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make the grade? Can it get anywhere?”

The Swatantra Party believes in
limited Government. It believes
that, While Government has a role

Jin society, therelis a limit beyond
i Government may not func-

mn. The Bible put it by saying

“Render unto Caesar that
which is Caeser's and unto
God what is God's.”

God, in our context, is the con-
Science of the individual citizen.
Abraham Lincon, said again : “Do
not try to do for the people what
they can do better for themselves”

his is the Creed of the Swatantra
Party. Finally, Mahatma Gandhi,
our own great man, at whose feet
some of us learnt, used to repeat
‘over and over again the message of
the Swatantra Party as it has now

been developed that “that Govern-
ment is best which governs the
least". This involves a stress on
the freedom of choice of the indi-
vidual; the right to reside where
you like; the right to move about
freely in the country and outside:
the right to carry on the vocation
or profession that you choose or
that you may like to change from

time to time; the right to have
your own job or employment; the
freedom of choice of the consu-
mer to buy what he likes or to re-
fuse to buy what he dislikes; the
freedom of choice of the producer
to work where he likes, invest his
money where he wants, to take the
risk that he wants to taker" the

it of Labour to deny its
labour individuallyaind collectively
by the right to strike. The right
to express oneself and to as€ociate
as one likes. Since the last few
years even Trade Unions are com-
ing to appreciate the fact that
the Swatantra Party is the best
friend that Labour has in this
country. These are the Fundamen-
tal Rights in which we believe,

We accept the fact that, in the
twentieth century, the State has a
role to play. We believe that State
enterprise is a contradiction in
terms. The human body is a good
analogy. The different organs of
the body are meant for different
purposes. Similarly, in a society,
different functions are left to diffe-
rentamechanisms or organisms. A
farmer Gan produce more food: a

the right ideas? Secondly, can it

joint stock corporation oF a limited
company can produce goods; a
Government has to rule, dispense
justice, protect the country, give
curity to its people and maintain

the rule of law. It is not meant
to produce either food or cos-
metics or steel. The proper busi.
ness of the Government is to go-
vern, not to do business, How.
ever, We are prepared to depart
from that. If a Government has
decided to enter into industry,trade or commerce, let it do so, ©
That is inherent in a mixed econo:
my. But, it must be prepared to
compete on free and equal terms
with others who are also in the
field. If must neither have a mo-
nopoly like the Life Insurance Cor-
Foration of India or the Indian
Airlines Corporation nor should it
have preferential treatment like the
State Trading Corporation. To
this, we are resolutely opposed,
We do not believe that the Govern.
ment has any right to dominate,
control or load the dice against
those citizens who may want to en-
ter a field of enterprise. That is
why, if we come to power, we will



tional Economic Development
Council, called Neddy, in England.
In Holland and in Belgium and
other countries like Sweden, they
have their own kinds of planning.
The difference between Soviet plan-
ning and democratic indicative
planning is that behind one is the
police power; behind the other are
the suggestions which free citizens
may accept of reject. There is no
mechanism in France or England
by which people can be forced to
conform to a plan. Our pattern of
planning is after the Soviet pat-
tern. Cabinet Ministers have to
cringe before the Planning Com-
mission and for that we have the
evidence of those who retire from
the Cabinet from time to time.
Suggestions of the Planning Com-
mission become law, because of
the Industries Control and Regu-
lations Act and the various police
powers of Government which are
then harnessed to stop anyone
from doing anything which the
planners do not want. This is
nothing but a command economy
of the Soviet dictatorship and it
has been bodily lifted from Mos-
cow. The National Plannin2 Com-
mission is a translation of tse So-

son and only last month they
came out for the dissolution of the
Planning Commission, thus bring-
ing their Party gradually in line
with ours.

There are many things wrong
with this kind of planning. Among
them is the wrong order of priori-
ties. The priorities of the Second,
Third and now the Fourth Plans
are Stalinist priorities. By that I
mean that they are obsessed with
heavyindustry at the cost of agri-
culture and consumer goods. There
is no change in the Fourth Plan as
it was laid before the Parliament a
few months ago. We shall now
wait to see what new outline is
placed before us in the next few
days.

The whole philosophy of plan-
ning, as at present followed was
laid down by none other than the
Planning Minister, Mr. Asoka
Mehta, when he spoke to the West
Bengal Business Convention on
2ist March, 1964. His latest state-
ments show no change. Mr. Mehta
clearly warned the people that
there was no escape from af van-
nual increase of a hundred crores

the foundation of our Party gave
the slogan “ Family at
Freedom", This is the reaction
those who want to help the rural —
masses against the ruling |
of the cities, ie, the
facts about India lay, is, oe
has been, now for a century,
the people of the cities have ex:
ploited the people of the villages
Gandhiji, who understood this,
and who was the greatest of our
democrats, said with bis dry
humour that’ we of the cities will
do everything for the people of the _
villages except to “get off their
backs!” Our charge is that the
Nehru Government, =the Shi
Government and the Gandhi Gove
ernment will not get off the backs
of the peasant. The new class that
has come up in Delhi, following
the Janguage of Mr. Djilas’ book,
is out to squeeze the peasants dry.
We want agriculture to have prio
rity over industrialisation. We want
to do justice to the rural people. In
that sense, we are a peasant's
party. -

Unlike otter opposition pa
the Swatantra Perty is not either
for or against devaluation. We
think that to talk about being for

be





: devaluation is like being

n that have to be forc-
d. The question is, “Why did that

become nezessary 2”
© we indict the present Gov-

it for having deliberately
and perversely followed policies
which could not but result in de-

aluation. Some of us in Parlia-
“ment and outside — nearly two
“years before this happened — had
"warned that unless the policies of
‘Government were changed, devalu-
ation would become inevitable. We
were told that we were talking
fonsense, but we have been indi-
cated by what has happened. On
every issus, where we have given
warnings, where we have made
pleas, what we have said has come
true. This is something that may
be remembered.

In rezard to the international re-
lations, we suffer from no sense of
inferiority as most other political
parties in India do. We are quite
sure in our Independence. We are
not frightened that the Indian peo-
ple can be deprived of the Inde-
pendence that we have recently
gained. We are prepared to face
the world on a basis of mutuality
and trust We are prepared to take
foreign capital, to enter into foreign
alliances without being frightened.
We think that non-alignment was
a “Himalayan blunder”. It has re-
sulted in the combination of Com-
munist China and Pakistan against
us, We believe that we should en-
ter into healthy regional security
alliances with our neighbours in
South-East Asia.

In that regional security, India,
Japan and Australia have a leading
role to play. These three coun-
tries which are powerful, India,
Japan and Australia, can guarantee
collective security of the whole re-
gion that lies between them. This
will not only make possible the
containment of Chinese Commu-

nist expansionism, but also make it
possible to do so without ruinous
economic burdens of taxation on
‘our people. We see nothing wrong
with such an alliance being under-
written by the Democracies of the
West.

We support the war ia Viet Nam.
We give hundred per cent support
to President Lyndon Johnson in the
bombing of Hanoi and Hyphong

and we hope that the war in Viet
Nam will be fought and won. We
say this because we believe that the
victory or freedom in Viet Nam is
essential to the security of our own
country. We believe that if Viet
Nam is defeated and occupied by
the Chinese satellites from North
Viet Nam, soon the other countries
of the region will fall; Laos, Com-
bodia, Thailand, Burma, Malaysia,
will be wiped out and we shall be
faced by a hostile combination of
Communist China and its allies all
the way from Karachi down to
Singapore. The frontiers of India
are not on the Himalayzs alone but
also along the Mekong river, and
We want the frontiers of India to

be defended wherever they are
being attacked by the enemies of
the country today. We, therefore,
condemn unequivocally the stand
of our present Prime Minister and
Government, which gives nothing
but aid and comfort to the enemies
of our country.

We stand for the liberation of
Tibet, we stand for the recognition
of the Dalai Lama as the Head of
a free Government of Tibet. We
are humiliated at the mean and
scurvy way in which he is being
treated today, when his movements
are being hampered, when his free-
dom of spesch and expression is
being restricted by our Govern-
ment.

We sez nothing that prevents our
country from recognising the exist-
ence of a friendly State in Israel
We see nothing, that prevents us

the Republic of China based &
‘on the Island of Taiwan. These i
friendly countries whom we

and repuls? out of a misguided ides
about what our interests d

Churchill once said: “If they ine
dulge in stupidities and crimes and
if we react, they call us reactiona- j
ries!"

The programme which the Swa.
tantra Party of India follows and
the programme of the German So-
cial Democratic Party, one of the
leading Socialist parties of the
world have some parallels. You
will be amazed to see in it the fact
that the German Socialist Party's
programme is nothing but a para
phrase of the programme of the
‘Swatantra Party. The German So-
cialists, who brouzht out their pro-
gramme a few months after ours,
came to the same intelligent con:
clusions as ourselves because sensi-
ble people everywhere think in the
same direction. We therefore,
claim that we are a modern, twen-
tieth century party of Liberation
which deserves the support of
young, dynamic and progressive
people.

I now come to the second ques-
tion. Some people say that they
are with us but the poor Indian
masses are so illiterate and ignor-
ant that they do not understand
us, when compared with the Com-
munists. Therefore, we have 00
chance of displacing the Congress,
and one must be prepared to live
under the Congress Government
for the rest of one’s life and, if
that is so, why touch one's pock~
ets ? This I may say, is the point of
view of a large number of other-
wise intelligent and patriotic peo
ple.

Let us consider the political con-
dition of India, as to-day. A func



performing, because no one politi-
cal party today is in a position to
say that it can get a majority
in Delhi and displace the Cong-
ress Government. The prim:
need of the Indian political situa-
tion is the emergence of a Second
Party, a second party to the Cong-
ress party, which can hope to de-
feat the Congress Party in the near
future,

The country is sick and tired of
the Congress Government. By and
large, I think, it is correct to say
that most people in India would
like to see a change, but they
don't see how to make it. In other
words, it is time for a change.

I find that Chamber's Twentieth
Century Dictionary has a defini-
tion of white cap whether it has
originated in India or not, { do not
know — but it fits in with what
the white cap stands for in India,
“White cap — a member of a self-
constituted vigilance Committee
who, under the guide of purifying
the morals of the community, deals
violently with persons of whom
they disapprove”. I think the
country has had enough of the
white caps, in that sense of the
term. If this change cannot be
brought about democratically next
year, then I fear we are headed for
very unpleasant and ugly times
The symptoms are very clear.
What happens on the floor of Par
liament is one thing. What hap-
pens in the streets of our country
in the form of ‘bandhs* and de-
monstrations is quite another.

Mr. Bhupesh Gupta (Commu
nist) made an excellent speech.
The Communist Party claims that

nage democratically to change our
Government.

Now, there is no reason what-
soever why this cannot be done. In
March 1965, the people of Ceylon
threw out a Congress-type Gov-
ernment led by another lady, Mrs.
Srimavo Bandaranaike, and re-
placed it by a Swatantra-type Gov-
ernment Ied by my good friend,
Sir Dudley Senanaike, It is a Li-
beral Democratic Government like
the one we would provide. If the
people of Ceylon could democrati-
cally displace a Marxist Govern-
ment by a Liberal Government in
March, 1965, I would like to know
why the people of India cannot re-
peat this change in February 1967.
We have the intelligence and the
capacity to do it. The question is
one of will.

This brings us to the issue of
the Swatantra Party's role in help-
ing in this historical change. Our
Party's objectives for February,
1967, elections are twofold. One
is to end the Congress monopoly
of power in New Delhi. That can
only be done if the strength of
the Congress Party in the Lok
Sabha can be reduced below two
hundred and fifty seats, half the
strength of the House. Our se
cond objective is to carry a couple

the gutter a little faster! We, on
the other hand, want to reverse
the engines and take the country in
a diametrically opposite direction.
Ours is the most revolutionary op-
position. We want to scrap the
entire domestic and international
policy of the Congress Government,

Our second qualification is our
National Democratic character,
“National” in the sense that our
roots are in this country. We
have emerged from the struggle for
independence. Everyone of our st
nior leaders had been to jail, 1
think; at least two or three times.
Many of those who now talk in
terms of “nationalism” were satel-
lities or stooges of the then British
Government in India, like the
Communist Party. Our national
democratic character is also non-
denominational. There are other
nationalist parties. 1 do not deny
thet. But then they are mot non-
denominational. We are a Party

vart. In our Party, members of
different religions, members of
ferent communities and



‘Swatantra Party. I make that
claim on the basis of the quality of
our leadership and the strength
that we have, the self-confidence
that we have to replace the Cong-
ress Party. But then the defeatism
of the lite, of the intelligentia,
comes in our way.

The facts are that the Swatantra
Party is an agrarian, peasant’s
party. It is not the party of the
businessman.

Most people of India do not
know that we do not have any ur-
ban support. It is a pity and I de-
plore it. Ahmedabad is an exam-
ple; Bombay is another; Calcutta is
the third; Delhi is the fourth. We
simply do not exist as a powerful
force in any of the leading cities
of India where the highest intellec~
tuals congregate. Our only strength
is in the villages. Every single
member of Parliament and Assem-
bly whom we have succeeded in
electing has been elected by the
votes of the farmers. There is aot
a single urban constituency we
have carried in this whole sub-
continent. The peasantry of India
have had the intelligence to vote

Swatantra Party. The city
intelligentsia has not yet shown
that enterprise.

When I stood in Rajkot in 1963,
every single class in my constitu-

goldsmitas were with me. But
there was one class that was

leaders. They gave their cars and
money to tae Congress Party.
They signed an appeal against me.
1am quits prepared to believe that,
in the secrecy of the ballot box,
their conscience might have made
Taem to vote for me! But even
after the election was over and
the people of Rajkot accepted me

and I announced that I was the
servant of all the people of Rajkot,
Congressmen included, whea 1
tried to meet the leading business-
men of Rajkot to ask them in what
way I would be of help to them, 1
am sorry to say that they ran
away from me, they would not ac-
cept even my invitation to tea.
They were too frightened to sit and
talk with their duly elected Mem-
ber of Parliament.

This is the attitude of a large
section of businessmen to their ob-
ligation as citizens. The usual alibi
given by business people for not
helping us is the alibi of fear.
They say: “We shall be hurt by
Government; this is a vindictive
Government”. I wish I could accept
the sincerity of this fear, not that
there is anything very creditable
about it. Rajaji had once given a
public assurance in Jawaharlal
Nehru's time that, if any business-
man was ever penalised for joining
the Swatantra Party or for standing
for Parliament or for giving his
contribution to the Swatantra
Party, he (Rajaji) would go to Ja-
waharlal Nehru and get justice for

2 a feeling that, if anyone
joins the Swatantra Party,
a business man, he will probably —

do better for himself. Because this —
is a government of weak charace
ters that favours men with courage

and, if a businessman throws off
far and comes out, they will prob-
ably like to accommodate him
more than their own party people.

Is the Congress so strong
that it cannot be displaced? 1
would claim that the Congress is
a “paper tiger”. It looks very
much more impressive than what it
is. Let us see the facts. What is
the percentage of the Indian pso-
ple's support for the Congress
Party? Is it a majority of 70% or
80%? The Congress Party has
never received support from the
majority of the Indian people ever
since Independence. The highest
Farliamentary poll for the Congress
was 48% under Nehru. In 1962,
Nehru's last elzction, it dropped to
4472%, or let us say 45%. In
other words, the Congress is a mi-
nority party. It is the biggest of
the minority parties of India. The

other parties were the Communist
Party with 10%, the Swatantra
Party with 9% and then others
with 5% or 4%. In other words,
the disparity is not as wide as it
looks. True, they have 365 seats
in Parliament and we have got 23,
But this has nothing to do with the
facts, which are that they have
got only 4 or 5 times as many



us say they will get 40% or 39%.
Now, is there any reason why such
a party cannot be defeated ?

The Indian Institute of Public
Opinion is carrying out periodic
polls of public opinion. ‘They had
‘one in May, this year, in cities like
Bombay, Ahmedabad, Lucknow,
Hyderabad, metropolitan cities, the
capitals of all the various States
and here are the results, The
Congress Party had 60% support
of the urban class in January-
February, 1966. In May, 1966, it
had dropped to 41%. This is the
stezpest drop ever noticed in the
history of independent India. Ac-
cording to the same report, the po-
tential support of the _non-leftist
parties, which includes the Swatan-
tra Party, Jan Sangh and, may be,
some other groups, went up from
20% to 42%. Today the non-left-
ist parties have as much urban sup-
port as the Congress Party. If the
Swatantra Party doubles its poll
from 9% to 18% or 20%, the Con-
gress Party would not have a ma-
jority in Parliament.

On the other hand, if because of
the electoral system which exists
at present, the Congress Party gets
another bogus majority in 1967,
what will happen to parliamentary
democracy in this country? Are
the Indian people, with rising pri-
es, food shortages and hardships
of every kind, going to endure for
five more years a Government
which 60% of the electorate has re-
jected? If they get 40%, the op-
positions combined will get 60%.
Will the Indian people tolerate a
40% Government ruling them for
the next five years ?

very purpose of representative go-
vernment. To put it in another
way, we have accepted an Anglo-
Indian electoral system, while we
have a Latin temperament,

This explains why we talk about
electoral understandings and ad-
justments with other democratic
opposition parties, not because we
want to join hands with them,
not because our differences with
other democratic opposition parties
have ended, but because we want
to stop this distortion of the popu-
lar will which becomes a real
threat to the future of our democ-
racy:

‘There is one party we will not
join hands with or have adjust-
ment with even to defeat the Cong-
ress Party and that is the Commu-
nist Party or rather the two Com-
munist parties. They are a Fifth
Column either of Moscow or Pek-
ing, as the case may be. Theirs is
not an Indian political party. They
are a Trojan Horse of a foreign
dictatorship. The second thing is
that whenever the Communists
come into power, they destroy de-
mocracy. The process of democra-
cy should not be misused for the
destruction of freedom. That is
why we reject the Communist Par-
ties as we reject the Congress
Party.

the right things. Unfortunately,
‘the last few weeks have shown
that that hope must now be drop
ped. The Prime Minister has now
made it perfectly clear that she is
not prepared to deviate. There
‘was an interesting incident on the
8th of August. Look Magazine,
which is a reputable one and very
friendly to her family, published
an exclusive interview with her.
In this reputable journal she was
quoted as saying that if the inter-
ests of India demand it, she



Bie tan netays meet
it, Mrs, Gandhi will not

from her father’s policy.
which case, she is utterly un-
to be the Prime Minister of

“seen the abject surrender to Kosy-
gin when she was in Moscow on

“Viet Nam, the mouthing of Com-
‘munist jargon in the joint com-
munique signed by the Prime
Minister of India in Russia. You
have seen her advocacy of a “big
Plan”, when it is these big plans
that have got this country to bank-
ruptey and devaluation. All these
clearly show that she is a broken
fesd on whom no democrat or
well wisher of India can rely.

‘The Congress President has, of
course, outstripped her in this drift
to communism. He invited the
Communists to rejoin the Con-
gress and his lieutenant, Mr. T. T
Krishnamachari, went so far as to
say that if the Congress Party is
to lose office to any other party,
he would much prefer the Com-
munists to the Swatantra Party,
thereby proving the devotion to
democracy, of this gentleman.

Mr. Kamaraj Nadar recently
visited Moscow and some com-
munist countries and when the
communists gave him a send of
at the time of his departure, he
said, that the Soviet Revolution,
undoubtedly, inspired India in her
struggle for freedom. This is what
we may call a rewritting of the
History of India. We know where
Mahatma Gandbi picked up his
inspiration for freedom, where we
all got our love for freedom, In-
dia owed nothing to Le or
Stalin

we are enthused that we can make
similar progress in the same way
as you have done. Your planning
can be a guide to our own advan-
cement.” A country like Russia's
that has to go abroad and sell
millions of pounds of gold to buy
food for the starving people, a
country that does not have con-
sumer goods, people who do not
have homes, this is the path
which the Congress President
holds out for the Indian people-

When Mr. Kamaraj went to
to Hungary, he was eager to know
how the democratic process of
electing members of Parliament is
managed in a one party State.
That. no doubt, is a preparation
he is making for hims:if for the
post 1967 period.

Is this the party that is going
to protect India from communism?
I ask my anti-communist friends.
Is this the party on which we are
going to rely to stop the Commu-
nists from taking over India?

So, 1 come to this conclusion
that the Congress Party is disin-
tegrating, is on its way out. It is
obvious for anyone to see. The
real issue is not between the Con-
gress Party and the Communist
Party. The real issue is between the
Communist Party and the Swatan-
tra Party.

Rajaji has made a appeal on
Independence Day. He said: “I
smell the coming storm and rain.
The main difficulty is that Con-
gress had innit cash as against
its opponents I appeal, therefore,
fer offers from good and qualified
men, to stand as candidates for
Parliament or Assembly on the
Swatanra ticket who are able to

meet their own election s
We are considering a plan und
which we throw all caution to th
wind, set up candidates in 300 to
400 Parliamentary Constituencies,
and have it out with the Con-
gress.”

What is the obligation of a
businessman or a patriotic Indian
who sees the facts straight, 1
would say that in the coming
months, he should do one of three
things, or two of three, or all the
three things. He should stand
either for Parliament or Assembly
and throw himself into the fray.
If, for some reason, he cannot do
it, let him help others to do it.
There are two ways of helping.
One is to give one’s time, energy
and intelligence, and the other is
to give money.

Ours is not a closed corporation.
It is not an exclusive club. Rajaji
has already announced that if we
come to power, we will not con-
fine membership of the Cabinet
to members of our own Party, We
shall invite other people. We shall
invite leading citizens, business
men, educationists, Sarvodaya
workers. We will say: Come and
take your share of responsibility.
We believe in a Cabinet of all
talents available in the country.
In the same spirit, our ranks are
not closed. We shall put up any
‘one who comes and joins us today
provided that he accepts our pro-
grammes and principles.

We declare that we want to
overthrow the Congress Govern
ment by the methods and the pro-
cesses that our constitution has
enshrined. We believe that the re-
moval of the Congress Govern
ment is the only hope for this
country. So long as the Congress
Party is in office in Delhi, I see
nothing but disaster for our coun
try. Every time there is a change
of Prime Minister, we allow our-




