in the watantra party like myself who would object to beink called consere

-

vatives an: who are libersls. Prof. Ranga and nyself probably belorg tw‘ tht

"b-u
-
]l

trend. Prof. Hanga has been a member of the Green International of Peasants'

Parties in Europ;. most of whose members :re now in exile from communist dppm*"' C.7

I have been a patron of the Libeml International for over & decade now, having R

been elected to thet position nﬂz'mcnguitinn of what ﬂqduscrih

services to the liberal cause in this part of the world. My colleagues thﬂ!‘l
are the liberal leanders of Europe. 3o, you will see that we are someckhadass-
a mixed party which I would describe as & liberal-conservative-peasanta' party.

The last part cowes in hcca_t;sf we are predominantly a party of the suall landed
W o
peasants in India. That is where most of our yokos ol all our _sw:l’u and
-~ : y &
H.L.As derive their strength-frem. Basically, I would say We are 4 liberal=

"

conservative-peasants' party of India. .

q: If the Swatantra party comes to power, will it hand over the
existing public sector to the private industrialists or reduce
its scope and opérations?
A: Qur party's menifesto in 1962 said that wherever we found & state
monopoly, we would throw the field open to competition while not disturbing the
eristing institutions. Thusa, for instance if we find that the LIC or the IAC
is not doing badly, we would not disturb the structure of, those organizations,
but we would certainly throw the field of life insurance and civil aviation open
to competition to any others who wish to enter the field on equal terme. Wherever
we Tind State organizations meking big losses or unable to Emimg deliver the
goods on a;/haj_i; of efficient profit-meking, we would then certainly think of
Druati%mﬁ..a.\u as has been done in Germany, Japan and other coun‘tr:.e/a'i +8a

we might put 4% shares of that couphny on the sarket and invite entrepreneurs

to take over the compeny to make it & profit-making enterprise. You will thus

see that we are flexible. We do mot wish to disturb or destroy State enterprises
unless (A) they are monopolies and (B). they are<asTasde incompetent and losing

money for:the uuhlic.' "

d ﬂ“mt ia ahuut l'.ha nht.us qno. ioqld you lih the }“m

-




used in a most cruwel and reactionary manner their lohbﬁngm!rvw 1,,;;_ - i
Government to stop road competition from developing. Therefore, I dg mﬂ‘ ﬂpﬁ- ‘ﬂ

F sider them to be a well-run State enterprise. To start with, I would like to  °
. ' -
= convert the Reilway Board into & statutory corporation free from day-to-day

Governmental intereference and give them a chance to put their house in order. "_'.'4.'

I believe that what India needs isADr. Beaching who will rationalise the o

. ﬁ :
Railways and throw the field open to enterprising road development. e
Q: Can an underdeveloped country like India progress quickly if "

the State does not undertake development projects in a big way?

sl e X
A: It can sdeese-progress quickly if the State keeps out from mucking

e
up the position. We believe that the more underdwelopea’%mmtrﬁ.s, the more
it needs private initiative and enterprise on the part of the : PR s o )

Gelbraith, a great planner and socia]iat}ancapts’ this in his bonﬁ fluent’

. - o
Society." While asking for more public enterprise in a highly developed cougiry & .
Like America, he at the same time ed¥s in a paragraph that in an underdeveloped
th the ble exce n of law v
country or backgnrd. cnmt?auch g9 Indim, wi M ceptia '._l

and order, everything else should be left to popular ezrturp:nis& and aot to
State enterprise. So, I would say thaf it is just'because India is mmnam J
that she cannot ;.‘rfm-d the 1u.xury of mte.tul State ﬂmﬁu ull,nw

on the dynﬂ‘h:lﬂm uf‘th'ﬁ pauﬂ.e tercrme pmdq:t:lm-




. the rest to the people. The sifd think is that the State min naking S

things from ic?f:r&am machines to steel, is neglecting its !'unduental a‘hli-i;m - ""
in every respect. Look at the disgraceful road system; the lack of electric .‘-:" 4
power; ,the lack of drinking water; and for irrigation we have to depend on the o8
monsoon. So, the default of the State in performing its prj.mn:r function is & .
so tragic that for the time being at least it should concentrate on ;mrfa':;ina-‘ )‘i;i

its own task and leave)lh(éthera to perform thelr tasks.
Q: What are those tasks, Sir?

A The tasika for others, as I told you, iz to produce the goods and
’
services that the people of India require, the consusex|requirezents at low .

cost with good quality end maximum profit.

Q: Just now you said that & backward country can progress only with
the help of private enterprise. In thal case, how would you
account for the progress of the Soviet Union snd cuchulnlu_uf

A I question the progress of the Soviet lln‘i.nn;--" It"h-'u i!'.u‘rﬂ?lt j
failure. The Soviet Union hes been & success only in M mm , }
and steel. In everybhing else it has failed to dﬂlimﬂ

And there is hothfng better to prove our point than the




States, in Scandinavia, France, Germany, Belgium,

and New Zealand with peoples' enterprise a.nd‘h:l.mtiola for the m

Q: Do you think there is need for ceiling on all incomes snd Sl h ~-;- A

. statutory curbs on the expansion of what is called monopoly
business in the country? t
A Az How there are two elements mixed up in it. S50 far as monopoly '3 !‘!
. is concerned, there is no opponent more staunch than the 'Sua_tnntn _Pn.rt'y. . '
That is because we place a very high value on couwpetition in our nstio#nl . 3 _.“-:'_«;
life. We would, therefore, be very happy to join in passing legislation tn ’{‘:i
S German or Aserican lines ageinst cartels and monopolies whether in the State Ei
v or in the private sector. The other question of ceilinglis entirely unrelated . 1:«

to monopolies. Monopoly has nothing to do with size. It is to do with the
absence of competition, -Seeneaies of-size—ase—poed. Therefore, the whole
question of ceiling is misconceived. We do not wvant ceilings of any kind, L

The sky should be the limit. What we want is a floor. What we want is a

pinimus subsistence level which this wretched socialist patiern has failed ";"
to provide after 20 long years. e vm':iid, _ﬂ}i:nfnrc, gﬁhﬁm a ﬂ#’ﬁ q“
sor the income of rural workers{ the landless J.nhourn% &g!ﬁlﬁmm :




‘exploitation of labour and things of that kim .

please don't misunderstand - we sre for regulation by the o

.:' -l
State, but it must be minimum and not maximum regulation as at ,pre t;.

Q: The Prime Minister was reported to have ma m m‘;"r‘m
assumption of power that only a Left-oriented Government
would have the support of the maeses in India. H_h:.t: ds

ff

your view of thiz proposition? R Dy o ?'r."-.‘_
: A5 O
As I hold egactly the reverse view. That is, if the masses were
left to themsalvai,thay would want a conservative liberal orientation. ﬂ; Ry ‘:
Ve Y ;

ie the upper class, the new class which Mrs. Gandhi -:!spmontg!;.l the class

of exploiters of the peasants and workers, who want a so-called Left-oriented .,'
government. We should turn here to Djilas and his book " The New Class." L <, |
Just as the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia have a new class of compissara g,n li
tgllk of communism and expleit the masses, according to the comuunist 1m ¥
Djiles himself ( for saying which he is serving a ten-year sentence ), so0 )
in India we have a new class of Congress politicians and officials who are N
currtxp’ and businessmen who are prepared to play ball with these two. m’-—-

Malaviya-Serajuddin model is one; Biju Patnaik-Hitra and wives iz ano

Pratap Singh Kairon and hia sens the third; B*h:l @Bhl . and \

his brothers is enother. This is t {::.1 class of WP“ -:5-‘1 Q’ﬁ“ amd e 13 .:11-"
people in business joining hands to exploit the WHM'M Wl d

not wmgjythinghutaw—calleﬂ"'
. v



g‘thaJmnSanghmmplacainInﬂia ‘This is & tragic misunderstandd

May we know the mq:t thf!llﬁnb&ﬁm
and the Swatantra Party in fajastban?

r

There is no allisnce whatsoever between mﬂum
although I have tried to correct this a hundred times publicly and ;pr:Hmo
All that the Swatantra Party is trying to do is to limit the d .
the electoral and party system. As you are awere, the

entirely ,{ fraudulenf..[ﬂh.i.hhn_ It was elected by panpla only 44.72 per cent

of whom m-uho-poﬂed-voted for the Congress Party. But the result was IR
that the Congress Party got "Leper cent of the seats in the Lok labha, ‘..'Er-.‘
they have abused this to carry Constitutional amendments which they hawel: :'I?-';
right to do. Now Jana Sangh is unn;t the only party with which we have an under- i:
standing; we mre trying to develop similar understanding'with the DMK, Akali v "}:
Dal, the Republican Perty, the Jana Congresa in Orissa and the Kerala Congress :
in Kerala Ip.nd so on. We are trying to develop these understandings orr edjust- “‘9‘

ments with all democratic Opposition parties, so that by getting out of auh‘._‘ A

other's way and alloceting constituencies we may get a somewhat fairer Lok Sabha

which represents a little leas inacwtel_f the wishes of the poﬂpln. In ﬂﬂllr "{
words, this is a device to gm:-tioual representation or what is called y
in France {‘ua second hallnt. We are trying to hold the second ballot in 1
advance to find out who should get out of the way me of 'lh@ mt % ;

55 all that is contemplated., There will be no n].]:tmw. quau!qn :

v
oy

between us and the Jana Sangh. Each party will EPQ
i e, o 2
and support its own manifesto. So, the very ﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁm

completely unfounded.



-.'.‘or another five or ten years. There are indications ;

unions have realised we gre their best friends and I should im
this election and in a“r‘;ﬁ;‘aections ve shall get move and more.
support inepite of the so-called central orpganizations who are p

line of their own respective parties.

s -

Q: FHow'chn Thdta echieve'self-aiiafency TalFsed Tu s qdckm: A iy
possible time? Are you in favour of joint ﬁuak ompanie PENE R

entering the farming field? SUE o L
L

A: Our understanding is th t the most efficient form of ssricultm.l '1-
production is peasant proprietorship. We believe that% and his family ;f.‘h
P
farmuing a reasonably-sized plot of land have proved tnﬁbe the most productive ﬁi?‘;

gl P hiy.
S

Y

source of cultivetion. MNow this is not based on any apriori preference on
our pert. It is based on the facts of life. If you will ¥indly refer:to

the published literature of the Food and Agricultural Organization, you wia:l.l.-”h

find the comparative statistics of foodgrains production throughout the wr;l:ili . ”‘..I,
You will find that the highest crop of rice Omesssst per acre in the unrid_ﬁ_ 'M
in Formosa, Taiwan. The second highest in the world is Japen. The faras there I
are small. In Jepen the aversge, I believe, is two acres ge:_' lend and yet
out of two acres or less of wet land the '-anmag_h ,t'mqrd.s n‘n_l: ﬁf‘w g 5 :*’I
so much as to live a comfortsbly middle-claszs life. Tf-!l 1- IIWM"‘? 3 ‘f

a ceiling of seven acres and inspite of that tht.-mﬁﬁ



[ &

is no case for any further land reform, Similarly in thirm'.

SRS
Bombay, Madras, Maharashtra and Gujarat there has never been any nud,ﬂu g.i‘ﬁi’ﬂ el
with the agrarien set-up. What is required is encouragesent to the mxm f

give him incentive, give him credit, give him water and uake it nthls &5 1;1

Japan and Formosa and elsewhere to double his crop. It can be :tmm. Evmﬁhhg

else is irrelevant and only a retarding factor. About joint stock cultivation ~'ﬁ
I am pretty neutral. Yes, in the case of jute, sugarcane, tea, coffee, rubber, -~>
cotton - cash crops and plantations - it may -be that modern joint stqok enter- ﬁ‘
prise on a big scale will produce better results. But I would dm/n linc end r_-t

I would oppose any attempt to talre away foodgrein farms from the srall peasant

3 3
to joint stock corporations. I would oppose it on the grounds of productivity . _1
and also on sociasl grounds because we in the Swatantra Party believe in Gu.lﬂhﬁiil K i

thinking in regard to decentralised ownership and control over seans of production. 4

We want economic power to be decentralised as widely as possible. Peagant pro- 1'1
prietorship has aleo socizl value apart from productivity. Therefore, we would % ;
be agninst any eggregations of econocwic power on the land. . : ',';
3
q: Sir, you have just mentioned Gandhiji's thinld.hg. ; ahﬂﬂ A
like to know how close the Swatantra Party is ﬁwls RN ER
thi PR 10w

A: I would say in thie respect, except for Vinoba Bhav



e

which gdo not go along with. Population or hh-ﬁhm:ﬂmlml u E be

control problem. Similarly, in regard to absolute pacifism or non-

= i

we draw & line! We are :i.n:l:‘:ﬁ\to be in favour of non-violence. !Qm‘@,:? %

world peace and inte order. We are a constitutional party uhj,w e

certainly eaches" Yiolence in regard to our own political programmes. But T, ‘ {‘i
when the country is attacked, we do not propose to resort to non-violence. If

China or Pakistan or anyone else for that matter attacks India, we certainly
would use armed f‘orcg/ to defend our territory and the sovereignty and inte- _: ;.n

grity of our country. Therefore, there are things like austerity and other

S

things that we do not accept. Ve are an upward-looking party. 1 have said

earlier that the sky should be the limit. Simplicity - yes, h!ﬁqatarity -

&

S e e

-

no, would be my answer.

Q: Sir, you heve said that if the Congress Party again cozes
ta power by winority votes, the danger of parliamentary
system breaking into pieces is there. How do you analyse this?

Az I think I have explained this in Parlisment in my last major
speech which was on devaluation. I said then that I did not expect the Congress y
Party to poll more than 40 per cent of the votes cast and I think moat Congressmen

privately agree with that view. If this is B0, thin.uﬂl mean that w.-.m;mt

of those who votel will have rejected the Congress. How m ﬂbéﬂl B .
happen if e party which 60 per cent of the people have n.‘lmtd"lfﬂttlﬁ :

"
vy

-
-

A A
» vl



e
a good democrat = EieparEd to play the parlimmentary game for nnther ﬁ*?i
s--. .~A 1
years; I have patience now; I am 60 and I understand that mhwh ‘h& od
your masters. You have to put up with this Government tormtharmm m;l

But whether the young people and the not so sophisticated people in India

are going to be that patient with democratic processes, I wonder, Etud,qnt : -g
unrest, the Bundhs, the scenes in Parlissent and Assesblies - ell these are =4
ugly symptoms of wnat is coming. I franikly shudder to think what i1l happen s _'a'_%
if this disaster lands on us. I do not mind the Congress party getting & - 3.%
majority and being in office. Il we are defeated end the will of the people *
prevails, it is a1l right. But il the electoral systes frustrates the %11l {
of the people, then it is going to be extremely difficult fo tell the pnoplu:'f‘ b
B ]}an't‘-p\r'do anything extm-constitutioml? % T pean Dr. Lohis's case will : ¥
be very much strengthened and ‘g;se will be very much wealkened. Therefore, : f
I fear this poesibility acd I do hope it won't heppen. i
Q: If it does? A :

A If it does, maturg ta;:ei its own coursa, luthiu 1 eq do ! J‘

about it. I will do my best, but it zay fatl. W‘m"‘"‘mﬁ-. '_h_ 7, AT

me.

Qs



out openly on the si:.le ‘of one psrtsr or

1 think the formulation of the question is a little def

but I shall answer it. I do not wr you mean by one party -ﬂli'l%tﬁ.
Clh | oghmis
There are two parties in Vietnam, fre people and the Government of Vietnam

oy g . i
defending their country against a.gg-reaﬁn‘i;-{_%t context certainly WO, A% edn = *

believe that we must come out on the side of the people of Vietnaw. They “ _Z' :

have shown in the recent election that 80% of thew are behind the regime even
if they may or may not support the Government actuelly in office. That ias _
what the results of the election to the Constituent Assembly show. Inspite 4
of the terror that the VietZcong resorted to, 80% of the electorate voted, £ ;
which is & higher polling rate than whet we have in India. This shows that

the people of Vietnam certainly do not want to give in tn?ﬁmniat aggression.

Now we regard what is heppening in Vietnam as Chinese Communiat

a.ggr:eaaion by prozy. We believe thuot the ’I t nnﬂ its gallant
allies, the United States, Asutralia, Korea zmi Heu,ﬁ ATe fi.;hunc fnr
the ceuse of democracy and national independence. 1In nthur worda ﬂ\u are
ighting our ceuse, they are fighting our eneay at other frontiers. We mm
that the river Hekong end its valley are the national mﬂlﬁ ﬂ' m

country. HNow that the Himaleyas have been outflanked, n'

L%
If we do thet, Thailend, Laos and Qasbodia will fall. :l%
8

, - .

to gllow the countries of uuutzmt Asia to m under mm



=3

British srmies. Does it mean that the Belgian people are not huhind thair

oWt Gmremmer-:t? In other words, if a amall or weak military 9933‘?3 ia nttacke ?i
by a strong aggresgive wilitary neighbour, it is natural that the allies who T
are bigger and who n&ve more rescurces will take on the bigger part of the % b iéq

defence. But I have not yet heard that it proves that the Belgian people 1
wanted Hitler or the Kaiser to attsck their country. So, I would say that

the balance of streagth used has nothing to do with the popular support in 8
defence of their ownt country. I have no doubt at all that it is preduuinnnt:[_,é :
& war of aggression from outside. Whole battalions end now divisions of the
North Vietnam grmy are fighting on t)‘.aﬁth Vietnam soil and the guerilla

part of the warfare has now become & very incidentsl and minor par erefore,
I regerd the war as primarily & war of aggrossion by the North on,South,

Lakhs of men have crossed the military frontier there. I would have thought
that we in India, who quite rightly took the Lnfiltb-ntion of m
ﬁa hundrs.-_\;’ p('}iujahida 1ast year into Kashuir es srmed aggresgion by

Pakigtan, would find no difficulty in understanding the parallel or the gnalogy. l_-{

Q: gir, what is your proposition for stoppim: the escalation NG
of war or preventing further : } _

A: The best way to stop the war csnahti:lx i.l to ntmﬂ uﬂ huﬂl N

North Vietnam and finish the war in eignt dmys. I W Miﬂg’gﬁlh



-
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Is it because of public opinion

I don't think so.

States, the majority of the American people want Lyndon Johnson to go

faster with the war. —~ilhefullhnd chis oot o

T comsunist Cpiagies’ But T think the United States Government ymﬁﬁ}hg

& wrong idea that Communist China or even Soviet Russia might enter the war ﬂ: e
they attack North Vietnam. I believe this to be a fallacy. I think there is PR
not the slightest chance of either of these powers coming into the war if North f
Vistnan wewis-sesn—dighessp is overwhelmed. Communist Chine io e paper tiger

or & paper dragon. It has always run awey with its teil between its legs whenever ‘
faced with & strong opposition. It is in no condition to fight a major war

because fighting North Vietnmn would mean fighting the United States and fighting
the nationslist Chinese troops who may land end liberste the South west coast

of China where they will be waraly received. This, Hao tse-Tung's tyramnical
regime with its Red Cuards is in no condition to face. Similarly, I don't

thinik the Soviet Unfon vowld risk o var with the United States and allow Moscor

to be destroyed for the sake of Vietnam, Therefore, I am quite clear that
+he war can be stopped and there will be no danger of escelation if :u‘m is

fought to a finish and to victory. Wy g s

Q: Do you suggest some negotiated ut.t:lmﬁ'

&

achieved after military vi&ﬁﬂ' ﬂﬁ‘thlrk is Hﬂﬁ,ﬂ

L



There is an MMMW M

of waking some mnﬁﬁaﬂnhn 'iﬁm !
while it is for an
that impression correct?

a bandit regine with the blood of Tibet, Kores, Vietnam and our own ﬂw" o

on its hand and for the reason trat it has occupied our territory. Ve are

also against appeasement of Pakistan. After the Pakistani ageression lust m _J_".'-_ ?

our perty changed its position. Till then it was prepared - in view of the Ht!mn I.

Government's ablig-atiggi.n the U.N. and elsewhere - in accept the role of m .‘{'-
' b

as one of the parties in the settlement of the Kashuir dispute. But after that

aggression we passed a resolution in November - which stands and will stand -

that by its aggression the Government of Balkistan hadiloat whatever locus standi

the Nehru Government wight have given it and that it is net neceasary' for us

to negotiate with them ebout Kashmir. In our opinion the Kashmir problem ia

now one solely between the people and the Governsent of India and the people & :
of Keshmir. And we believe that it should be solved by conciliation between
these two parties. There is mo third party to this dispute. You will see fros -
this that we are not only against making concessions to Pakisten in regund

to Keshmir but we do not even acecept their right to hﬂq any locus etandi
in regerd to Kashmir.

Q: Sir, vho bas inspired you in your life, mest?
af mmlmmqumsamdm'ﬂlmi

b "



by butchering people end liquidating millions of thﬂ. I th : ﬁihm

S0 nghtinthis that I stiumvewmchuﬁ&ﬂaﬁ-('ﬂfwﬁr. -0

in my party canm.der we an incurable ideelist - becsuse I rﬂ'ﬂjﬁto aﬁﬁﬁ =5

wrong mathEs even i‘or the success of myﬂl:y. I haI:lm ﬁuﬁ I an :'.lgﬁﬁ_,{

gty o S “—J
however /.th.at no pu}:y can really in the end thrive by quewﬁmbln mﬂm‘ :
A\ =®

and that when there is an evil in your own body, the best thing 48 to recog s
it and deal with it publi€ly even if it cost you a momentary loss. . We proved : 1
this when we threw out the Rajs of Ramgarh and more recently some of our

uafopbinste collesgues in t€ U.P. when we found that they were corruptible
and that they were acting with questionable motives < .tauu-'!!!ﬂ Wherever

we Tind that the people are really misbehaving in our party we do not mw
to throw them out/g;ezt means a loss of several seats in Lambliea am! e
Parliament. We think thet the losa is worthqtaking. Again G&ndhiji’a m
come to us: ﬂuput&te the diseased Iitﬁb:'

Qe Sir, who is your favourite author?

A: I heve several favourite suthors and I dm'% h

3
choose one out of thex.

Some of us have been taught the rndﬂmt
and leaders like Juymprakach and others
mwost of them have left, Is it a.ctum_
or the failure of the Imiﬂ.l'l Qdﬂiﬂﬁ i




me to do? Either I stick to my methodology or give up my o

what.xﬁ/ the Communists and socialists do logically as in‘kumn'ﬁfchiﬁq,
where equality has been long since forgotten and is termed

't
deviation. Stalin's words were: Equa,hty iz a petty bourwi,ldmqu ', L

) i
= rinitive society. It has mmg}o 2o At Rodtating U SLAY

o

said this in 1932. M s-scrept this WEE equalityis not-emend bo-start .
wiirr Even if you want equality, maximum production, maximum return en ;

enterprise and effort and risk is the way that raised the floor. Today in
the United States the differentdat between the most skilled worker and the
most unskilled worker whom in India we call ' a coolie ' is 2.% : 1, In India

%

the differential in most places is let us say 29 : 1 - ten times as wide, In

the Soviet Union I understand it is worse. JLi ey ¥0-50°8F JUG-tamas to one
batgZen the comaisssr-and tie ugskilTed SovieTwewkers Now if I believe in

goving towards equelity,~bessuaz.oligntly l-de; I find that the so-called

capita;ist method lhic‘:‘h Iecallt petitive free enterprise, mgth.lif
calls socisl enterprise - free enterprise with a social objective or purpose. .

This seems to give the fastest moveuent towards the m{ﬁiﬂ-:ﬂbﬂﬁ!ﬁ!ﬂm

50 T cling to my objective becauze I really want a free u;i equal dan:l.ﬂtﬂ %

A Pidy
I reject the path of Lenin, Stalin and pﬁ/w the 5&! clpi,,m !ﬁ
I turn to thaf/direction of decentraliged coxpetitive mtuwimmﬂﬂh Hﬂ«
cpeed towards the socislist ohjecl;ivs. pr 1 ll.m
in mk_

to give the quickest

gome of you feel that we have turned away from leading you



or Swatantra people
A

also the internal check and that is to wake mumxm

more fraternal. Wow, this is where Gandhiji comes in. Wﬁ'a idu

. l!rusteeahj.p is in our manifesto. We want those with the means to thnu M
or to use them if you like with a social objective. That ia what Erhard 1
calls social enterprise. We held seminare in Delhi and alahhe& where I o hﬂ?

hews co-operated with et Jﬂarapmkaah 'i%:fismaing the social obligations <

.

b

a profit. Without profit there is nothing; there is not even efficiency.

Logs-making is nothing wonderful. Bnt.,_you cannot -ﬁ-“' altogether devoid of

N
gsocial obligations. « mem
q&w ois igations of FRe~capital, dmbour,. CODEUNET ~—

~
sl toranmmpotigr. Now there are two ways of doing this. One is by regulstion
Yool t

T g g

and the other is by internal, Just to give an exawple, I as a 'Sampathidand® ')
b L]
J.P. came to me teén years ago in Bombay and said I Mcﬂm a H‘ttle
Tie
bit nf trusteeship which he aapausea. fe got ne agree to give uno-ten:l:‘h of
oy net income to the Sarva Seva Saue.al every year for giving the farmer ‘and
the landless man, land, a couple of ploughs and & little ea‘pitq'jrﬁbpﬁ,‘mm

1afn;and I have been doing this for the last ten years mﬂﬁ.’pﬂﬁ'ﬁ to Qii‘?:l .

b b S . FACS

A M .,.r'}ur-n.n-l-d'
feir share perlmps—wm :

Now this is the spirit in uhieh.m a trust




party is wedded to the -waafj of the sirike. It says very mtusurimﬁy that ,,};’
4 .F-

there can be n on :p the right to withhold labour which is the enamos
[ L

of & free B'@‘ﬁﬂt.r- Themfore. in Parliament when Pandit Nehru was trying tay e

take away the right to sirike of the Central Governuent employees, I opposed
l.nf f‘%
L I said no) even the government mluym?‘ have sﬁh o atrike unless
you go tﬁ,arh:.tratiou. And when he said no arbitration and no strike, I said
. . hH a
Mthis ie suthoritarianiea; this is Stalinism and ve will fight it and the
Communist Party voted for my amendments against Nehru. Jo, an thinga
: auf"’ ‘
happengd’in this context. I would say ses, I agree with But, that dads
not mean you hquiiateh ettty s/ome officials are corrupt, you sack
M'#!.'N\. ] :
them @i do'not abolish &be government service and create anarchy in the country.
™
So, P&, 1 agree with Gandniji. I the trustee misbehnves he must be curbed
and if he mishehaves very badly he may be even removed in individual casea;
but you don't abolish the institution of private enterpriss just because

a

gome trustees misbehave.

What will be your policy towerds Comsuniem and the m ;»
Party if you come fhto power? . 5

Az our umier.,t.andlng of the Cammistﬁx iz that it is a l‘ﬂ‘ﬁ-

column, the Right Communist P&l"t{, of liosco'n‘}and the Left Commnist l’lﬂ-&ﬂ
Yt
Now we also believe cneuies of democracy have no right to use the

Peking. A

s

—

-




tm true. Now this is the way to destroy this Communiet ﬂ';;'_"
A

invasion, wy party demanded the immediate outlawing of the Gomnisg Party
because if B&m’mmt power attacks your country, that is no time to worry h
L
abe# the climate of civil liberties. So I souldeay—thet T would
L W *
be sl ‘banning, not because of any regard for the Comuunists but hmun
oy i
i ynn set in motion an unheelthy habit of tolerating people, you don't know
where somebody will go. I would not like f-o trust anyone inecluding my own
party with exercising the right to ban, because once you ban 'A' you may ban
'B' and neet you may ban the lemding democratic Opposition parties as you
w3t see happening in countries of Asie and Africa and Latin America.
80, as & liberal, I would go slow; butl/:ot out of regard for rhuﬂ;i:knli r 1""‘
the rights of the Communists ch they have none )being- fifth-columnists or
traitors, but out of keeung::!‘ the cligpate of free diacuaaim which is of et
¥y (3 i g
high value and which must be zealously w Ewﬂd t.nke a uertm

individuals without trial} which is absolutely foul, even dﬁﬂﬂ"
Buty I would resort to ty Gerzan, Brazilian and other ways &m

of Parliament you firstd uutlmr the party; then the maiter F“' %ﬂr :

-

Court?and the Supreme Court upholds ihs

- e
-



name - is & pmtotype of Krishna Henon,

our couptry. So, you have th#se democratic parties of'ten )

secret communists masquerading as non-Communists. I heli;-a'ra Nr.

Krmhnn lienon snd—-Subbadra: Josfi-to be easnntially Cnmunistss thqthor




