41t shonld be molved by conciliation betwessn thess twe
purtios, There ia no third party to this Aispute, You will seec from
thiz that we are not only against making concessions to Pakistan in regard
to Kmshmir but we do not even aceept their right %e have any loous standi
in regard to Kashmir.

Qs 5ir, who has imspired you in your uu,, most?

Al When I was in my younger days a socialiet, 1 wonld isagine

that H.G. Wells and Bermard Shaw were amon; those who influenced my thinking.
When I was ogured ofllis state capitalist fallacy - although I still

baslieve in & fres apd equsl society as an cbjective = 1 turned to Habataa
Gandhi, It was he who showed me how shallow was owr gonception of the
zethods of soeislirm which we had agcepted in the Congross SBocialist Farty.
ind both my friend J.P. and I were grestly influenced by this corrective.

We then realiszed that Gandhiji was 50 years ahead of his tize as a socialist
+f you-lixe, that is ae » mecharis of those who wanted to take Society
towards the free apd sgual direction, We were aleo influenced by Gandhiji's
thirking in regaré to the ends and weans. Bis tainking 45 that ends and
seans are linked spd canmot be compartmentalised, In other wordy, ihe snd
does not justify the meane, The example he used to give most was that
rothing good gould come out of the Soviet Union because it was founded onm
fraud wnd foree,ard he hes proved s hundred per cent right. You cannot ot
a Iraternsl soeicty by butchering people and ligwidating millions of them.

1 think Gendhi‘i proved eo right im tnle thet I still am wery wuch an
iceplist - many of my collesgues in my perty consider mé an
{denlist - becsuse I refuse to secept wrong sethods even for Lhe SuOGeSs of
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and Parliasent. -mmtmmnm;
words come to usi “Amputate the diseased limb, R

Qs Sir, who is your favourite author?

At I have several favourite authors and I dom't thisk

choose one out of them. b

Qu Some of us have been taught the rudisents of sosialism by
Jyou and leaders like Jayaprakash and others. MNow we find
that most of them have left., Is it actually besause of
the weakness or the failure of the Indian socialist movement
or have you found that the doctrine of socinlism itself is
wrong?

Al Yeuy JoPe and I are tryiag to unde some of the sdschief

that we dide I would say .esically toat our re-thinking is due to
greater awarenso: of ruman nature auvd the facts of life, our understans
ding of our own people, of what makes tie worker or peasant tick mas
wsbwz, Today if you ask »e I would say that all human beinge are & mix-
ture of selfishoess andaltruism, and tuat wnile one should appesl to
altrulsm as =uch as possible, to kry snd Lo pretend that they have ne
selfianpness wouldbe to ride for a fall:. 1n other words, we Rave now
accepted the validity of certsin laws of human mature and sconomics
which Lhe State Docialist pattern refuces to foee. I still sece;t the
'frtana .quul' lnciot;'ot Lenip se the ultimate ob_ ectives But ] 1ind
that the progress towards & free anc egusl seclety is tne fastest msers the
State pleys a minizim role and sloveat where the Ltate ¢apitaliat or the
Stote socialis:pattern is tried out, How faced with this wiat would you
expegt me to do T Bitier I stick to sy meisodology or gdve up my
objective, which 18 whst the Cormunistis and socislists do logically as
in Ruscim or Crine, shere e uality Las ocem long siuce forgotien and 18
Lerncd a"petty bourgeoise devistion.” Stalis'e words were 1 "Bsuality

ie o petiy bourgeols devistion worthay oi a primicive socdetye It
has sothlng to do sith socislins™. Stslia sadd this in 1532, Bven if
you want eguality, saxisum procuction, ssxisum relura on enterprise
and effort snc risk is the way thst ralsed the floor. Today is tue United
Stotes Lne differesce cetweem the most Bkilled Worker ant tis nost
unskilied worker wnes in India we call “a‘coolie” is 2,511 Ia India
the differentisl in most pleces 1o let us say 25 5 1 = 10 times as side,
In tne Soviet Uniom I understand it is worses Now if I beliswe in
moving towards eguality, I find thet the so=calles capitalist I-Elofj
shich 1 call eokpetitive free enterpris«, which Ure Erbard calls

.01’



- 15 =
“soccial enterprise” ~ free enterprise with a soeisl ob
Jective or
gives the best results. This seess to
the socialist objective. So G590 Vis faotesh sevenans

becaus
nntn&uuloqnlmht.r I re Lesdn, Stalin ’
of the State capitalism and I turn m':tﬂlum:m —
uuma.-mhn—touummm;-mmmm
of

objective. 5o, 1 am sorry some you fe
!mlﬂt::.:ni.:lmtdm:ugmhhm
towards same objective. We are consistent

to be inconsistent because .......‘Su.u.‘........u....m..' adkewc A
today by the enemies of social justice. We have in India today ]
position: socialiss versus soeial justice. And those who belie
sogial justice like the Sarvodaya people cannot go aloag with the State

capitalist pattern because it is the most inequitabdle and exploitati
pattern where Malaviyas and Serrajuddiss flourish and nhn:. ;.ullm. %

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

A There are two ways of doing it. Ome is Anternal and the
other is external., I have already sald earlier that naturally we ss
liberals or Swatantra people believe in minimum ntal regulation
and coantroles There is also the internal check that is to make people
feel less acquisitive, feel more fraterpal. Now, this is where

comes in. Gandhiji's idea of Trusteeship is in our manifesto. We want
those with the means $0 share them or to wse them if you like with a sogial
objective. That is what Erhard calls social santerprise, We held seainars
in Delhi and elsewhere¢, where I co-operated with Jayaprakash, for discussing
the social obligations of business. Managemsnt has a right to sake a prefit.
Without profit there is nothing; there is not even efficiency. Loss-saking
is nothing wonderful. But you cannot be altogether devold of soceial
obligations. Now there are two ways of doing this, Onmne is by regulation
and the other is by internal restraint. Just to give an exasple, 1 aa

a "Sampathidani'. J.P. came to me ten years ago in Bosbay 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-farmer—and the landless man, land, »-eouple—ef

and a 1ittle 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
a little of what you have - more tham a fair share perhaps - with others
who meed it amd who, you think, will pat it to the best use. Now this is
the spirit in which a trustes should begia to work.

Qs But the people do not know about yowr sacrifice of 10 per ceat
of your income as Sampatidan,
not
Al It ie for the public to come to kaow. It is/for me to shout
from ths housstol.
Q Gandbiji bas said that sccording to his comeept of trusteeship,

4f the trustees don't behave and AT they do mot fulfil their
obligations, he would resist them with pon-vicleat nom-cooperst-

ion, Weuld you support that stand?

L



1 would say yes, I mgree with Gandhiji's approsch. But that does not
mean you liguidate them (erring tn,s_*n #8)s If some officials are

you sack them but you do not abolish e and create anarchy in the
country. So, I egree with Gandhiji. If the trustee misbehaves he must
be curbed and if he misbehaves very badly he may be even removed in
individual caseaj but you don't abolish the institution of private
enterprise just because some trustees misbehave,

Qs “hat will be your policy towards Comuunism and the Communist
Party il you come to power?

Az Qur understanding of the Communist Party is that it is a fifth-
column, the Hight Communist Party, of Mescow, and the Left Communist Party,
of Peking. Now we also believe that enemies of democracy have iﬁ

to use the processea of democracy for their destruction. You

principle elaborated im the book called "Polities of Demoerscy” by

Mr. Durbin, the British Labour theorist. There is a whole chapter om it
which 1 enjoyed reading very much. But that does not mean that yom automs-
tically ban the Communist Party at any given moment of time. I have

said this in Parlissent that if the Commsuniat Pll‘ti in any country
including ours becomes "a clear and present danger” to our desocracy,

I would not have the slightest compunction in passing a law outlawing thes
outright. If, however, there is no clear and present danger, 1 would
tolerste 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 guite prepared

to be sued for libel either by the Communist Party or by the Soviet
Esbessy, Neither of them, I am convinced, will do anything of that kina
because it is true. Now this is the way to destroy this Comsunist evil %
educate the people, But if the dan lear and present,as during the
Chinese invasion, my party would desand the imsediate tlawing of the
Communist Party because,if a Comsunist power attacks your country, that

is no time to worry -M/“ keeping the climste of civil « Bo,

I would be slow in banning, not because of any regard for the Consunists
but because, if you set iz motion an ushealthy habit of pot tolerating
people, you don't know where somebody will go. I would not like to trust
anyome including my own party with emercising the right to ban, becausé

»e15



of Asia and Africa and Latin America. So, as a libersl, I would
pm;m-tmummmrﬁuctum.uma
they have nope, being fifth-columaists or traitors, but out of the desire
to keep the climate of free discussion which is of high value and which

risk of fifth column and ¢t
After that I would arrest anyone who is

I believe, to be the rule of law or the way
this primitive weapon of DIR or Preventive Detentiea, which as I pointed
put sarlier may extend from Communists to non-Communists. Fatriata then
get arrested as was done with those ixk thres young men during the
Chinese attack. 50, you sse thoere is a danger. Therefore, I would go
about it in a prineipled way and not in an unprincipled way. \

|
§
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-1} Would you like to comment on the Left in the Congress?
What is this phenomenon?

At It is a very well-known phencmenon:Comsunist infiltration

of democrati¢ organizations is well-ksown througnout the world, Mr. Ziliscuss
for imstance im the British Labour Party - and some others whoam I would aot
pame - is a pﬁtatgpl of Erishna Manon and £.D. Kalaviya in our country.

S0, you have tise democratic parties aftea with a fringe of secret

comrunists masquarading as non-Comaunists. I believe Mre. Malaviys and

Mr. Kriskna Menom to be essentially Coms taj whether they hold a card

or not is irrelevant., Sometimes no Comnunists are much

more dangerous Lthan ur;{hnui.u Comnunistsy who are hopest idealists, whe

are being misled by bad leadarship. 3



el.As derive their strength. Basically
are the liberal-conservative-peasants® party of ‘l.nlh..
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qt If the Swatantra partyy comes to power, will it hand over the
existing public secteor to the private imdustrialists or
reduce ito spope and operations?

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

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

not ddsturbing the existing institutions. Thus, for Anstance if we find
that the LIC or the IAC is not doing badly, wes would not disturdb the
strugture of those organisations, but we would gertainly throw the field
of 1life insurance and ¢ivil aviation opea to competibion to any others
who wish to enter the field on equal terma. Wherever we find State
organisations making big losses or wnable to deliver the goods on a
basis of efficient profitemaking, we would then certainly think of
privatization as has been done in Germany, Japan and other countries,l.e.
we might put shares of that compeany on the market and invite entreprensurs
to take over the cospany $o make it a profit-msking emterprise. You will
thus see that we are flaxible, We do not wish to dis or destrey
State snteryrises usless () they are monopolies and (B) they are
incompetent and losing soney for the public.

-1} That i about the status quo., #ould you like the publis
sector to go in for more heavy inductry etc. ia the future?

A3 We would mot, in view of the most disastrous experisnce in
this country with what is called the public - but I would call the Stats =
sector. We would refuse to allow & single mere rupsc from the natiosal
taxstion or foreign loans to be invested in these white elepbants.

For instance, we opyose Bokaro becsuse we thimk it will be aaothar
wasteful project, but as and when Hindustan Steel Limited makes &

profit, we have no objection to thst profit being ploughed bagk imte

a Dokaro Steel project in the State seetor. 5o, our opyosition is not

to State enterprisc but to wasteful and inefficient State snter;rise.
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Qs Gan an upderdeveloped country like Indias
the Stale doss not undertake development m!.m in s 3.‘:-“ -

Al 1t can progress more julekly if the Sta from wucking
up the position. W¥e believe that tae ::ﬂ mm":;.o::?: mlﬂ is,
the more it needs private initiative and enterprise oa the part of the pecple.
Prof. Galbraith, a great planner asd socialist, accepts this in his beck
®fhe Affluent Soeletys" “hile assking for sore public enterprise in a highly
developed country liks Amsrica, he at the same time says 4in o par

that in an underdeveloped country or backward country, such as I v uith
the possible exceptiosn ©f law and order, sverything slse should be left to
popular enterprise sod nol to State ecaterprisc. %o, I would csy that it is.
just beccuse Indin is underdeveloped that she cannot afford the luxury of
wasteful State enterprise and must rely on the dynsmism of the people to
incresse productions

Qs But if the dypamicm is lagking in the people, what will you de?

Al I don't agres that the dynsmisa is lacking. I think the Indias
people are intelliigent and dynsmic and the very fact thet they have survived
18 years of the most sreactionary, strangulating state capitalist pattern
and that they have not gone under like Iadopesia or Ghama, proves that they
have got the vitality wiich can uvercome cven these reactionary policisn.

Qs Do you visualine some co-ordiration betwedn the State and
private enterprise?
Al 1 4o mot understand the word go=ordinstion. The State bas & role

to play and the entreprensurs have a role to play. The rele of the satrepre=
neurs is to produce goods and services that the peopls of India require, of
govd guality at a cheap price at e profit, The rola of the State is to
provide the iafrsstructurs, Thet mezas they have o provids watsy for
drinking and irrigation, electric power for both agriculture and industry,
trunsportstion of various kinds includling the provision of good roads,
telecomsunicaticn, and technicsl training. If ths State provides these
elements of the foundations om which the whole soonomic structure can be
ceored them b can éafely leave the rest to tio people. The sad Ehing is

=T
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Qu What are t:u taaks, Sir?

At The tasks for others, as 1 told produce
mmuthttnwmofiuhﬂqu:h?uh'lm
at low cost with good quality and meximum profit. < -

] Just now you said that a backward country cam progress only
with the help of private enterprise. In that csse, how would

you account for the progress of the Soviet Uniom and
Chechoslovekin®

o

At I question the [rogress of the Soviet Umion. It is a missrable
feilure. The Soviet Union bas been a success only 4in armaments, Spase
jrogramze and gtecl. In everything else it has failed to deliver the
goods to the people. And there in pothing better to prove our poimt

than the miserable failure of the Soviet Union to satisfy any of the
objectives with which Lenin and Trotsky started. Lenin and Trotaky started
with the objective of prosperity and a higher standard of life for the
people and a free and equal society. Im all these respects, whether you
take agriculture - they csnnot even produce ancugh food for their

inspite of the advantages of emple lsnd and a emall agricultursl pe tion
and mechanisation; whother you take housing which is a scandal in Mosaow
and other cities of the Sovies Unionj whether you loock st the vast
ineguslities between the classes, which excesd those in the United States
and other capitalist countries; whether you regard the seoret police and
the terrer which prevails though iz a modificd form mow = it is quite
clear that the Soviet experiment is a failure. And that is sxmctly what

we are relyin; on to show that there is no known example of a State
cepitalist psttern giving a risin, standard of life compsrable %o what has
in fact been achieved during the same period - since the October Revolution -
in the United Ststes, in Scacdinavia, France, Germany, Pelgiws, Holland,
Japan, Austrslis apd New Zealand with peoples' eaterprise and a lisited
role for the Ztate.

Qs Do you think there is need for ceiling on s}l imsomes and
statutory curbs on the expansion of what is cslled sonopoly
business in the country?

A Sow there sre two elements mixed up im it. B0 far s

is comcermed, there is no opponent more staunch than the Swagantra .
That is becsuse we place a very high value on competition im owr nationsl
lite. We would, therefore, be very happy to join 4ia paseing legialatioa
on German or Americen lines against cartels and monopoliss whether in the
State or in the private sector. The other question of geilings is entirely
unrelated to monspolies. Monopoly has mothiag to do with size.

eol



-1 ] To ensure such a floor level in income, willi mot
have to Aintervene in nn—hnnml. s
At Folwuch, The floor bas been raised the highest in the United

Statea, where workers own sbares and stagk, where alumost every sorking
clultnugmmulmnamﬁtmcmmlmi:-ltmh
There was no State intervention worth mentioning in attaining that floor.

1 s= not saying that there should be no refulation. Of course, there

surt be. There sust be minimus regulstion and eontrol 4 to stop anti-soeial
practices. The Swatantre Party smanifesto says clearly that the role of

the State is to step in when there is anti-soslal activity, profiteering,
explaitation of labour and things of that kini. 5o please don't
misunderetand = we are for regulation by the community and the State,

but it must be minicum and maximus repulation as at present.

=T The Prime FHinlster was reported to bave said soon after
suaumption of power that only a Left-oriented Government
would hove the support of the masses im india, Wik is
your view of this proposition?

Al 1 hold exactly the reverse view. 7That is, il the messes were
left to themselves, they would wast a comsarvative liberal oriestation.

it is the upper clasa, the new glasa” which Wrs. Ganchi represents,

the ¢class of exploiters of the peasants and workers, who want & so-galled
Laft-oriented government. We soould turn here to DJilas and his bock
"The New Claso.” Just as the Soviet Union and Yugouslavia huve a new clase
o! comanispors sho talk oi comsuniss and expolit the sasses, according to
the comsunist loader Djilas himself (for saying wiich be is serving a
teneyear sentence), a0 in India we have a now class of Congress polit
end officials who are corrupt and businesssen who are prepared to play
ball with these two. The HalaviysSerajuddin swodel is enej Biju Fatnalic-
Mitrs and their wives is snother; Pratap Singh Kairou and his sons is
the thirdj Sakbhshi Gulam Hohawmed and his brothers is another. This is
the “cew class" gf people im office and people in business joiaing hands
to expleit the consumers and the pesgaats. Arss Gembi_ 15 an—ewbedisent
of—4his claze. It is the elite, the mew ruling class, & sectioa of the
intelligentis that iz in power thet will oot agres to anything but a so-
Ul

E

galled Left-oriented governmente. Jur greatest support is emong the
peasants our weakest luppurtuutuﬂuunﬂihtilmﬂlir
the '62 elections., The Swatantra Party could carry only rursl sdats
not a single urban sest either for Parlisment or ia State Aassemblies.
% 4 3
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mnu-umnmmu—.mmm
the so-called centrsl organizatioms Plugsing amptee
mru'uuvl:ﬂm. N

qt How can India achieve self-suffic

in
posrible time? ire you im favowr of joint stock companies
entering the farmin, field? e

As MMthmtmutnﬂhlntmurm
mu:ahmtmmﬁn:bo I:.uumthtl-lnl fenidy
faraing & reasonmably-sized plot of land have proved producti
souree of cultivatiom. htmnntbl-uuw‘ﬁ.‘lh-‘ "
our part. It i based on the facts of life. If you kindly refer to
the publisbed literature of the Food and igricultural Organization, you
will find the comparative statistics of produstion throughout
the world. You will find that the highest crop of rise per acre in the
serea

output is the the sgale, Densark aad
other ssaller countries of Europe including Britain. Om the lower part of
the scale you go to the capitalist, large-scale mechanised farms in the

or less

the oise of the farm and this is truec whether it is capitaliss or comsunist.
Isse have nothing to do with it. It is a question of function. This is hax
because agriculture is an operation that reguires love and careful tesdisg
of the soil. Only femily farming peasant propristorship seems to mest
the needyf. Therefore, the guickeat way for India to schieve self-sufficiency
in feed to stop mucking up th small land-gwnership. Wherever sbsentes
landlordism has been aboldshed as in Zamindari areas, there 15 Do case for &
any further land reforme. Similarly in the Riotwari arsas in Bosbay, Madrss,
Muharsshtrs and Oujarat there has never been any need to meddle with the
agrarian set-up. Ohat is required is encouragement to the small farmers
give bim incentive, give him eredit, give him water and make it possible as
in Japan and Formosa and elsewhere to double his erop. It can be dene,
Bverytiing else is irrelevent and oaly a retarding fastor. About Jodnt
stock cultivation R am pretty asutral. Yes, in the case of Jute, Sugarcans,
tes, coffes, rubber, cotton - cash erope and plemtaticns = it may be that
modern joint stock enterprise on s big scale will produce better results.
But I would draw the line and I would oppose any attempt to take away
foodgrain farms from the small pesssat to joist stock corperatiocas. 1 would
oprose it on the grounds of productivity and also on sccial grounds because
we in the Swatantra Party believe in Gandhiji's thinking in regard %o
decentralised ownership and coatrol over means of %e uant
economic power to be decentralised as widely as possibdle. Peasant pro-
prietorship has also social value apart from productivity. Tharelore,
we would be against any aggregations of economic power oR the land.

A ee?



Qe Do you accept Gandhiji's standard of austerity amd
noneviolence?
Al I a= afraid, no, There sre certain parts of Gandhiji's

tbinking which I do not go alomg withe Fopulation or birth contrel would
be ones I spesk for myself because the Swatantra Farty has no plask oa
the population gomtrol problem, Similarly, in regard to sbsclute pasifisa
or nob-violence we draw a line, We sre inclimed to=b+ in favour of
non-violence, We are for world peace and intermatiozal order. ¥We are

a constitutional party which certainly eschews violemce in regard te

our own palitical programses. Dut whea the country ia atiscked, we do
not yropose to resort to nome-viclence. I1f China or Pakistan or anyone
else for that matter attacks India, we gertalnly would wse armed loree te
defend our territory and the sovereigaty and integrity of our country.
Thereiore, there arc thinge like auwsterity and other things that we de
not ageepts WHe are an upwarde-looking partys 1 have said sarlier that
the sky should be the limit. Simplieity = yes, austerity - no,

Qs Sir, you have said that if the Congress Farty again comes

to power by minority votes, the danger of porlicasntary

oystem breaking into pieces is there. HEow do you analyse this?
As 1 thisk I have explained this in Parlisment in my last major
spoech which was on devaluation. é said then ;n;.! d:d a::“u:r:t‘th
Congress Party %o poll moye than per esnt of the votes think
nost Gn.;rul:u privately agree with that view. If this 15 20, this will
sean that 60 per cent of those who vote will have rejected the Congress.
low imogine what would bappen if a party which 60 per ceat of the peo
kave rejected after 15 or 17 or 19 yoars of experience, comea agein
#its on the Treasury Benches because of the archaie elegtoral systea
have taken from the British and the party system which we have taken from
the Latins whose tesperament is somewhat like ours! ¥e are a hm‘rﬂl
ané not an Anglo-Saxon pecple im ouwr political process of splitting
eplintering and not compomising in big parties. We are esationsl.

st
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party systes is disastrous. JNow, if this were to result another
mm&mmmummm-m-" they get
hﬂmdmmﬂhmﬁxbnm.:‘x.“

only 40 per cent of the ssats - there be hell to pay after all
nwmuwMormmummw
bons fides which we find in the comntry todaye The fast io that though
Mmmmmumm.mtdlhmwth
people who are liming tieir owa pockets, which is largely trwe usfortunately,
Now the question is what will happen if such a party after 20 years in
office is rejected by the people and then again comen %0 oT. Wall,

1l may - a8 a good democrat - be prepared te the ln.w

for spother five yeartj I bave patience nowj sﬂn uunn

£
i

an 1
have to sducate your masters. Yom have to put up wi
Goversaent for anuther [ive years. But whether the
the not sc eophisticated people in India are godn: to be that pa
democratic processes, I wonder. Student morest, the Bundhs, the scenes
in Porlisment ond Assemblicc « all these are u ly symptoms of
s 1 frankly saudder to think what will happen if this disaster
lands on us. I do not mind the Comgress m’.ﬂtuxg--jMVIﬂ
being in office. If we aro defeatod and the w of the m'ﬂrvuh.
it 43 all right. But if the elegtoral systea fruatrates ths of the
peorle, then it 4is going to be utrunu.uuiun to tell the peoples

Lon't do snything extra-constitutional,” I mean Dr. Lohisa's gase will
be very much strengthened and our case will be very much weakened.
Therefore, I fear this possibility and I do bope it won't happen.

:

“4 I1f it doea?

A If it does, mature will take ite own course. Nat 1 oan
do about it. I will do oy dest, but it may fail. Psople may not listen
to me,

<] | Bir, deo you fevour a radical change iz the electorsl system?

Py Yes, we stand for proportional ropresentatiom. It will form &
part of our manifesto this time. DBut unfortusately whather in England

or in Indis oné has never known a Government changing the electoral systea
that gives it unfair representation. The Liberal Party in Britain suffers
the came way as we do ond they of eourse have also realised mpat they are wp

sgainat.

w8 But if the Céngress is in the Opposition, then they may
revise their stend?

Ag 1 would say this) If we come to office or have a part or share
in Govermment, we would certainly iatroduce an slectoral law for sstablishiag
some kind of proportional representation 5o thal we saanot get this anomsly

of 4% gettimg 72% of the seats, which has slresdy ned demceracy and
will destroy it again if it is repeated.

at What ahould be Indin's stand - in your = 4n regard
to tho Vietnam confliect? Do you think India should eome
utopulvuthn-u-ero-prthhom

t
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Now we regard what 1s happening ia Viektoan ss Chineae
aggression by proxy. We belisve that the Vietnax Oovermment and its
gallant allies, the United States, Australia, Korea, the
ond Nemssaland, are fighting for the cause of democragsy and na
indepsndence. In other words they are figh our cause, they are
fighting our anemy at other frontisra. We ve that the river
and its walley are the national frontlers of this country. How that
the Himalayss have been owtflanked, we canrct simply cfford to allow the
the countries of Southeast Asis to come under *he control of China.
1f we do that, Thailand, Laos and Cambodis will all. If they fall,
Kalaysia will begome unpustainable. Chins and her frienda and aatellites
would encircle us all the way from Karachi at one end to Singapore at the
other, Just as the frontiers of Britain lay in Pelgius, so our froatisrs
lie in Vietnam. Any Government that bas any ion would have therefore
sent a sgquadron of airfores plenes or a detuchment of troope to fight
alongside those who are defending Viotnam in our interests, But
gourse we cannot expect anythimg from this pro-Com-unist Government.
Ul!nrtmtll.:/tht d.u;l.uﬂ of the past is still on its ehoulders,

Q1 If you think the South Vietnamese people really support
the Government and if it is all free election, how do you
asccourt for the £act thet the bigpest burden in the Tighting
4s borne by the United States while Dr. Ho Cbhi Mimh's troops
are fighting bard, fighting better?

Al If Belgium is attacked by Germaay, then the bruzt of e fighting
in Belgius has been kuswn to fall oa the shoulders of the Fremch and the
British armies. Does it mear that the Belgisn people are not behisd -
their own Goverament? Ia other words, if a small or weak military coumatry
is sttacked by a strong agsressive silitary neighbour, it ia mstural that
the sllies who are bigger and who have more rescurces will teks on the
bigger part of the defeace. But 1 have oot yet heard that it praves

that the Belgian people wanted Hitler or the Xaimer to sttack their
gountry. S50, I would say that that balance of streagth used has

to do wisth the populsr support in defenee of thelr own ¢ountrys 1 have

no doudt at @il that it is predomimaatly & war of agiresaion from outside.
¥hole Battalions sad nos divisions of the Borth Vietnasm army are fighting
on South Vietaes soil and the guerills part of the warfare has now

beccme a very ineidestal and ziper part. Thersfors, I regard the I::

as primarily a war of ag ressios by the Nerth oa the Souths Lakhs men
have crescod-the military frostier there. 3 would have thought-that

ra
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saking
while it is for smn uncompromising
that impression correet?

At Entirely incorrect. We are agaimet appessessnt. certainly
ageinet epreasemsnt of the Ghinese Comsunist regime for the rl::-:" that
it iec & bemiit rogimes with the blood of Tibes,
slrecdy on its band and for the resson that 4t hes ocoupied our territorys

We are 2120 agninst appearament of Fekistane After the Mskistuci aggressisa
lazt summer our party changed its positions Till thes 4
in view of tha Yohrn Government's obligations in the §.¥
IO azcept the role of Pukistan as ome of the purties the oettlement

of the Kas dispute. But after that agyression we peased a resolution

tha le

tand agaimst Chinma, I

in Novembae which stands and will d#and = that by its
Govercment of Palkistan hsd loet whatever logus standi
sight have given it and that it t necesssry for us to megotiate with

tham about Kashmir. Io our opimion the Kaskair problea iu uos ons selely

betwean the people and the Governmeat of Indis sod tus Jecple of Kashmir.

And we believe that it abould be solwed by coneiliatiou betwesn Lhase two

pErtiss, There iz o third yarty to this disputes Tou will ces (rem

this that we sre not only againat making consessions to Fakistan in regard
to Kssheir but we do not even accept their right to have any locus stapdd

in regard to Kashmir.

Qs 5ir, who has inapired you in your J..u’, nost?

Al #hez I wes ia my Youagear days & eooialist; 1 would luagine

that H.G. Wells and Bernerd Shaw ware amony Lhose mbhé lafluenced my thinkiage
#ben I was cured offhis stste capitalist fallacy - sltbough I still

believe in & free and equal uuug;a sn objective = I turned to Mahatsa
Gandhis It was he who showed me shellow wou our copcspilon of the
cethods of soeislise which we had socepted in the Congrees Sociilist Partye
And both my frienfl J.P. and I were greatly infiuenced by thic cerrectives

@e then realised that Guadhiji was 5C years akeed of hiy tine ac 4 &

: , that is se m mechanic of thoce wic wanied te bake Society
towcrds the frae end equel direction. ke were alre influenced by Oandhiji'e
thinkding in regarcd to the ends and means. Bie thimking is thet snds and
poans are licked anc canuot bLe cumpartsentalised. Iu other wordas,the end
doss not Justify the means, The exaxpls he used to glye moat waus that
nothing pood could come out of the Soviet Uaica because it was founded ea
freud snd force mud he has proved a humired per oent rigits Tou cannet get
a fraternal SOAE:!.: by butchering people amd liquidstiag sillions of them.

I think Oandhdji proved eo rigiat in tois that 1 still us very meh An
i1dealist - many ¢! ay eollenguen in my perty consider me aa Ancurable
jdealist - Lecause I refusc to mocept wrong suthods eves for tno suscess of

.12



=12 -
uy Party. lh&wul-mmik party
mﬂnu‘rmnm&uamh
there ovil your own body, the best thing Nu‘no
mmmumunmh.mn‘:nm'&-
m-mmmhﬁdlﬁnﬂmmlmd-
collsagues in U.P. shen we found that they were corruptible and that
they were w-ﬁh—- Whearever we find that the
w-‘ in our perty, we do not hesitate teo
e u—m-:nu:--mum-uuum
Parlissent. think t the loss -.'“. Again Gandhiji
words come to us: ‘mutbmu-:m. -
-1 Sir, who is your favourite amthor?
A3 1 have geveral favourite authors think
amoo-mo?uu. 5 o - -
Q1 Some of us have been taught the rudisents of socialism

you and leaders like Jayaprakash sad others. Now we

that moat of them have left. Is it actually because of
the weakness or the failure of the Indisn socialist movement
or bave you found that the dootrioe of sooialisa itself is

At Yeo, JdoPy and I are tryiag to undo sems of tie mischief
that we did. I would may asiecally tist our re-thinking iz Jue to
greater awarenss: of ruman nsture asd the facts of life, our underctane
ding of our own people, of what makes tie worker or jeasast tick war
Todsy if you ask ce I would say that all husan belnge are a mixe

ture of selrishness sndaltruism, and t.at whiie one should appesl to
altrulsm as =much poesibley to try and Lo pretend that they Lave 0o
selfisnness wouldce to ride for a falle In oiber words, we bhave now
accopted the validity of certain laws of human Rature and econcmics
which the State Socialist pattern refuces to fe@®e I still aece;t the
"tredand equal” socisty’of Lenin ss the ultimate ob_eotive, But I rind
that the progrens towsards a f{ree anc equsl soclety is the factest wiere the
Btate plays a mininum role and sloxest where tioe Ltate sapitaliat or the
State socislic pattern is tried out, Now faced with this wial would you
aEpegt me to do T Eigrer I stick to ay asiuodulogy or ive up my
objective, which 48 wh:t the Coumunists and soclalista &0 logicaily as
in Scscim or Cidne, share e swality bas veem locg Sluce forgotlen Asd is
Lerned a"petty bourgeoise devistion.” Stalis's sords were ¢ "Suality

le & petiy bourgeods devistion eoriuy @i » primitive socdetye IS
hes potling tou do rith #scisll ", Stsliec s=1d this im. 1932. BEwen i
you want egqualits, saxisum production, saxisum retura on anter;rise
and effort and risk is the wey trot redced the floor. Today ia the Unitec
States the difference .obtwees the most skillad Worker and tae most
anekil ed worker whom in India we call “a coolie” is 2,511 In India
the differential in most pl.ces 15 let us say.25 1 1 - 10 tines &8 =ids.
In the Soviet Usnlom 1 understand it is worses low 11 I pelieve in
movinz towards egsality, I rind tast the so=called capitalist notbo!/
abich I call cokpetitive free snterprise, which ive Erhard calls

a1}
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socdal justice
capitalist pattern becanss it is the most inequitable
pottern where Malaviyas and Serrejuddins Mmmw

Qe How will you check the evils of an acquisitive soeiety?
At There are two ways of doing it. Ome is internal and the

and eomtrole There is alsd the internal check and that is to make

feel less acquisitive, fssl more fraternsl. Now, this is where

comes in., Gsndhiji'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 sogial
objective. That is what Erhard calls so¢ial enterprise. We held seminars
in Delhi and elsewhere, where I co-operated with Jayaprakash, for disgussing
the social obligations of business. Managsment has a right to make a profit.
¥ithout profit there is nothimg; there is not even efficiency.

is nothing wonderful. BPut you cannot be altogether devoid of social
obligatioms, liow thare are two ways of doing this. One is by regulaticn
and the other is by internal restraint. Just to give an example, I am

s "Sampatkidani'., J.P. came to me ten years ago in Dosbay and said I might
practise a little bit of the trustecship which he espouses. He got me (i
agree to give one~tenth of my net income to the Sarva Seva Sangh every

year for giving the farmer mnd the landless man, lapd, s-souple of ploughs
and a 1ittle capitel to tend the land; and I have been doing this for the
last ten years and 1 propose to do it for the rest of my life so long as
the Sarva Seve Sangh want it. This is called 'Sampatidan' i.e. you sbare
a little of what you have - more tham a falr share perhaps = with others
who need it and who, you think, will put it to the best use. JNov this s
the spirit in which a trustes should begina to work.

Q But the people do not know about your sacrifice of 10 per cent
of your income a8 Sampatidanes

(€1 It is for the public to come to kmow., It for mse to shout

from the housetop.

Q1 Gandhiji bas 3aid that according to his comcept of trusteeship,

if the trustees don't bahave and if they do not fulfil their
obligations, bhe would resist them with non-violent mom=cooperat-

ion. Would you support that stand?

eelh



qQs #hat will be your policy towards Comuunism and the Communist
Farty if you come to power?
A1 Our understanding of the Communist Perty is that it is & fifth-

coluamn, the Hight Comsunist Party, of Moscow, and the Left Communist Party,
of Peking. BNow we also beliewve t‘n enemies of democracy bave
to use the processes of democracy for their destructiocs. You

elaborated inm the book called "Pulitics of Demoerssy” by
Mre Durbin, the British Labour theorist. There is a whole chapter om it
which I enjoyed reading very much., But that does not mean that you automa-
tically ban the Communist Party at any given soment of time. I have
-mmnmmmtutmmnhﬂ;uwm
ineluding ours becomes "o clear and present daager’ to Owr 4emOEracy,
I would not have the slightest comspunctiof in pessing a law cutlawing thes
outright. If, however, there is no clear and present danger, I would
tolerate them and fight them politically. The other dsy I held a Fress
Conferesce in Bombay where I disclosed documentary proof that material
put up out by the New Age NewsService was ia fact stencilled and typed
in the premises of the Soviat Zmbassy in Delhd and I as quite prepared
to be sued for libel either by the Comsunist Party or by the Soviet
Esbasay. MNeither of them, 1 am convinced, will 4o anything of that kind
because it is true. MNow this is tha way to destroy tmmtﬂﬂd\
educate the people. But if the danger’clear and present as during the
Chinese invasion, my party would desanc the issediate outlawing of the
Communist Party becsuse,if a Comsunist power attacks your country, that
is no time to worry about keeping the climate of civil liberties. 50,
I would be slow in banning, uth-mn!mﬂnrdfumm
but because; if you set in motion an ushealthy babit of not tolerating
people, you don't know where somebody will go. I would not 1ike to trust
anyone including my own party with exercising the right to ban, because
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After that I wounld arreet anyone who is in that organisation. This,

1 believe, to bo the rule of law or the way to deal with the svil, not
this primitive weaspon of DIR or Preveuntive Detention, which as 1 pointed
out earlier may oxtend from Commsunists to non-Comsunists. FPetriats thea
got arrested as was dons with those iek three young men daring the
Chinese attack. S04 you aee there is a dangere. Therefors, I would go
about it in 2 priocipled way end not in an usprinocipled way.

wi Would you like to comment oo the Left in Ehe Congress?
What ie this phenceenca?

Al It 18 a very well-knoun phescaenon ossunist iafiltration

of democcratic organizations is wellekunowz througnout the worlde Hr.

for isstance 4n the British Labour Party - and some others whom I would not
name - i a prototype of Hrishana Meaon and L.J. Halaviya in our country.

60, you have Casa desocratic partles aften with a Ifriage of secret
couzunists masquarading as noa-Comsunlots. I belleve ir. Halaviya and

Hre Krishna Menoa to be sssentially Coms ta; whethor they hold a card b
or not is irrelevant. Somotimes no ¢ Communiste are much

more damgerous than cargholding Commalstsy who are honest idealists, who

are being misled by had lsaderalip.



