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A Significant
Conference

by V. B. Karnik

INFERENCES are usually convened in our coun-
try for passing resolutions and staging demonstra-
Conferences of the Indian Committee for Cul-
. Freedom are not patterned on that model
¢ are usually held for quiet deliberations over
in selected topics. The fourth Conference of
committee held last month in Patna was true to
form and is significant for the topics that it took
r discussion.
discussion need not necessarily lead to the accep-
s of a set of conclusions. What is much more
rtant is to stimulate thinking, thinking over a
lem in all its aspects on the basis of an objective
ssis of facts and with a scientific outlook in view.
the purpose of the Indian Committee for Cultu-
Treedom to stimulate such thinking on all pro-
s bearing upon the growth of a free society.

he Democratic Alternative” was one topic taken
n ofngsideration at the Patna Conference. There
dispute gow about the necessity of planning and
/body in India has accepted it. But is the plan-
. that is current at present conducive to the
lopment of a democratic society? Is centralised
planning from the top the only way of building
t planned society? Will not the impatience to
1 up with other industrially advanced countries
»se a forced pace of industrialisation, bringing in
rain regimentation and a police State? Is it not
r to plan on the basis of the satisfaction of the
needs of the people rather than on the basis of
ract theories and calculations qf economists and
"sticians? These and many other questions which
tormenting thinking people were raised in Patna
\discussed objectively and dispassionately.
ne discussion made it clear that those who are
bsed to the present form and shape of the Second
t Year Plan are not opposed to planning as such,
are they the advocates of laissez faire. What they
test is a different type of planning, a planning
2 the bottom undertaken with the objective of
ifying the immediate needs of the people. In
wving up Such a plan and implementing it, it is
Eible to bring about a synthesis between I.iberalism

and Gandhism. The synthesis was not concretely
worked out, but a way of thought was indicated which
may yield rich fruits.

It is in this context that the contribution that Bhoo-
dan and Gramdan can make requires to be :onsidered.
Decentralised production is now accepted as a desir-
able-objective. - It is also accepted that technology has
made it possible to decentralise production without
too much loss in'prod ty. But, in search of that
objective, is it necessary to.go.to the length of village
self-sufficiency? Apart frgm 4its practicability, is it
a desirable ideal? Self-sufficient villages are not a
new thing to our country. According to many histo-
rians and socio]ggis;%s, S '\,Q%le root cause of our
old malady—political a

Ariother topic discuisse e Conference was the
problem of the “intggration of- the Tribal peoples in
Indian society. The problem has assumed serious pro-
portions since the rise of litical party like the
Jharkhand Party, and thg ksof hostilities in the
land of the Nagas.. Variousme s have been sug-
gested for its solution,”such as isolation, assimilation
and-integration... There was a diScussion of the merits
and demerits of all these methods; but the consensus
of opinion was in favour of integration.

Prof. Narmadeshwar Prasad who initiated the dis-
cussion pointed out: =

“Neither isolation nor assimilation but integration of
the tribal people in Indian Society will solve their
several elements into a complex entirety in which the
elements can be clearly distinguished. Our country
abounds in many heterogeneous cultural patterns and
social groups. It is only through. integration, and
that can be done only by allowing maximum freedom
to the different groups te maintain and develop their
identity and individuality, that the emergence of a
free social demodratic life in India is possible.”

He also pointed®out the danfgbrs of isolation or
segregation. Echoing the yiews of Mr. Majumdar, and
Mr. Madan in their Introduction to Social Anthropo-
logy he asserted: “When isolated, the tribesmen have
to fight a losing battle against ruthless nature, a desic-
cated, eroded soil, deforested hill slopes, and irated
rivers. In such circumstances over specialisation
necessited by an extremely unkind geographical en-
vironment leads to a chec]{ in growth and may even
lead' to extinction.” -
One may or may not agree with the view that was
expressed, but one must admit that the Conference
has invited pointed attention to a vital problem. The
problem is not, as a matter of fact, confined only to
the tribal people. Tt is part of a much larger problem
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of the emotional’ and intéllectual integration . of the
various sections ‘of the Indian people. The ‘Indian
people are still ‘divided into various small or /Big
groups on the basis of caste, religion, language and
community. There is very little social contact bet-
ween these groups and very little ofthe feeling of
social or national solidarity. The political unity that
has been established will not endure unless it is
cemented by the growth of a sentiment of common
brotherhood between the people who inhabit the
country. Mr. Jayaprakash ‘Narayan did well to
smphasise this aspect of the question: -
An artist of all-India reputé, Mis. Rukminidevi
Arundale presided over the Conference. Her parti-
cipation in the Conference was a testimony of the
Indian artists’ keen desire. for gultaral freedom and
for a free society which alone E%n guarantee it. Her
presidential address was an eloquent statement of
“the tole of art in life and#a ringing
the use of art for politics. It is to he hoped that her
warning will be taken FB’%@‘ )y thoSe who are trying
to utilise Indian arfis® #ld Writers™for the political

purposes of international communhiSin.

o N %-
Another point \:fln*cix ( dsgglg n%ﬁ' ce to the Con-
ference is the eloquent %@ﬂ‘fo‘jggw type of revo-
lution made at the public’ meeting; held at the end
by Mr. ]ayaprak‘gﬁ—h Narayan. Jayapidkashji took a
keen interest in the Conference; he attended the ses-
sions on both the gays from moming till late in the
evening. He called e{egglg@oath? he had in view
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“the human revolution,” the revolution to change the
individual. He talked of the vast strides made in
science and technology, but pointed out how the
moral progress of the human individual had lagged
far behind. Man had become the slave of technology
and had surrendered all his power and freedom into
the hands of the State which controlled and manipul-
ated technological processes. Jayaprakashji issued a
clarion call for the emancipation of the individual,
stressing at the same time the urgency of changing the
individual. He did not describe at the time the
methods to be adopted for bringing about “the human
revolution,” But the thought itself is of great import-
ance, more particularly when the whole trend is in
the direction of expanding the power of the State and
reducing the individual to the position of an insignifi-
cant cog on the wheel of its ever-expanding machine.

The Conference was a significant gathering of intel-

. lectuals from many parts of the country. The number

was necessarily small owing to long distances and
other difficulties of travel. But it was an interesting
gathering. The participants belonged to many schools
of thought. The only bond amongst them was their
dedication to the ideals of freedom and democracy.
A passionate desire to advance the cause of a free
society informed all their discussions. Having com-
pared notes and learnt from each other, they will now
work in their respective spheres to develop the demo-
cratic alternative and to bring about the integration
of the Indian people. That will make the meeting in
Patna a significant event.

With Djilas” Wife

by Max Lerner

i PAID a visit th? other ‘evening to the wife of the
most important political prisoner' in .the world to-
day—Milovan Djilas.” "= Sl ik

I should have liked to talk with Djilas himself, es-
peciallyin thé light of hjs*book; The New Class, which
has shaken intellectual ¢ cle%jn?%éry European capi-
tal. But Tito’s goyernment has that stormy "dissenter
locked up in the Sremska Mitrbvica prisofi; from which
no more of his highly dangerotis views about the
nature of the Communist syst&m éan reach his.people
and the world. Now Djilas hastheer tried again, while
his sentence still has two years to run’ This time some
of the earlier pretense was ripped away, and the book
itself is on trial. :

So I made some inquiries, found Mrs. Dijilas’
address, and went to see her.

- She lives with Djilas’ old and bedridden mother in
at of a somewhat seedy apartment house behind
ae Parliament, over which Dijilas used to preside in
5 days of power.. There is an elevator but it looks

as if it had not run for months. When I first trudged
qp the stairs‘in the afternoon and knocked on the door,
-it was opened by a handsome, self-possessed little boy
» ‘who said (as I managed to make out) that his mother
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was out and he was alone. I left a note and came
back in the evening. Mrs. Djilas was expecting me
and so was the blond Alexei, all of 4% years old.

She is a gentle, attractive woman, perhaps in her
late 20s—stoical, ‘quiet, contained, but with an inner
pain and tension that break through the reserve. With
her husband, to whom she has been married for six
years, she had once been part of the small top_rulin
group of Yugoslavia. Now the room we sat in ha
a frayed sofa, a table, a chair, a picture. Through an
open door I glimpsed a bedroom-study which had once
been Djilas’s and was now Alexei’s. )

It was a dingy little flat with the air of emptiness
and gloom one feels in a house that obviously needs
and misses a man.

She has cut herself off from the outside world. She
answers no mail and accepts no food packages from
abroad. But when I asked whether I could write
about my visit to her, she offered no objections. When
her husband was arrested, she told the police she
would see newspapermen who came to see her. It
was her duty, she told them, to talk with the press.

She does not seem to be embarked on any crusade.

(Continued on page 10) :
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Spectre Of National Communism

LL is not well o1 the communist front ,inspite of
sputniks . and ICBMs.  Reports emanatmg drom
communist countries indicate that inspite of the new
Communist Manifesto issued at the conclusion of the
“summit” meeting of communist parties of the Soviet
Union and of the eleven other communist-ruling States
closely tied to the Soviet Uruon the Moscow mentors
are still finding it difficult to ensure the monolithic
unity .of the Red bloc.and re-assert. their overlordshlp
over their satellites. The main purpose of the “sum-
mit” meeting was to repair the breaches in the Iron
Curtain - caused by the policy of de-Stalinisation, to
try for a_more formal organisational unity and inte-
ration of various ruling communist parties and there-
%y to obviate any further trouble arising out of the
centrifugal tendencies generated by the policy of
“differ rent,roads to socialism.” At the end of the meet-
1ssacd ag ne;al declamhon of “basic laws”
and¥ 1 of al],'nS 51gned by ‘the party leaders of
the twelve Cdihr’riumst Paities.’ The declaration assert-
ed firm faith in the unity of the “invincible . .camp of
socialist coLnfrlﬂs'headed by the Soviet Union” and
at the same time it ,pointed out that the communist

world leadership' $hould “hold more conferences of -

communist parties to discuss current problems and
concert action in the general struggle for common
goals.”

Thus Moscow could succeed to a certain extent in
re-establishing, at least formally, its leadership of the
communist world and in reviving some of the spirit,
if not the’form, of the Comintern or Cominform.

But in spite of this formal declaration, it is fairly
obvious that the Kremlin has failed to restore real
unity among different parties and to bring about a
reconciliation’ of conflicting views prevailing in the
so-called socialist camp. It was clearfrom the beginn-
ing that Marshal Tito’s refusal to go to Moscow was
mainly because of the sharp policy differences arising
out of Zhukov’s sudden dismissal. This was further
proved by Yugoslavia’s flat refusal to sign the Moscow
declaration worked out by other twelve Communist
Parties. This was in a way inevitable as Yugoslavia
could not have endorséd the declaration without com-
pronnsmg its policy of non-alignment.

Even thouglh the main theme of the document was
the necessity for the communist unity, Gomulka re-
turned to Poland after the conference only to announce
tlsat “there have been, there are :and there iwill be”
differences among parties of the communist bloc.
What precisely 'is ‘the nature of those differences he
refused to elaborate, but it should be evident from
his other statements made in the course of his address
to his partymen. He clearly stated that though the
Moscow declaration envisaged bilateral and larger
conferences for discussions among various Communist

Parties, these confelences v('ould net d1scuss “internal

problems of any party:: i
That, the course of the' deliberaﬂons in''Moscow,
lasting for over two weeks, was' none tdo smooth:was
evident from-the begmnm from the conflicting  opi-
nions held by the various; %eaders .1t hastbeen pub-
licly -admitted by a prominent East : German: commu-
nist leader that “there was:not. full: unanimity on all
issues among the twelve-communist parties.”. He even
went to:the length of claiming credit- for. the. East

German communists that a;iinanimous declar

signed -at all: inr Moscow: despit
There are: indications: that! the.te » ip
marily the degree offauthority. to be: exermsed by the

- Soviet Coaamunls ?a“fty ovet other Communist, Parties

and the importarice to be given:to:the mational.pecu-
liarities of “different c"f)mmumst-ruled countries. This
has been openly admitd d by East:German communist

leaders after theis zét ~~"¥from Moscow Besides,
Gomulkas;{statement that.$'so ideas: contained
in the Mosco d@claraﬁ{ﬁ‘r_ i > been acéep-

ted a year ago,? also : ultainately Moscow
had to yield to the polycentnc t;__ ,fmel
come round to thé P(fhsh :

nt a mpts at re-
gammpmsm is stlll

FOVEVER much o withi Trdot
nesia’s claftii’to ‘West nt-develop-
ments in that,apchipglagg cannot but’ disturb sober-

minded pepple throughout Asia. The Indian Prime
Minister_voiced their regction when he gave expres-
sion to his feeling of disquiet.

The resentment of the‘Indonesnns at the failure of
the Afro-Asian resolution .in the United Nations call-
ing for the renewal of negotiations between Jakarta
and the Hague over the future of West Irian (West
New Guinea, now under Dutch control) is under-
standable.” But what' is not’ understandable is the
manner in which that resentment is bemg%ought to
be expressed. = Theahargcter:gf' the Indonesian events

‘hav la'rgely suc-
p t

Irian question all the,
President Sukarno:#ind
should thus play into communist:han
that by playing t6'communist igal ery they wou d
divert the attention of . the Indoneman people. from
the conflicts of island-wise local patriotisms, which
have since recently become. the bane of ‘Indonesia,

difficult. It is surprising that
the" Indoneslan Govemment
they hope

they are sadly mistaken. For the problems that
would arise as a result of their. conniving at the
rowdism, that has characterised the mass usurpation
of the Dutch enterprises and the sudden displacement
of thousands of Dutch nationals will prove more disas-
trous for Indonesia than the internal conflicts. Apart
from the political repercussions they will have abroad,
the recent developments in Indonesia will scare away
foreign capital, which is so necessary for Indonesia’s
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economic development. No foreign investor will feel
secure enough to invest his capital in Indonesia—for
that matter in any other Asian country with political
instability—after what has happened in that country.

The report that other foreign enterprises have not
been touched and the statement of the Indonesian
Government that the seizure of the Dutch interests
was not nationalisationiare a poor consolation and
hardly enough to win:the confidence of non-Dutch
foreign investors.” The ' contemplated management
without ‘ownership by Indonesian. Government of the
Dutck: enterprises under a new law on foreign invest-
ments is not also going to help muchi. What has hap-
pened is not a prelude to socialism but to chaos and
anarchy, which, unless checked .iii time, will destroy
Indonesian independence:

Frank Appf"aiégl i,

: : T Bt
MR. MORAR]JI ‘DESAL; the: Union Minister for
' , must ‘be congratulated

‘Commerce and Indyst ‘

on the forthright manner m which he talked about the
situation in Kerala under the communist regime. Un-
like some others vﬂl% had earlier visited the State, he
did not T}lgmor_ ‘about what he found in the
course of his 'visiti TRLERE S el

Mr. Desai fouild® t ﬁnsé -of , insecurity* was
noticeable amgng, ceitain sgctiens. of the people.’
He found moreover that the climate was not congenial
- for the development:of new industries. He said that
he had,btoughﬁ;fﬂlggq acts®0, the notice of the Minis-
try and hoped that suifaple steps would. be taken to
improve the situatiopn,. *- . ;

Mr. Desai also found that the complaints about the
existence of Cell Courts were well-founded. A photo-
stat copy of a summons issued by a Cell Court was,
he said, shown to him. Mr. Desai took strong excep-
tion to the functioning of these illegal institutions and
said that no democratic Government could be ex-
pected to allow this challenge to our institutions tak-
ing root and blossoming out.

Pointing out the differences between a democracy
and a dictatorship, Mr. Desai said in a dictatorship
“the opposition-has no raison d’etre; should they be
so ill-advised as to criticise, theysimply have to face
the firing squad..” :On the other hand, in a démo-
cracy, he pointed out, “the right to criticise or elect
the rulers of their choice and unseat them, if need be,
is a God-given right residing in the people.”

Mr. Desai has no illusions about communists turning
democrats. He said he would be happy if the un-
believable happened and the communists transformed
themselves into democrats. He added, however, “If
they did that, automatically they ceased to be com-
munists.” He was aware of the possibility that this
was “only a mere profession to hoodwink us” and that
privately they might be proceeding “in just the oppo-
site direction.” :

This frank appraisal of the situation made by Mr.
Desai should clear the air and enable Congressmen
and dthers to get a correct idea of the things that are
happening in Kerala.

4

January 1958
Curse Of Untouchability

SO;\/IE shocking details’ about the treatment m._ted
M out to Scheduled Castes in certain parts of the
country came to light the other day in the course of a
discussion in Lok Sabha. The most shocking piece
of information was the murder of a Harijan boy in
Bulandsahr district in Uttar Pradesh only because in
a school examination he secured higher marks than
caste Hindu boys. Details were also given about a
number of other humiliating social restrictions
imposed upon the Harijans. e
This, indeed, is a depressing state of affairs. Un-
touchability has been abolished by the Constitution.
Laws have been passed throwing open tanks, temples
and other public places to Harijans and making it a
penal offence to prevent them from using them. And

..yet this has had very little effect on the actual practice
of untouchability and the various social and other

restrictions imposed upon the untouchables.

The conscience of the community has not been yet
awakened to the gross inequity and inhumanity of
the practice of untouchability. Religion and lone
established social custom have sanctified it in the
eyes of many. The religious and social support of
untouchability must be blasted if the ‘evil is to be
destroyed lock, stock and barrel. That requires a
vigorous and consistent propaganda’ against religi-
ous and social prejudices which have acquired a
deep hold on the mind of the Indian people. Cul-
tural and educational organisations must undertake
this task and the Government must help them in that
work if rapid progress is to be achieved in eradicat-
ing the curse of untouchability.
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Jews? Jews? That is all we hear from you! Do you
think Stalin murdered no one but Jews?” :

I will go under oath that I quote him exactly and
precisely, for while there are some words that eddy
away like smoke, these were graven on my mind.-

The T'wentieth Congress came and went and still a
mocking, derisive silence greeted the question, “Where
is Itzik Feffer and how did he die?”

But the death of a poet is not so small a matter as
some think. A Pole, tears in his eyes, said that the
wind was full of small voices; and bit by bit we put to-
" gether the story of Itzik Feffer. After the Twentieth
Congress, Communists went to Russia and Commu-
nists came back, and each had a little bit of the full
story and a few a great deal of it. Perhaps this re-
construction of the story is not exact,:but it is all I
could find. It begins with the arrest of David Bergel-
son, the internationally famous Jewish Soviet writer.

“ Why he was arrested we don’t know; only the Russians
can answer that. But.in all likelihood it was part of
this “Zionist” invention, and the fact is that Bergelson
was - arrested hecause he was Jewish, whatever the
other reasons were. He was put in prison and syste-
matically beaten so that he might confess to crimes
concocted for him to confess to. -No brainwashing, no
truth serums, none of the science-fiction fantasies; just
the truncheon and ‘the whip.and the heady injunction
of Stalin, “Beat, beat, beat—and beatagain.”

Before Bergelson died, Itzik Feffer learned where he
was and what was h#ppening to him; and being a
friend of his, Feffer set.out to try to save. him. Writer
after writer refused-to join with Feffer. They were
afraid. They told Feffer that if he persisted he would
be arrested. -Feffer pleaded with Ehrenburg, and the
story goes that Ehrenburg refused. Ehrenburg stood
high and ‘well with Stalin. The story also goes that
Feffer cried out to-Ehrenburg: ;

“Then I'll do it alone—and when they arrest me and
kill me, my death will be upon your soul for as long
as you live!” :

As it was. Thus, because he was driven by his
human conscience, Feffer perished with Bergelson.
Where then was Fadayev, who shot hirfiself after the
Twentieth Congress? Where was Polovoy, whom I
loved and respéctéd ‘as I have loved and respected few
men? Where was Simonov? Where was Sholokhov?
Where were all of these who had lectured the world
upon the honour and integrity of human kind—these
“socialist” men? Where were the preachers and right-
eous ones of the Literary Gazette? Where were those
Soviet writers of honour who called America a land of
barbarians without a heritage or a culture?

Yes, we killed Sacco and Vanzetti, but our own cry
went out to haunt the world. Was my own voice ever
silent concerning injustice in my own land? In the
name of all that is holy to you, my Russian colleagues,
where were your voices when murder walked in your
land? And today, the question of the poet remains
unanswered. . .

People have asked me why I waited so long to leave
the Communist Party. Did I know nothing of what
was going on? Yet in their questions, they make it all
too simple. I joined because I accepted a premise, as
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so many others did, that only through this party could
peace, socialism and the brotherhood of man come to
this earth. Certain aspects of history appeared to
bear this out. To join the Communist Party is a very
seriops action; and serious people do not leap in and
out of such organizations.

I could not have written what 1 wrote above a
month or a year after I joined the Party. I am, per-
haps, not easily convinced; I am also not easily uncon-
vinced. It took years of fact, incident and experience
to come to these conclusions. And above all, it re-
quired the catalyst of Khrushchev’s secret speech.
Only with his contribution, out of the heart of the first
and largest communist party on earth, did all the
bits of the puzzle fall into place. Even tleen; through
mi/ heartsickness, horror and anger, the question of
whether this was the result of evil individuals or the
historic—organizational pattern of the Party remained.
It took months of thought, reading and discussion to
make up my mind finally. And it took more months
of doubt before I was able to write at any length about
this. I know that no analysis of just this kind has ever
been written before, and I can sense that it may be of
very great consequence. I am writing about peop:e
whom I loved as well as about people whom I despised.

I left in my own good time because I had come to
the above conclusions. I am neither disillusioned nor
depressed and I have lived through grim times, but
times when mankind made gigantic strides forward.
Though the Communist Party is disciplined and often
splengid in military action, I do not think it can claim
credit for the events we have seen. Socialism, justice
and the brotherhood of man are mighty and irresis-
tible forces; they will grow to fruition in spite of the
Communist Party—and Soviet socialism will not fore-
ver lie supine under the heel of the commissar.

Here in America the term “commissar” is translated
as “functionary” and as “chairman”. But I think it is
one of those words best descriptive in its zoloration,
and among the rank and file of .A\merican Party mem-
bers it is used constantly as an epithet of contempt
toward Party leaders they despise. Therefore no other
word is precisely right. The commissar, here as in
Russia, is in common usage the spy, the watchdog, the
petty priest who reports to the high priest, the mouth
of dogma and cant, the reader of ritual, the inquisitot,
the finger of suspicion and the ultimate witness for
execution.

The Communist Party, with its dogma, its religious,
pseudo-Marxist cant, its hatred of ideas and invention,
creation and change—its priesthood, temple, and fum-
bling. small-minded gods—is not a product of civiliza-
tion and sunlight, nor will it last long in a world that
can win and keep peace. Its own membership, who
have left it in the thousands and hundreds of thousands
throughout the world, are coming to understand it. No
more can those of us who speak in these terms be dis-
missed as “Trotskyites” or “agents” of the capitalists.
We are going to speak and be heard—and raise a loud
voice against any organization that bids men to deaden
their minds.

An extract from the writer’s recent book
The Naked God published by Praeger. New York.



The Passionate Sceptic: Bertrand Russell

by Adam Adil

“YPHILOSOPHERS exist to ask questions, not to
answer them. The more unsolved problems they
have on their hands, the better they are doing their
job; so the gibes at them by the practical men com-
pletely mirs the point. Though philosophy can claim
no great advances in knowledge compared with scien-
ces, the sciences might never have got started with-
out philosophy first awakening wonder. When the
scientists give answers often it is only because philoso-
phers have asked.” From this standpoint, Bertrand
Russell is one of the greatest philosophers, for he has
been the leading questioner of our times. Ever since
‘he. could speak as a child, it is said, Bertrand Russell
began asking penetrating questions. In fact, three
days after he was born, his mother wrote—"He lifts
his head up and looks about in a very energetic way.”
He has still vetained that energetic-look, and nothing
Ras passed for almost a whole generation without his
having noticed it and expressed opinion on it. “He
was a pagssionate sceptic because he wanted to be
a passionate believer; he questioned everything -be-
cause he craved for certain knowledge.” He has ques-
tioned about mathematics, religion and philosophy,
about politics, economics, war, education and sex, and
never restéd till he got a satisfactory answer—and
many a time he did not get satisfactory answer. And
like a true philosopher, he frankly admitted whenever
he failed to find an answer. For instance in 1927
he had written “When men began to reason, they
tried to justify the inferences that they had drawn
unthinkingly in earlier days. A great deal of bad
philosophy and bad science resulted from this pro-
pensity. ‘Great principles’ such as the uniformity of
nature afid the ‘law of universal causation,” and so
on are attempts to bolster up our belief that what has
often happened before wilF happen again, which is
no better founded than the horse’s belief that you
will take the turning you usually take. It is not alto-
gether easy to sée what is to replace these pseudo—
principles ‘in the practice of science; but perhaps the
theory of Relativity gives us a glimpse of the kind of
things we may ‘expect.” But in his Human Knowledge:
Its scope and limits, published in 1948, he admitted
that he could not find in anything, not even in the
Theory of Relativity propounded by Einstein, what
could replace those “pseudo~princg;les.” It was a
frank admission of his failure to discover a way to
certain knowledge and that his philosophical beliefs
were based on: the “horse-sense” or “animal faith”
which he had denounced previously.
® The unique contribution of Russell to the philoso-
phical thought of this century lay in his application
of mathematics and logic to philosophy. At first, he
came under the powerful speﬁ of Hegel, but soon he

1Bertraxi§l Russell: The Passionate Sceptic, by Alan Wood;
page .
*Ibid, page 14.

got out of that spell by his intense concern for logical
and clear-headed thinking. At the twrn of the cen-
tury, along with G.E. Moore, he was drawn towards
metaphysical and epistemological realism but with
the passage of years:he drifted from that too. He,
along with Moore, was becoming more and more
interested in analysis, and found common links with
the Austrian philosopher Ludwig Wittgenstein and
Rudolf Carnap..

Russell emerged into greatness as omne of the chief
founders of the: “analytic movement” in philosophy.
Although there- have been other founders, especially
G. E. Moore, Russell overshadowed them all by his
vigorous advocacy of that School and by his output of
philosophical essays, which was far more tremend-
ous than that of anybody else. i Although analysis by
its application of mathematics and logic to philosophy
has by and large remained technical and unintelli-
gible, it has wielded powerful influence on many a
philosophical movement of the twentieth century. Yet
it cannot be said that it has dominated the field of
twentieth century philospphy: =~ .

What are the-chief features of analytic philosophy,
which Russell-for decades has been striving to popu-
larise? With certain important qualifications, the
chief features of analytic philosophy lay in its hosti-
lity to speculative, obscurely written and unintelli-
gible metaphysics. It is, therefore,; opposed to the
latter writings of Whitehead (such as contained in
his Process and Reality and to some extent in The
Science And the Modern World); to the works of
Bergson and Husser as well as to eastern philosophies
such as those of India which deal with spiritual and
obscurely intcliectual experiences. The analyst philo-
sophers, especially Russell, think that philosephy is
no way a rival of science, but is an intellectual acti-
vity which helps in clarifying and advancing scientific
ideas. In the field of moral philosophy, analytic move-
ment has much less to,contribute.  But it is vitally
concerned in discovering the tru¢ meaning or the real
character of what is described socially or philosophi-
cally as ‘good’ ‘bad’ ‘right’ or ‘wrong’. Russell in one
of his latest works Human Society In Ethics and Poli-
tics has endeavoured to find some objective founda-
tion for ethical theory and has stated “Right desires
will be those that are capable of being compossible
with as many other desires as possible.” He has bor-
rowed the word “compossible” from Leibnizt “......
we may call two desires or impulses ‘compossible’
when both can be satisfied, and ‘conflicting’ when the
satisfaction of the one is incompatible with that of the
other” he states. “It is obvious that a world
in which the aims of different individuals or groups
are compossible is likely to be happier than one in
which they are conflicting. It follows that it should
be part of a wise social system to encourage compos-
sible purposes, and discourage conflicting ones, by
means of education and social system designed to this

1
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end.” This is more or less an extension of his argu-
ment in ‘his. Principles of Social Reconstruction in
which he points out that creative impulses are good
because the pleasure they impart is not at the expense
of that of any other; the possessive impulses are not
good because they are satisfied at the expense of
others; it follows also that possessive imapulses are not
creative impulses. Again, in Humei Society, he tries
to give a definition of “reason”. “Reason has a perfectly
clear and precise meaning,” he say:. “It signifies the
choice of right means to an end :liat you wish to
achieve. It has nothing -whatever to do with the
choice of ends. But opponeénts of reason do not
realise this, and think that advocates of rationality
want reason to dictate ends as wel! as means. They
have no excuse for this view in thoavritings of rationa-
lists.,” This 'definition ‘of reason, lcwever, sounds
strange in the 'modern context, especially when the
present world is moving fowards two diametrically
..opposite and. conflicting -ends:. one -democratic. and
other totalitariab. Ang unless it-is-left to man’s reason
to decide which efisthe stwo’ erids is' preferable -for
being ‘réasonable\aidsyielding of buman happiness
and’ treedom; "‘%’\vé’r would involve itself into an
unprecedented disaster. - It is reason which decides to

choose fréedo%againstasla\'ery, progress . against

regress, democtacy s against “totalitarianism, ‘because
these lead to human-happiness, and it is feason; again,
(rather, common sense which is an element of reason)
which dictatés that happiness is the end6f human life.
“If I wish'to travel by Plane to New Yok, reason tells
me” says Mr. Russell “that it is bétter to take a plane
which is going Constantinople. I suppose that ‘those
who think me %ngtuly rational, consider that I ought to
become so agitated at the airport as to jump into the
first plane that'I:see, and when it lands me in Cons-
tantinople I ought'to curse the people among whom I
find myself for being Turks and not Americans.” This
is all true. But is it not reason that tells Mr. Russell
why to take a plane to New York and not to Constan-
tinople at'a particular time, that is, it determines the
end? Tt is so obvious that in the interest of a happy
world reason must dictate not only the means but even
the ends in the sphere of human relations.

The uniquengss -of Bertrand Russell is that he is not
merely a philosophér but alsoa bold agitator on'moral
and socia}I issues—agitator who is always prepared to
suffer for his convictions. To be a philosopher'is one
thing, he believes, to be a moral critic and an indig-
nant citizen against an injustice is another.

On the questions of morality and the relation bet-
ween sexes, Russell is bluntly heterodox. As a result
he evoked considerable opposition in orthodox circles.
He is opposed to conventional views of any kind. He
tears old beliefs to smithereens, but—and this is un-
fortunate—he has given no positive beliefs which can
recoup the faith of the world. He is a great sceptic
no doubt, but he is not a prophet. And here lies his
" weakness as a philosopher and the defect of his philo-
sophy. He can demolish the old dilapidated world,
but he cannot construct a new.

.Being a shrewd observer of things, Russell was pro-
bably the first leftist intellectual to see danger and

8

January 1958

even to denounce the Soviet Russian experiment wiien
all other intellectuals of the world were waxing elo-
quent over what they considered the “new civilisa-
tion.”

He visited Soviet Russia as a member of an Unoffi-
cial Labour Delegation in 1920. The delegation arriv-
ed in Russia in great enthusiasm and it is said that
when they first- saw the Soviet flag on reaching the
frontier, they spontaneously burst into song with the
Internationale and The Red Flag. ;

But the delegation—particularly Russell--were soon
disappointed. Russell wrote “I was infinitely unhappy
in that atmosphere. .. .One who believes, as I do, that
the free intellect is the chief engine of human progress,
cannot but be fundamentally opposed to Boﬁhevism.
The hopes which inspire communism are, in the main,
as admirable as those instilled by the Sermon on the
Mount, but they are held as fanatically and are as
likely to do....much harm.”

Immediately -after -his return: from Russia Russell--
wrote'the Practice-and Theory of Bolshevism.'- In that
book, which is still today as topical as.it was then,
Russell pointed -out that the British Sodialists were
wrong in thinking that the “dictatorship of the prole-
tariat” was merely a new form of representative
government. He made it clear that “dictatorship”
meant’ “dictatorship” whereas the word “proletariat’
was used “in a Pickwickian sense” and actually meant
the Communist Party or clique.

Russell is a philosopher who is abundantly gifted
with a very high sense of humour. He would enjoy a
joke even at his own expense. His retorts are as
devastating as they are well-known. Whenever he
faced hostile social opinion, and suffered due to his
convictions, as well as when he was in financial dis-
tress or out of job; it was his sense of humour that
kept him in good spirits. He would sometimes take
an illogical position in relation with others, which
would almost verge on personal vendetta on his part;
one instance of this is his later dislike for Professor C.
E. M. Joad when this eminent philosopher came to be
described by certain British papers as “Britain’s lead-
ing philosopher.” ,

Whatever may be Russell's detects, or those of his
philosophy, it is certain that his contribution to the
development of modern thought is outstanding. Prin-
cipia Mathematicia, which he wrote in collaboration
with Whitehead is accepted on all hands as one of the
supreme achievements of human mind. (And it is said
that no more than 20 people in the world have read
it right through!) :

His present concern is to prevent an atomic war.
Early in July 1955, at the age of eighty-three, he called
a press conference in London; and with the support
of many Nobel Prize Winners of the world, raised
his powerful voice against the production of hydrogen
bomb and other nuclear weapons. Only six montns
earlier on the same question he said in a television
broadcast: “I appeal as a human being to human
beings. Remember your humanity, and forget the
rest. If you can do so the way lies open to a new
paradise; if you cannot, nothing lies before you but
universal death.”



‘right and beautiful landscapes.

I. C. C. F. Conference: A Report

by A Correspondent

N Exhibition of paintings and photographs and

two ‘Seminars were the distinguishing features of
the fourth Conference of the Indian Committee for
Cultural Freedom held in Patna on December 14 and
15, under the -presidentship ‘of Mrs. Rukminidevi
Arundale.

The Exhibition of paintings and photographs was
held on December 18 and 14 at the Wheeler Senate
Hall of the Patna University. During the two days
that it was open from 10 in the morning till 8 in the
evening it drew eager crowds of students and other
citizens of Patna who highly appreciated the rare
opportunity that they had got of viewing some of the
best paintings and photographs. . | :

The larger collection of paintings in the Exhibition
was of Mr. Gopal Ghosh, who had sent many of his
Other painters re-
presented in the Exhibition were Mr. K. K. Hebbar,
Mr. Ara, Mr. Badri Narayan, Mr. Almelkar, Mr. Shivax
Chavda ahd Mr.: Homi Patel. The photogiaphs were
by Mr. Sunil Janah, one of ‘the best photographers of
India. It wa$ a fine ‘selection of ‘over sixty- pgot'()nga-
Fhs which gave a picturesque view of the various

acets of Indian life and people. '

“The Democratic Alternative” was the topic dis-
cussed at the first Seminar which was held for a whole
day on Saturday the 13th. Prof. Narmadeshwar Prasad
of the Patna University presided over the Seminar
and prominent amongst the participants were Mr.
Jayaprakash Narayan, Mr. M. R. Masani, Prof. V. K. N.
Menon, Mr. M. P. Mishra, Prof. Rajkrishna and Prof.
Amlan Datta.

The discussion took place on the basis of a ninety-
page thesis speciallys written for the Seminar by Miss
Devaki Sreenivasan. The discussion centred around
the various aspects of Liberalism and Gandhism and
how to synthesise one with the other. There was
also some, discussion about Gramdan and the institu-
tional patterns and land relations that should develop
in Gramdan villages. One point that was particularly
emphasised in the Seminar was the growing danger
of the Statist tendency.

The other Seminar took place on Sunday morning.
The topic for discussion was “the Integration of the
Tribal People in Indian Society.” Three papers had
been prepared for the Seminar: the first one by Prof.
Narmadeshwar Prasad of the Patna University, the
second one by Dr. L. N. Chapekar of Bombay and the
last one by Mr. Roy Burman of Calcutta.

Mr. B, S. Guha, Director of the Bihar Tribal Welfare
Institute, presided over the Seminar and his was the
most:outstanding contribution to the discussion. With
his ‘long association with and experience of work
amongst tribal peoples of Assam and Bihar he made
a dpowerful plea for a psychological identification bas-
€d on proper understanding of their life and culture.
Prominent amongst others who participated in the

Seminar were Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan, Mrs. Rukmi-
nidevi Arundale, Mr. Nabakishore Das, Mr. Ziauddin
Ahmed, Mr. H. B. Chandra and Father Lace..

The inaugural session of the Conference was held
on Saturday afternoon at the hall of Bihar Chamber
of Commerce. The session was largely attended by
delegates, members of the Reception Committee and
prominent citizens. Mr. R. K. Desai of the Bihar
Stdate Financial Gorporation ‘welcothed the delegates
on behalf of the Reception’ Committee, Mrs, Rukmini-
devi Arundale, the President of the Conference, then
delivered her presidential .address. i

In the course of her presidential address Mrs. Arun-
dale made a powerful plea for<a “perfect balance bet-
ween head and heart.” She said:«“The power of the
intellect is so great that one-almost trembles in anti-
cipation of what may come out of*it.. In both good
and evil intellect can be a common factor, but the
one single factor that transmutes the world from evil
to. good is. the power of the heart. ~If we: can develop
the human being as we-have developed science, we
can-risé to-great heights of beautiful living.”

Mrs. Arundale deprecated the use of art for politics
or political pyrposes. She said: “The attempt to use
art for creating differences is indeed a tragedy. When
politicians try to use art, they do not use it, they des-
troy it, for the spirit of the creative: artist cannot be
used.” Emphasising - the vital necessity of cultural
freedom, she said: “When art is created to order, it
becomes like a machine-made article.” Mrs. Arundale’s
was an inspiring address and it was heard with rapt
attention.

The General Meeting of the Indian Committee for
Cultural Freedom was held on Sunday afternoon. Mrs.
Rukminidevi Arundale was in the Chair. Delegates
who attended the Meeting had come from Madras,
Bombay, Delhi and Calcutta.- Some delegates had
come from Orissa and Andhra. . There were also a
number of delegates from Patna. =

The Meeting adopted- the report and the audited
statement of accounts. It sanctioned the new arrange-
ment proposed for Quest, the bi-monthly journal spon-
sored by the Committee according to which the jour-
nal will be converted into a quarterly of criticism and
constructive thought and the editorial responsibility
will be entrusted to Mr.-Abu Syed Ayyub and Prof.
Amlan Datta, both of Calcutta, as Joint Editors. The
journal will, however, continue to be published frpm
Bombay. The Meeting placed on record its high
appreciation of the selfless services rendered to the
journal by the retiring Editor, Mr. Nissim Ezekiel.

The Meeting also adopted a plan of action. Apart
from vigorous attempts to enlarge membership and
establish new local groups and activise old groups,
the Committee will set up four study groups. The
first group consisting of Mr. Purshottam Tricumdas,
Mr. M. P. Mishra, M. P., and Prof. V. K. N. Menon will
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collect information about laws and procedures which

are repugnant to self-respect and human dignity. The -
second grouv, of which Mr. R. K. Desai ‘was appointed

the Convenor, will study import restrictions on the
entry of books and periodicals and photographic and
other materials required by artists. The third group
which will work under the guidance of Mr. Jayapra-
kash Narayan will study the institutional patterns and
land relations to be developed in Gramdan villages.
The last group will study the problem. of State patron-
age to arts and literature and its effect on the free-
dom'of artists. and writérs, It ‘was also decided to
undertake a study of developments in Kerala under
the communist regime.. " . : vy

_ Messages. wishing_success,ito, the. Conference were

received amongst others, from ;Mr. Dennis de Rouge-
mont, the.Chairmanof the Cangress for Cultural Free-

dom, Mr. Ghorayeb, the Middle East.representative.

of the Congress, the. Japan Committee for Cultural
Freedom :and: Sir JohneLatham on behalf of the Aus-
tralian Associationfo tural Freedom. -

The: Meeting then ‘elected an Executive Committee
consisting of ' the following: Mrs. Rukminidevi Arun-
dale, Mr. Sampurnanand, Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan,
Mr. Bhaktavatsalam,: Mr. M..R. Masani,. Mr. Asoka
Mehta; Mr. Jaipdl Singh, Mr. Eric da Costa,-Mr. Lax-
manshastii - Joshiy. Mzg*Bamgingh, Profi VK -N!
Menon, Profi=Amlan- Datta; " Prof. Narmadeshwar
Prasad, Mr.”M. P. Mishra and Mr. R™K:. Desai. The
newly elécted Executive-Gommitteewhich held its
first meeting /later! in the nightseo-dpted ‘Mr. Philip
Spratt, Mr. J. B. Hi Wadia and Mr. V. B:-Karnik'as
members and ‘elected..the. latter. , two -as Hon.
Secretaries. 't ¢ B

The last function of the Conference wids a public
mecting held at the hall of the Bihar Chamber of
Commerce on Sunday .evening. .. Mrs. Rukminidevi
Arundale presided and speeches were deliverd by
Mr. M. R. Masani, Mr. M. P. Mishra and Mr. Jaya-
prakash Narayan. Mr. Masani gave an account of the
work done by the Indian Committee and by the inter-
national organisation, the Congress-for,. Qultural Free-
dom. Mr. Mishra dealt ‘with the danger to freedom
and democracy represented by the international com-
munist movement :and urged.the, negessity of vigorous
activities for the defence of-the values of free society.
Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan called "attention to the
dilemma before the civilised world:posed by the con-
fligting claims of individualism and- collectivism. He
expressed himself in favour of individualism, but urged
the necessity of reforming and changing'the individual.
This, he said, would be a human revolution, the great-
est revolution ‘to be experienced by human society.
In her concluding remarks the President; Mrs. Ruk-
minidevi Arundale spoke about higher human values
and pleaded for their acceptance ‘and vigorous asser-
tion. She ‘'also thanked the Reception Committee for
the arrangements made for the Conference and the
students and’ citizens of Patna for their help and
co-operation. '

Patna, December 15, 1957.
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A MEETING WITH DJILAS WIFE—Contd. from page 2

“My husband had his political ideas,” she told me. T
don’t know about politics. . I know only that he is my
husband.”

She has been able to keep her job in a bank. As I
looked around it was clear that it was a struggle to
keep the household going. I asked about Alexei and
how he fared at school. Fine, she said, except for one
or two incidents. - When he had wold the children that
his father was going to buy him a bicycle, they had
said:

“Your father is in jail. How can he buy you a
bicycle?” Alexei’s answer was, “My father is in
jail for freedom.” fids

Dijilas gets the same treatment as other prisoners.

_He is allowed to see his family once a month, write

and receive one letter a month, get one parcel a month.
Although in solitary, he is in good spirits. But it is a
jail, and Sremska Mitrovica prison is a cold ‘one, and
the winter months have resulted in his developing
arthritis and rheumatic pains. = To help against the
cold, his wife knitted him a wool pullover.

He.is now, permitted a-daily walk in the prison yard,
to get.a, bitof the sun. From other sources I learned
that he had asked for a list of books.to read, but no
books.from-outside have been allowed him. . He was
told he could read the books in the prison library—the
dreary, dogmatic books by Communist hacks that he
has already read too well. £

'His wife told me that Dijila’s mother, with a bad
heart, did not know of the new trial and she was afraid
to tell her. :

A big question at the trial was how The New Class
got out of the country and into the hands of its Ame-
rican publisher, Frederick Praeger. In a city full of
rumours one hears (I don’t know how authentically)
that when Dijilas was arrested his house was searched
and two copies of the manuscripts were confiscated,
but that there was a third somewhere. Mrs. Dijilas
will not talk of this subject.

At present Dijilas is working on a “non-political”
book, about one of the great Montenegrin prince-
bishops who was a champion of his people’s freedom.
But there is another book of his, finished before he
went to prison, which tells the story of his life and
of Monenegro between two wars.

It was submitted to a Belgrade publisher first but
the: manuscripts returned with the curt comment that
it was “below the literary standard” 'which the firm
set for its books. It will' be published; I gather, by
Harcourt Brace in New York. - I saw' a letter quoting
the publisher’s teader ‘as sayinig'that it 'was “the most
beautiful Book that has been written in the lariguag.”

As I said goodbye, Alexéi came with his mother to
the door. “T know English,” he said. “One, two, three,
four, five.” I .remarked on how -alive his face was.
“He is like my husband,” said Mrs. Dijilas, “only he is
blond and my husband is dark. “Milovan,” she added,
“is a very handsome man”. .
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With Many Voices

“The

Moans round with many voices. Come, my friends,
"Tis not too late to seck a newer world.”

The Plan, Sir, God willing, provided the Communist
Party does not gain any ascendancy in the economy
than what they have today, will be achieved........

—Finance Minister T. T. Krishnamachari,

/ ¥ Free Press Journal, December 14.

Communism helps an easy interpretation of history
and hence it often fascinates me. ‘

—Prime Minister ‘Nehru, Sunday Chronicle,

0, - December 15.

The Bhoodan or Gtamdan experiment conducted. by
Acharya Bhave is the real socialism which India could
practice and also demonstrate before the world.

—Mr. Shriman Narayan, A.I.C.C. Economic Review,

: December 15.

P Sarvodaya as it is, is found to suit the Indian
conditions and yields best results, it is nothing, but
Marxism applied to India. One may not like to call it
Marxism, but it is. " ; o

—“Kranti”, Monthly New-Age, December 1957.

I refuse to be hanged because of my “mis-deeds”
until such time as my honourable (communist) mem-
bers opposite take charge of this government, in which
case I have been “assured by my communist friends
that they will probably swing me first. -

—Finance Minister T. T. Krishnamachari,
"Hindustan Times, November 29.

The economic consequences of Mr. Krishna Menon
need now be taken into consideration.
—The Eastern Economist, November 29.

In Asia politics is food and food is politics.
—Mr. M. A. deSilva, New Leader, November 11.

Yo the Editor,

FreepoM FImsT,

C/o0 Democratic Research Service,
127, Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Bombay 1.

Please enrol me as a subscriber to FrEEpOM FIRST.
I remit the annual subscription of Rs. 8| Rs. 2 for
members of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom.

NAATERE) s g ins i i e i e TR Shee SRR e

Signature

—Tennyson.

But today, at least in the country, the communists:
have become very very respectable! j
—Mr. Tridib Choudhury, M.P. Thought, '
December 14. |

: 1

The Second Plan Frame was an imperfect essay of
an imaginative person in projecting his ideas into they
future without being bound by mundane considera-
tions such as shortage of finance, man power and
resources.

—Finance Minister T. T. Krishnamachari Free Press
e ol December 14,

Breathes there a Congressman who fears the Cos
gress President? He would be a bold man who answeg-.
in the affirmative. i
—“Junius”, Swarajya, December 2

The experiment with parliamentary democracy hag
completely failed in India. ; : 2
—Jayaprakash Narayan, Hindustan Times;

; December 18

Communalism and communism are the two facets’
of the same sociological and political phenomenon.
The two facets are inextricably joined to each other:,

—Mr. Shriman Narayan, AICC Econon '
Review, December Lz

Though nobody knows for how long, it is now
Noon’s day in Pakistan which is, of course, not to say
that it is Pakistan’s non-day! - ;

—“Tunius”, Swgzrajya, De8ember: 21.:

I. C. C. F. NEWS

A three-day Seminar on “Education for Democracy”;
was held in Bangalore on 22, 23 and 24 December}
Mr. S. Nijalingappa the Chief Minister of Mysore;
inaugurated the Seminar. Prominent amongst those
who participated in the Seminar were Mr.- V. Venka-
tappa, Minister for Education, Mr. P. L. Sastry, m.4'
M.L.C., Prof. M. V. Krishna Rao, Prof. C. V. Srinivas
Murthy, Prof. Venkateshachar, Rev. I. L. Thoma.,
Mr. A. N. Krishna Rao, Mr. Philip Spratt and Mr. M
A. Venkata Rao. The Seminar was held at the He
of Kannada Sahitya Parishat. - "?‘

* £ *

Under the auspices of the Asian Office of the Cony
gress for Cultural Freedom, Mr. Jayaprakash Narayat
addressed a public meeting in New Delhi on Decer
ber 17 on the prospects of parliamentary democra: :
in India. i
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