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/S—%\fg\‘ PRESS, PARTIES AND THE PEOPLE.
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General Secretary,
Swatantra Party.

The stature of a democratic state can conveniently be likened
to a pyramid. At the apex is the authority of the government the
sides represent the various political parties; the base comsidts of
the people. In a structure of this kind the base frecly and of ita
own volition delegates its inherent power to the apex.

What are the channels along which authority flows? This question
is of vital importance, for the anewer marks the difierence between
dictatorial rule snd a truly representative government responsible to
the people.

Let us examine firet the various authocracic systems - it
matters not whether they be fascist or communist. Between base and Apex
there is no visible link: power seems to travel through a vacuum, for the
people are atomised. In a demlcracy, however, the paths alomg which
power flows are there for all to see =~ the divergeat, conflicting,
contrary, but vital paths of public opinion.

It is mo shibooleth that human liberty may survive without a
government but cannct survive without & free and untramseled press.
Newspapers have their failings, their petty meanneses, their factionalism
and a thousand other faulis; but they have a cardinal virtue that
Sutbalances all sips == the ability to bring muthority to heel before
it gets completely out of hand by subjucting it to the iron discipline
of public opinion.

kvery goverument, to some degree, is subhject to the temptations
of the absolutc power that "tends to corrupt absolutely". It is the
function of the press to prevent autherity gettisgz drunk on the fumes
of an omnipotence that iz not self-generated, but derives from the freely-
given votes of the electorate.

In the mythical pyramid described sbove, the press, therefore,
acts as the cohesive force that binds dispsrate slemente — poople,
parties, authority == and combines them into a whole and unified structure=—
the State.

Under any fora of represeatntive governmént the people =——in theory =
are masters, for they attach themsalves to different political parties and,
under their variows labels, vote & goveranment into office. In practice,
this popular supremecy is limited for any perty, once it has tasted
authority, begins to depend less apnd less on mandates and inereasingly

n its own urges.
0 Ia tﬁc very mture of things, it is impos=ible for the people —=
she citizens who have be- n sedulously xasdd wooed at eclection time — %o
axercise efiective curos or know how far & government hae moved from
its sworn idealc unless there is some ingorruptible medium of uurtod.;:
.he factss The press it is thet spreads knowledge of these facts and,
we wre sincers im our ellagiance to the precious words emblazoned ﬂ:l‘
Republic's emblem, we should imsd insist that thoge in power k:.:i.'"t
Prevail by emsuriag that the press functioms without the least dired

liquée pressure.
PR ‘j.':';;il:ul.l;l’, Lowever, »e not omly take freedom for granted, :‘
a free press for grunted, ignoring the lesson of history that curbs
the right to dissent are only the first step on the road to tyranny. foredd
Thoush it is uman enough to dislike criticism, abuse is "‘“‘-‘z oyt
to mindlese servility. The rubbeér-stanp newspapera we find in ¢ 1&“"’.”',.
countries are an afiront to the brave men who in the past have pa
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for asserting the imaliensble righ
It 1= a mistake to hlln: :l‘.:'m.““ e oA b N
food or dri:sk, vital to survival. If men ":‘:mﬁ: 1: = luxury, sot, like
l‘.‘. to m. to ‘..1. to 'm Al he uph.. to ”h‘““ u"' he .J.“
the dumb creates of field and forest. Bpeech 4= i~ T SRR
ddentity as an individual, and it is a statisti lhlmupnl..hn Pt
of a thousand human bein pas that 1a a7 gremy
g8 you will find a few at least who
Jog along tamely with the herd. NS VI e o
In times of stress or of despair
fights. Whether in Nasi ﬂ-lmw‘u: - su::.::'n::;.m;f'::: g g
identical =~ & sheep - like populamce with rare mo.un A “’m“ gl
masters' bldding after abdicating mind, heart, will Snd e Tl e
the spark divipe that quickens every h‘:.ll lo;l. "ol Taas e
What is the mpr positiom in Inaia’ v
are -“rrao and Soverei,m Reyublic. A ropngligrrb:u:’uu::::e:.;:ﬂ:;:: %
is a "thing of the people”. Why are we so ashamed to employ the Rights
guaranteed us by the Comatitution? Why are we, when need arises, afrald to
speak out against those to whom we have temporarily delegated n{horu
Power may 1ill men into the belief that they are super-human, beyond c:'ro
and sbove reproach: but do we, as eitizens of a land that Io; 11:0 mart:r
after 0“‘;‘::;: o.'r‘bonr:g. bhave to believe such fairy tales?

e of er it is the people's right to -
tatives to remain within the broad ﬂu:t‘i:u of -I}ppﬂ::r ::n:::: 'l.lﬁ.::
guide a nation's destiny have a right to solid support — but they camnot
forgo the obligation of being accountable to those from their authority
stems, Or stray far from popular directives. TYet we, in India, necm content
bo.lfrl-bli:tnihﬂe and ﬂ:an.i:fur an “assurance” from the powers that be,

r pse o our customar ertia, all
byl i Y ' owing them to pursue unwise policies
Limbs that are used atrophy; the tongue is not imsune. In today's
political content, such loss of apecch is mot altogethar fangiful,. HNewapapera,
though free on the surface to reflect the view either of private interests
or ;?'nticnl ﬁnﬂiu. are in efiect subtly prevented from too far away from
the "official” line., One result is that many no longer give either news or
sn independent viewpoint priority} they "play it safe" doling out platitudes.
"fispiparous tendencies,' "emotional integration,” “co-existence,”

"panch shila"'—= these are among the catchwords — doled out these past few ™

years. Ministers will talk =— and newspapers will report them at length:
such 48 the current formula. Thie pleasant habit of giving generous publicty
to each and every footing utterance by little men im authority is harmless
in times when the country is mmddling through frosm Plan to Plan.

But when the very existence of India as an antity is challenged,
surely there must be a change of outlook. Yet, only a few days before the

Chinese brought up mxshxagexafxestkssk tanks against our heroic defenders on
the border, some minister or other was reported while enlarging on the topie

of Sanskrit technical terms.

Apart from wasting newsprint (a minor matier), this form of
complacency temdis to deflect the mass mind from realities. No person of
reasonable intelligemce cam seriously believe there is a crisis when a
responsible member of the government gives linguistic bigotry priority over
Chinese aggression.

Pick up a newspaper today and you will read about China's perfidies
at length. I# this mot rather late in the day to jolt our-slaves awake?

The excuse that a large section of the press merely reflected the views of
those in authority is a truspery excuse indeed. The Prime Minister, ignoring

history, believed that China and India could live in peace — that lion

and lamb, wolf and sheep, predator and chosen victim, could enjoy the
paradise of Panch Shila. Was there mt a double charge on the press to

blow up these absurd myths?
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The mere fact that the govermment could long even
wishful thinkers had been disillusiomed, persist im hl.:.::i.:.; M:u ;:::t

proves only that, by and large the ez (to °
handmaiden that con be exploited e e o

Chinese leadership bas made mo secret o e China
considers much of South East Asia its homelamd. ‘I:hn:;:‘ h:::tuuku
China im Tibet; imstead, we tamely bamied its unfortumate people to the
ﬂh.g:.:ightﬁno ¥hy was the Press content briefly to thunder snd thea

Barring the Comsunists (who were gagged by the "
cause”!) and a few Congressmen who had long ago -h:l .1:,,:::{.:: .:."
thinking for themselves, most citizems of Indim were vehemently oritical
of govermment torpor. Yet criticism could mot adequately express itself
for the reason that many newspapers were afraid to ofiend government
directly and lay themselves open to withdrawal of patronage.

In the last electioms, responsible pajers ranged themselves
againot Krishna Hemon, who they honestly felt was not the right man to
hanile so erucial a portfolio as Defence. BSoon there were incitements to
violence, threats of burning the ofiendiny; establishments. Is this
democracy 7 When one paper relegated the Prime Minister's spe.ch to a
single-columus Gcvd on page ome, the perpetrator of this "ocutrage” was
sharply pulled up =— by the "victim" himself! — and soom learnmed that
taking "democratic rights" seriously is a costly luxury in the Bharat
ef today.

Were India under a dictatorship mo man could quarrel with itas
Premier insisting on free space as a matier of right. But if it is a
demogracy, it needs respectfully to be pointed out that not even Jawaharlal
Nehru can demand more apace than a paper fesls he is worths As a democrat,
the Prime Minister himself will concede that this proposition is not
altogether fantastic.

It is time journaliem stopped its little game of Follow the Leader.
With the country itself in peril, support to the Govermment in the defence
effect i= certainly a duty. Yet this support canmot rob the Press of
its right to point out defects where it secs them and appose policies it
believes are wrong. Honest support is beyond price: forced support is
worthless. ToO ensure one and avoid the other is in the government's own

est.
- The Press, a vital pillar of democracy, must shed fear and servilly
and have the courage to stand up for what it believes is right. It need
pot wield the "big stick” = but that does mean it should not point out
follies and press for a change in thisking that has brought this country

s oresent sorr ‘TN
e Parties, P:-o, People: one can only hope and pray that all
three will march unitedly forwqrd to ensure the survival of the free wmay
of 1life which every decent man must hold precious beyond life itself.



