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. · T: ~P'.'tt~tipise the actions of persons in . high places 
·• •:and to invite attention to certain' dangerous 
iroij4~;tiQ~~ is always a hazardous task. If, ?owever, 
freedom iS'.~o survive. ~nd democracy is to thrive there 
mu'st ~e ·iq \a free. society some who will be intrepid 
enough to.,'bndertake that task. 

:Freedom First's criticism of the Mahalanobis Plan 
and the technique of physical planning and its reve­
lations regarding the communist charac~ of most of 
the foreign experts gathe·ri<f together· oy tiie ' Indian 
S~ati.sti~al Institute has ev.id~ntly earned fqr it some 
u~pleli'sure in hi~1 qum.ters.' Freedom First is not 
afraid of incurring displeasure, when public duty 
requires it to run' that risk; it would not, however, 
like its position to be misunderstood. 
', Freedom First had criticised the Mahalanobis Plan 

· and' its technique of physical planning on the basis of 
the, little information that was then available in scanty 
~ewspaper reports. · Since then, some authoritative 
dotuments have been published, namely, the Plan 

' 'FFame of Prof. Mal1alanobis, a note prepared jointly 
by ·the E conomic Divisions ·of the Minish-y of Finance 
an.d the Planning Commission, the memorandum 
of the Panel of Economists and Prof. B. R. Shenoy's 
o'ote of dissent to the memorandum. Now that these 

" docume~ts have been published for general discus-
siori; it 'fill be necessary to study the¢, and to re­
exa~ihe, in the light of this new infor;:nation that has 
now become available, the criticism that had been 

,m_ade earlier. Freedom First will essay that task in 
the course of the next three or four months that are 
happily allowed for a discussion of the Plan Frame. 

At the moment, it is necessary to point out that 
Freedom First is not alone in the doubts and appre­
hensions that it had expressed about some of the 
features of Mahalanobis Plan and their impact on 
freedom and democracy. One of the most outspoken 
critics of that Plan, now C<llled the Plan Frame, kts 

... 
been 1 Dr. B. C. Roy, the Chief Minister. of West 
Bengal. In a note submitted to the National Dev~­
lopment Council, Dr. Roy stated : "In 'my opinion, 

\ the Plan is unpractical both in regard t}J' the t,otal 
·effort which is envisaged, as well as the~ Il)anner in' 
which this total effort is proposed to be applied, in. 
different directions. r;:.:,. . 

"Very broadly, my criticism is that: .. 
(a) the total strain involved will be b~yonq 'our 

present capacity to bear, particularly in yiew1 ~f 
the fact that the most important element ' i4 
assessing this capacity in democratic pldnnirig 
is the willingness of different sections of ' the 
people themselves to undergo this · stran1; an~ 

(b) the different major heads under which ' this · 
effort is to be made will lead to a · lop-sided 

! · development, -thus seriously injuring the pros­
. - pects of ba-lanced growth.!'. 

The note then examines the various targets of the 
Plan Frame and points out that the approach aQ.opted 
"is an example of putting the cart before the horse." 
It says: "The level of our targets should be pitched 
according to capacity and not according to :what we 
may wish for." The note has also criticised very 
severely the pattern of development contemplated by 
the Plan Frame. 

Equally trenchant criticism of the 'Plan Frame has 
been voiced by Prof. B. R. Shenoy, a member of the 
Panel of Economists 'vvith a distinguished record of 
academic and public service behind hin1. It is true 
that his was the only voice of dissent in the P~nel but 
that does not in itself reduce the validity of his criti­
cism. He has criticised the basic idea of the Plan 
Frame of financing the Second Five Year Plan to the 
extent of Rs. 1000 crores by resort to deficit financing. 
He has pointed out that deficit financing of such a 
high order may well lead to wild inflation which 
would inflict permanent injury on the economy of 
the country. He regards the plan as "over-ambitious" 
aud warns against the consequences of adopting a.n 
over-ambitious plm1 in the following words : 

"To force a pace of development in excess of the 
capacity of the available real resources must Ileces­
saril y involve uncon trolled infl ation. Tn a democratic 
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cq hl,V,fj'ityJ ,t~~ere ··~h~ ,mas~es,, ~f the peo~le):live recommendations are based are the same as those of 
Clo. e ''to ' the margin of subsistence,: uncontrolled '>infla- communist or totalitarian · plans. Both the Frrst and 
tion may pro?e ·to be explosive and might undermine the Second five-year plans of the Soviet Union were 
the existing ord.er of society. Alternatively, if appro- based on these principles; so also are the plans of 
priate "physical measure", familiar to a communist East European satellites and China. It' ·should be 

.~~o~~~~r ~·~~!~ .. adppted (i~ ~an effbrt to .; preven~i'~dbv~9us ' t~t i~ these recommendations ~et~·acce'~t~~f~ 
·•• mflation) we ' would · be · wntmg off, gradually or · their ""~umulahve effect would be to push '(u.a~a s ~" 

rapidly, depending upon the exigencies of the Plan, economy increasingly into a mould undistinguishable 
in~lividual liberty and democratic institutions by from that of the communist country;" · ' •t.:, '", . 
administrative or legislative action." It should be clear therefore that Freedofn Fitst 'is ·· 

• :Prof. Shenoy has also examined the "policy and not alone in criticising the Mahalanobis Pian an'd in · 
institutional implications of the Plan 'Frame" and has drawing ·attention to some of its implications tending . 
stated: · "I apprehend that reliance on legl.slation and in the ·direction of totalitarianism. It niay ""ihave ·• 
administrative measures to increase the rate of spoken first and spoken a little sharply: Some "::wou1<;1 
'sa'1.ng, which will permit a bigger and bolder Plan, have liked the voice to be less sharp· and. some, in~ the ; 
~ay by degrees undermine our democratic social belief that they had already · combatted ap~ re­
order, which would be too high a price to pay for pelled the danger, would have liked the matter to ~be . 
accelerated economic development. Legislative and dropped. In a democracy it is always best that ·the 
administrative action should be directed to ensuring people at large should know of the ,da11ger~~th:ft· had · 
the socially most effective uses of savings. To permit tlu·eatened them, even if it has receded fch: ·tV~ flip~ • 
acce~erated economic development it would be pre- being. Opinions again might differ whether the 
ferabl_e to supplement domestic savings by foreign danger has already passed and in any casct·· vigilance 
capital and foreign aid." might pay better dividends than complacence. " 

· Influent~a.l organs of public opinion hav~ been One of our critics has been extremely unkind and 
equaUy ~nt~cal a~ou~ the Plan Frame. !he Hmdu of unfair. Mr. Shriman Narayan, the General Secretary 
Madras m 1ts Editonal dated Ma_y 21 disapproved of of the Indian National Congress, has charged the 
~e methods proposed. for financmg the plan, of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom with being 
tar~ets ~~awn up entirely unrelated to the resources "mainly interested in the well-being of the private 

available," of the pattern of. devel~pment and con- sector or the capitalists in the country." The charge 
eluded: - The ~esult :of thi~ lopsided _ program~e _-: is based on the_allegation that the India_n_ C_ommi_ttee 
would be to raise pnces, bnng down consumption is opposed on th~ one hand tq large-scale production 
~tandar_ds a~d leave . the much-favoured cottage and on the other to village _i-ndustries, as ~he Jatt~J\ 

;mdustri~s ~'Ith mountmg stocks of _u~sold goods. would leave very -little -scope- for large-scale factory · 
Th~re IS clear nee~ for a more reahs~IC approach, production in the private. sector. The_ alleg_ation. has 
whiCh does not e~visage t?o heavy bmdens on the no basis in fact. The Indian Comm1ttee IS neither 
consun~er and . wh1~h pro~1d~s for a more generous opposed to large-scale production nor to village 
expansiOI~ of hght mdustnes. . industries. 

Revertmg to the same subJect on June 12, the . . .. 
Hindu describes Prof. Mahalanobis as the person What Freedom_ F11·st ha? cntlcised was o~ the one 
''from whom the second Five Year Plan largely hand the emphasis placed 111 the Mahalano_lns Pia~ _on 
derives its inspiration" and criticising a . statement heavy industries and . on the other ~and Its declSlon 
made by him at a press conference that if he had his to reserve all additional pro~uchon. of con~u:9er 
way he would put into cold-storage modern techno- goods for hand an~ cottage mdustnes. Opmwn~; 
logy, writes: "Yon cannot possibly use modern (Contrnu ed on page 10) 
technique selectively bringing into existence steel and 
cement plants on up to date lines and at the same 
time trying to meet the demands for a higher stand­
ard of living, through the output of cottage industries." 
The Hindu then quotes appreciatively the following 
passage from an article by l\ll r. Kingsley Martin in 
the New Statesman and Nation: 

"It is bold for any country which maintains a demo­
cratic structure to embark on a plan which involves so 
high a proportion of saving. Communist countries, 
which have converted so large a percentage of the 
nation's earnings into capital expenditure, have done 
so at the cost of much coercion and expropriation." 
It is to be hoped that the Prime Minister and others 
will ponder deeply these words of their very devoted 
friend. 

T hought of Delhi has been equally critical about 
the recommendations of Prof. Mahalanobis and his 
experts. [t wrote: "The principles on which these 
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Notes 

Soviet ·Delegation to Yugoslavia 

F. ROM ~il accounts it is apparent that. the high 
.. , powered Soviet delegation · to Yugoslavia has 
failed to · achieve its objects. Its object, obviously, 
was to· woo "and win Yugoslavia on the side of · the 
Sovi~t bloc in the politics of the cold war. It was, 
hpwever, amusing to see Khrushchev, leader of the 
delegation, becoming over-anxious to make amends 
for "the grave charges and insults levelled against the 
leaders and government of Yugoslavia" when Marshal 
Tito broke with Stalin. "As far as we are concerned," 
declared Khrushchev, immediately after the delega­
tion alighted at Belgrade Air Port, in a prepared 
speech of which he had con,veniently neglected to 
give his hosts any advance notice, "we attribute with­
out he~itation the aggravations to the provocative role 
that Lavrenti P. Beria .... and others-recently ex­
posed enemies of the people-played .. .. . For our part 
we are ready to do everything necessary to eliip!nate 
all obstacles standing in the way of complete norma­
lisation of relations between our states." _It. is l'epor­
ted that Marshal Tito, unmoved by Khrushchev's 
statement, simply motioned him, without a word, into 

"a limousine. Yugoslav leaders have been quite vocal 
that they regard Khrushchev's statement as hypocri­
tical, and they have refused to take it seriously. The 
Yugoslav press have significantly drawn a parallel 
between Khrushchev's calumny against Beria and the 
earlier Russian denunciation of Tito. It is, indeed, 
unfair that the entire blame for Russo-Yugoslav rift 
should be now placed on the shoulders of Beria, who 
is ·no more. This is not to say that Beria had had no 
hand whatsoever in it. But others, notably Stalin, 

• Malenkov, Molotov, Zhdanov have had a major part 
in bringing about the rift and denouncing Tito and 
his colleagues. Zhdanov had declared Tito "an impe­
rialist spy" and Malenkov had affixed his signature on 
the expulsion of Yugoslavia from the Cominform. 
Obvio11sly they would not have done so without 
Stalin's orders. Even long after Beria's execution, the 
Russian attitude towards Yugoslavia did not soften. 

This sudden somersault in Russian. policy towards 
Yugoslavia spotlights the Machiavellian character of 
it - as a matter of fact, of all Soviet policies. 

Who knows how long this "age-old friendship" with 
Yugoslavia will last? One fine morning it may dis­
appear with equal suddenness, and Tito may be once 
again denounced as vehemently as before. 

It must be said to the credit of Yugoslav leaders 
that while they have been polite in their dealings 
with Russian officials, they have been shrewd enough 
to sense the dangers - internal as well as external -
involved .in aligning themselves with Soviet Russia 
and her satellites. 

Home Rule in Tunisia .. ~ . 

FRANCE must.be complimented on her decision to · 
. grant home rule to Tunisia. An agreement .tp 

that effect was sigl)ed early! in June betweei;t the two 
Governments. ~ r" 

According to the agreement France still retains 
control over foreign affairs and defence. , ')}he .Neo 
Destqr, the nationalist party of Tunisia, . have" 
accepted the agreement as a step towards. ~omplete 
independence and have promised full co-op~.t;ation. 
Their leader, Mr. Bourghiba has declared: "' ,;'Total 
independence remains our supreme objective. 
Scrupulous application of the home rule convl:)ntioqs 
will help us find the formula whereby the ~sociati9n 
of friendship and solidarity between France a;td 
Tunisia can continue harmoniously." · · . 

When after the agreement was signed Mr. Bourg~ 
hiba returned to Tunisia after an exile of fortY rnontl;!s · 
the country gave him entlmsiastic welcome, . I:I.e, ·~!15 
made a generous appeal to the French aq.d !Jle 
Tunisians to "forget the conflicts and . 9~~rels 
of yesterday." . . ·. . ... 

While the Tunisian problem is thus solved,, there i,s 
still no end in sight of the conflicts in Algefia an,:d 
Morocco. Recently there has been grave trouble in 
Algeria and France is reported to be sending · nioi:e 
troops and arms to quell it. France would do well to ' 
heed Mr. Bourghiba's warning that- "force cannot'· 
solve her crisis in North Africa" and to seek a peace-
ful solution of those qmflicts. ~ · ' ,.. ~ 

- ·-- ~ - -· .. ~ . ··~ --.., ~ ----. -
Payment in Kind 

I T is reported that the Government of China has 
decided to pay its civil servants in kind instead of 

in cash from the month of July. Details of the 
scheme are not yet available; so we do not know at 
the moment how much of corn, cloth and other essen­
tials of life will be available to the civil servants of 
the communist regime. 

Prisoners are usually paid in kind, but even they 
appreciate some payment in cash, even though it may 
not be actually made until after release. Soldiers are 
paid a part of tl1eir salaries in kind, but they put up 
with it because of the peculiar and somewhat favoured 
conditions of their service. 

Payment in cash is preferred by all kinds of work­
ers, as the cash they get can be utilised by them for 
purchasing any goods or services they desire. It is 
cash alone which enables them to exercise their free­
dom of choice regarding the various types of goods 
and services available in the market. High prices and 
non-availability may sometimes restrict their choices. 
But the remedy is to increase the supply and make all 
goods and services available at reasonable prices. 
~ The system of payment in kind deprives workers 
and civil servants of their right of free choice 
as consumers. The right passes on to the State, which 
will decide what food they should eat, what clothes 
they shou ld wear, and w hat services they should use. 
The sys tem will be analogou s to the one prevailing in 
prisons or slave labour camps. 
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A Welfare State is expected to}<;>,9~ after the basic 
needs of the people, not by doling _qutJhe food grains, 
the cloth and other commodities that the . people 
need but by providing gainful ·employment which 
will enabJe citizens to earn the cash for purchasing 
the . &ood~ . and services they choose and providing· a 
growmg number of health and welfare amenities 
which\will be available to all without payment or on 
a_ npminal. ~barge. Any other conception of a Wei-

~ fam ~ta~e will reduce it to a .slave society. 
. As a ' result of this latest decision of their Govern­
ment, the civil servants of China-a relatively favour­
ed class-are losing their last vestige of freedom 
symbolised by the availability of cash which enables 

· a person to avail himself of the goods and services 
of his choice. 

Eliminating English? 

·'A. HEALTHY note was struck by Dr. Hare Krushna 
,. Mahatab, the Governor of Bombay when, in · a 

.. spe~h· at Poona, he disapproved of the tendency 
found in many quarters of seeking to eliminate the 
English language. Some sections of Indians, he 
said, were trying "to forget the 200 years preceding 

. the., attainment of freedom." . He deprecated the 
· . tendency to "try to reconstruct history by eliminating 
th~ immediate past." . It would be wrong on any­
body's part, he. said, to try to forget English or to 
eliminate it. He advised : .. "We ..sh.ould...cnot hesitate 
to - use the English language and borrow English 
expressions wherever necessary." 

Dr. Mahatab's so.und advice is . in- refreshing 
contras'f'\ovith the uninformed talk that is widely_ pre­
valent in the country. It is legitimate to demand the 
recognition of Hindi as the national language. It is 
equally legitimate to demand recognition and en­
couragement of regional languages. But neither 
need take the shape of a campaign for the elimination 
of English. The English language has now become 
a part and parcel of our national life and it would be 
most unwise to allow nationalist prejudices and 
parochial consider-ations to deprive the country of 
that rich heritage of its recent past. 

An Onerous Gift 

IT is reported that communist China is handing over 
to Nepal Dr. K. I. Singh, who had sought refuge 

in that country after his abortive attempt to over­
throw ·by force of anns the legitimate Government 
of Nepal. Dr: Singh is a fugitive from justice and 
had found a congenial home in China. The com­
munist rulers of the country not only gave him shelter 
but also tried to build him up as the revolutionary 
leader of the people of Nepal just as they are building 
up Pridi in the case of Thailand. 

Now that the indoctrination is complete and there: 
is plenty of unrest in Nepal, China is prepared to 
send back Dr. Singh. The local communists have 
for several months now been preparing the ground by 
d<:manding facilities for the rebel's retmn. 

It is made to appear in certain quarters as if China 
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is 1:elenting and making a concession · to Nepal. In 
'point of fact China is imposing an onerous gift upon 
.that small Himalayan kingdom of great strategic 
;importance. Unless democratic elements in Nepal 
:r~main watchful, the gift may, indeed, prove 
too onerous. 

The Text-Book Muddle 

PRIMARY and secondary schools in the . S~at~. of 
Bombay have had to begin their work tfdr the 

new academic year without textbooks, more parti­
cularly for the higher standards. Scho~ls · cbuld not, 
therefore, arrange their calendars and begin thefr 
teaching and a number of school days were wasted.' 

The muddle developed as a result of Goveriltnent's 
delay in according sanction to textbooks, iri se_ttlitig 
prices with publishers and in giving the print orders 
to the printing presses. If the Education Departm~nt 
of the Government had moved with proper speed;· all 
these delays could have been avoided. ~ • 

The Government's right to decide, in consi1ltation 
with expert opinion, the curricuhirrt of priinary and 
secondary schools and to sanction the textbooks that 
may be used is not disputed. But in exercisifig that 
right they must act with reasonable efficiency ·and 
promptness. They have no right to hold · up 
the work of schools or to harry publishers ahd 
printers of textbooks by reason of their failure to 
take timely decisions. 

Obscene Literature 

THE Ministry of Fin~nce has by an order banned 
the import of "obscene literature and horror 

comics." There has been recently a great deal of 
public outcry against this type of literature and its 
deleterious effect on the impressionable minds of 
young persons and students. It must be admitted 
that the outcry is to some extent justified and that it 
is desirable to keep such literature away from the -
hands of the young. It is not necessary therefore to 
protest against the ban. · '· 

It is not easy, however, to execute the order. There 
is no exact and commonly accepted definition of 
either obscene literature or of horror comics. It will 
be difficult for the executing authorities to determine 
what material falls under that category and what do-es 
not. It is possible that amongst them there may be 
some who, out of over-enthusiasm or their own pecu­
liar ideas of what is proper and moral, will give an 
extended meaning to those terms and seek to prevent 
the import of books that they do not like. Such 
provisions of law always place in the hands of exe­
cutive authorities enormous powers which can be 
easily misused. It will be necessary to keep a watch­
ful eye and prevent such misuse of powers. 

The problem presented by the publication and sale 
of obscene literature is no t peculiar to India. It has 
appeared in many other countries. The Australian 
Committee for Cultural Freedom has prepared a 
thoughtful statement on the subject which is publish­
ed elsewhere in this issue. It indicates the lines on 
-.vhich the problem can be tackled. 
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.Mr, . W .. Ar(hul' Lewis, a W est Africpn Negro by birth, is a professor of social sciences in the Manchester Uni_versity. lie . 
is a member of .the. Br~t.ish . L~bour !'arty a:'1 is an exper~ on. the problems of the economic. development of ,coJotlt~l · ~)ld 
underdeveloped· cottf1:trtes. HtS arttcle ongmally appeanng m the SociALIST CoMMENTARY tS reproduced here<fP.$ ,-it, haca · 
bearing on· the : problems of economic policy · discussed in the aotmtrv. · '>:>:y?f' ;- _, ' "i. 

,.1 • . M .!"''"~ •.JH;: .. ,f •.. 

W. · HA 'l,'EVER else soCialis(s may argue about, we the present system, they ought to refor~~~t. "-·'M}>r~~ 
.,. a,re .all equalitarians: this is the -foundation of fundamentally it is necessary to realize th'a1 -~· poliiy · 

ol.(r Ja~th,.'1 w~ do not believe that all men have the which emphasizes the taxation of income is ori ~<th'e 
.same characteristics, or that all meri should have the wrong tack. The reason why there are such wide 
's.~!h'6.-~incqll)e. •We do believe that all children should differences in income is that there is suchfine.qt,ality 
haye ,eqmil :economic oppor_tunities for equal talents; in of opportunity and of property. If we reduced the 
other .words, we believe in a classless society. We also inequality of property, and through the educational 
belit~e that wide differences of income and property system also ensured greater equality of opportqn'tty, -
are .blid, and we desire to limit differences of income the inequality of income would autom~tic'aUy: 
b? 1 ~e , mit~imum required to stimulate and reward diminish, and so also would the necessity fOI::.b~.a~l~'·'' 
i~it{ative, ·effort and responsibility. Anyone who progressive taxation. In a society in whiclj{hi~PW~'? 
accepts these ideas wholepe~rtedly is a socialist, and differences were small and reasonable, we, ~ ,tild; •relY.~ 
belongs, to a band of pe'dple _who· have been reviled exclusively on indirect taxes, which are the ~~~1t tat~s·:· 
and persecuted th~·oughout the ages. not only because they are .cheap to collect · 'anti 

When the forefathers of the. British Labour Party not badger each individual with forms, b~{> '; alsb 
looked round them at the social scene, more than half because they do not discourage incentive.;. ~.f\Jld ' 
a century ago, ~th its' striking . contr~sts · of wealth enterprise. Fundamentally we need to attab~: ~.q)...:,·: 
and' poverty, they cb'nceived of 'three tools with which perty, rather than income. But I shall return. to ,this;. 
it might be changed' through parliamentary action. point in a moment. ·' ' •, r;' _.;: 
These were budgetary policy, economic controls and The second tool, economic controls, was shape&,· 
public ownership. · These three have been the _princi- because of disgust . ~ith _t~_e me to which . ~opietr,~s · 

--pal tools in socialist economic · policy ever . since, and resources were put. Yachts were built ·instead ·.'o:f · 
they. figured prominently in what the Party' d.id from shoes, and country mansions instead of schools. So 
1945 to 1951. Most of the discussion · is about if we controlled the use of resources through lice\}S· 
these_..tools-whether they have · done the job for ing, we .could ·deny resources to satisfy the pleasur~s·t 
which they were created, and whether it is time of the nch, and grant them rather to meet the-, needs 
to create new ones. of the poor. . · ' 

The tool of budgetary policy is used to ·tax the rich This tool is of recent fashioning; socialists as late as 
for the benefit of the poor. We have pushed this 1913 had hardly thought of it, and even in 1939 our 
policy .very far. We have created a system of social Labour Party could make only the vaguest refereqces 
services which is the admiration of the world. We to planning. The shaping of this tool is really dui:l'tb 
have · still some black spots. There are · some deplo- the second world war, when it was used extensively 
rable housing · conditions in the middle of some of our to divert resources to war purposes. The Laodur 
greatest cities. Our ,educational system is also Party inherited a complete set of cont~ols in 
backward, when compared with several ·other Euro- 1945, far greater than it would ever have thought 
pean countries, with the United States, or with the of creating from scratch, and merely accommodated 
Dominions. We have also es tablished the principle itself to them. 
that taxation to pay for these services should fall very It soon began to dismantle controls, for three 
heavily upon those with the largest incomes. reasons: first they were cumbersome, secondly they 

We have pushed progressive taxation so fat in this were unpopular, and thirdly they were unnecessary. 
country that we are clearly in the neighbourhood of Control by licensing is unnecessary if tfie same 
its limits, not only in the sense that the incomes of purpose can be gained by budgetary policy. If you 
the rich, after taxation, are now comparatively small; want to .increase the building of schools and reduce 
but also in the sense that we are in danger of destroy- the building of country mansions it is not necessary to 
ing the incentive to take risks. Nobody will take make every person in the country who wants to do 
risks involving a large possibility of loss unless there is £ 100 of building fill up a form and apply to some 
correspondingly a large possibility of gain. If we clerk for a licence. All you need to do is to tax the 
make large gains impossible we stifle enterprise. And rich, so that they cannot afford to build mansions, 
this is very serious in a country like ours which lives and use the money to build schools. If the budgetary 
on the quicksands of foreign trade, and which rnust tool is working, the controls tools is unnecessary. 
perish unless people are constantly taking the risks The controls were unpopular because they put the 
of offering new commodities. whole population at the mercy of government clerks, 

Part of the problem is the out-of-date incorne tax applying for rations, for licences to redecorate, for 
sys tem which we use; socialists ought not to defend licences for petrol, and what not. The controls were 

5 



Freedom First 

th!'lrefore ~undamentally . anti-socialist. Ours is a 
libertarian movement, fundamentally anti-govern­
ment ap.d .pr" the liberty of the individual. There are a 
few authoritarians in our midst who like the idea of 
economic controls for their-own sake. For a while the 
Bru;ty.listened to them, and occasionally even appeal-

,ed to, the voters on the ground that ours was the party 
'of controls! This gave the Conservatives an advantage . . 
Whe9 they swept away the controls they gained popu­
larity . as a . result. This was · a silly mistake on the 
~arty~s~ part, ap.d one quite inconsistent with our 
traditions; but we have learnt our lesson. 

, I . 

Not all controls should be, or have been, · swept 
away. The economic system functions badly unless 
certain minimum controls are maintained. We are 
particularly interested in those controls which are 
necessary to maintain full employment, to prevent 
<the emergence of depressed areas, and to safeguard 
the · balance of payments. These we . must disting­
uish, keep, and refine. 
. The third of our tools is to transform private into 
public property. Our forefathers looked to this to 
achieve three aims; first to break the economic and 
political power of capitalist monopolies, secondly to 
reduce their wealth, and thirdly to increase the free­
dom of the workers. 

This third objective gave rise to some confusion, 
and in the event to some disappointment. -There was 
a confused debate about the r,Qle..oL~vorkers iii.. th_e 

. transferred industries. Syndicalists and guild so cia·.:­
' lists .wished the property to be tJ:ansf.erred to the 
.'\.vorkers and run as co-operative societies. _But ill. the 
event what has been done in all countries' is to 
transfer property not to the workers but to the 
government. Workers continue to be employees, 
subject to all the frustrations of working under orders 
in large undertakings. There may be remedies for 
the malaise of working in large organizations, but 
pati9.nalization, as such, is not a remedy. Some of 
our members have become very frustrated on making 

. .this discovery, and some refuse even to recognize it. 
Socialists have to be in the forefront of finding ways 
of making life in big organizations human and fruit­
ful-but the problem is just as great in nationalized as 
it is in private industry. 

The achievement of the second purpose has also 
given rise to disappointment, though here the diffi­
culty is only transitional. If the private owners of 

. an industry are paid a price equal to its value, they 
are no worse off economically after nationalization, 
and correspondingly the industry is in no better posi­
tion to pay higher wages. Indeed, as in the case of 
British Railways, if the owners are paid more than 
the assets are worth, its power to pay wages is 
actually reduced. Those who expected nationali­
zation to raise wages have therefore been disappoint­
ed. Nationalization reduces inequality in a different 
way, which takes time. In private industry. 
for tunes grow because private profit is retained in the 
business. When an industry is nationalized, its O\ovners 
get no fu rther share in the accumulation of wealth , 
which herein after takes place on publi c account 
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, prqvided that the p.appn_aljz~Cl jnqustries are ' allowed 
to earn as muc;h profit -as :'otliers. 

The first purpose, removing power from private 
monopolists, is clearly achieved by nation,alization. 
But to whom is power transferred? In principle to 
Parliament How does Parliament exercise control? 
,Not, at present, in any satisfactory way: we are ~till 
experimenting with ways of making puplic indus~y 
really subject to public control. Do we really want 
to transfer so much power to the govem~ep.t 1 q_f.,tqe 
day? Ours is the party of 'the people'; a goverriy:t~pt 
machine in which all property and all . oppo~ri'i~i~s 
of employment are concentrated is really a totalitai~Uln 
rather than a socialist conception. • The · 'or ginal 
socialist ~onception was to transfer properW''to" tlle 
workers-I.e. to hundreds of thousands of small 
groups-not to a powerful State machine. Thi~ :·was 
abandoned because experience has shown th11f 'l~rg~.­
scale orgaoizatiop.s cannot operate succe~sfl,i,~ly .. ·on 
this basis. An alternative would be to detitoMtiZe 
property not by nationalizing it; but by redistfi'Jrciijiig { 
it. A society in which each person owned 'ap e,qual 
amount of property would come much. nel:irer· the 
socialist ideal than one in ·which ~he government 
owned all the property. . 

So o'ur ideas about the nationalization to~l !~e. · in 
ferment. It doesn't solve the problem of lalJQur,:re­
lations; it reduces private wealth in importance, btit 
only gradua,lly; it raises unsolved problems 'of control; 

.. and it raises the issue of how much power we want 
our gover'nrilents to have. . 

In addition to all these_ questions· about taxation, 
and controls; and nationalization, <mrperiod in offi<:e 
left us the legacy of two brand new problems about 
whi,ch our forefathers had never thought, namdy 
external solvency and economic progress. 

Our forefathers never needed to think of .external 
solvency, because in all their time the country had 
an enormous surplus in its balance of payments. 
Those days are gone. We have to be very careful 
not to live beyond our means and also to be able ·to 
help our poorer brethren overseas. There must be 
restraint in consumption. Mpney wages must not l?e 
increased by 10 per cent every year, because pro­
ductivity does not increase by more than · 2 per 
cent a year. 

Our forefathers never bothered about economic 
progress either. It seemed to be ·automatic in their 
day. Now we are conscious that it requires, . among 
other things, a high level of investment, which in 
turn also means restraint in consumption. Worse 
still: in a pnvate enterprise economy most saving 
comes out of profit, and most investment is done only 
if there is the incentive of profit. So if we want large 
investment and a rapidly rising standard of living, 
we must have a high profit ratio. If the Party is to 
tolerate private enterprise, while desiring a rapid 
growth of the standard of living, it must also rejoice 
when profits are high. 

It is traditional in our Party to burst a blood vessel 
whenever the word 'profits' is mentioned. To demand 
that wages should be res trained so that profits should 
hf' high is clearly sacrilegious language. But since 



Publicario·ns 
The following is a statement on obscene publications issued by the Australian ·Committee foT Cultural Freedom in coitnection 
with proposed . legislation. The statement was drafted by the President, Sir John Latham, and approved by the Executive. 

T!iE Executive of the Australian Committee for always command universal approval. Unle~s, how­
. ·cultu~al Freedom desires to state its .attitude ever, there is to be no r~stric~ion u~on the ~ublic~tW'n 

w~th , . ·regard to . the · problem of the law on of obs~e':le matter, that ~s a nsk which has to h~. tak~I,l 
.obscene publications. -and It IS better taken m a court than anywh~re ·else. 
' ': Th~1 Executiv~ _desires to make the following ( ~) An, educated ap.p~ication ~f existing ~~*te l~ws 
.9.bs~ryations , whi<;h should be regarded as relevant -w.Ith y~rhaps an addition , relatmg .to low-grade e:'­
in , c.~nsidering any legislation upon the . subject plOitati?n of ~ex, cr~elty, or hor~or-Is as goo.d..a way 
of. obscene publication. · ?f deal~g wrth a .difficult and mtractable sub1ec~ as 

' . ·.. . · . : . . . . . IS practically possible. , . 
. ( •1') <?ensodhip _ IS ~ndesrrable m pnncwle, a~d The subject of sex should not be treate~ as un-

except m the case of Imported matenal, drfficult m clean-that is hypocricy in every man an'd woman 
administration. Upon a balance of the opposing born of woman. It would be absurd to exclude sex 
fOnstdera~op.s . cu~toms examinati?n and. co?trol of from literature. But ·the subject should, ''not . _be 
rmport~.d -pubhcahons can, we thmk, be JUStified. deregarded and expolited for the purpose of unhealthy 
: i,~)'? For locally produced material-no censorship, titillation: . :. ·. ', , 
but.p~rosecution ·in a court for breach of the law. It Horror · and cruelty will not be abolished r • ~y aqy 
is suggested that a "Board of Review", or any other control of pooks and other publications. It ... would 
.au,thority which operated without the protection be ridiculous to pre~end that horror and ct1relty ~o 
given by judicial procedure, is not as satisfactory as not exist ·and to exclude them from literature. 
a court. But the weight of this objection would be The word "low-grade" could not usefully be put 
c}iminished if there were a right of appeal to a court into a statute, but "undue ,emphasis" upon the subjects 
fro.gt ' an adver~e decision of such a Board. But it could. Of course this would leave a large discre­
must _be . admitted that no court will ever exist the tion to the court. But a large discretion somewhere 

. decision , of wl1ich upon a question of obscenity will must be risked. 

··A--SOOIAl:.IST ECQN'G-M1C POLICY (Continued from page 6) 

this is clearly the situation in which we find ourselves, Naturally, some of us meet this situation better 
·we have to face it. . · . '"'- . than ot!}~r~ . . ~Some. Party members seem just to have.._ 
" High- profits are tolerable to us, as ' socialists,' only abandoned the effort to cope; they just keep on de­
on two conditions: if the profits are earned by public man ding the old mixture as if we were still back in the 
enterprises, or if property ownership is widely diffus· good old days of 1900. By a curious use of language 
ed throughout the community. The first is one these conservatives have come to be known as the 'left 
reason w hy we stick to nationalization in spite of all wing' of the Party; while the progressives in the 
its problems, and must extend it to all forms of in- Party, who are anxious to get a move on with tacklin~ 
dustry which can operate efficiently only on a very the new problems are known as the 'right wing . 
large· scale. The second is a new line of country for Equally curious is the fact that, by and large, it is 
us: to spread property ownership widely, instead of the intellectuals of the Party who refuse to think 
merely .. destroying private property. But if we are about its problems, and cherish the idea that we can 

I a rriixed economy-and so we must be because we are still make do with the speeches which Ramsay Mac­
not totalitarians-this means we favour nationalizing donald was making in the 1920's; and it is the rank 
the big, and widely distributing the small. It is and fil e, especially, the trade unions, who have shown 
possible to devise taxation, inheritance and fianancial excellent restraint and understanding. 
systems which break up property concentrations, and · Clearly we need to fashion new tools: (a) a tax 
redistribute property ownership. Our forefathers in system which encourages enterprise while keeping 
the Labour Party did not think on these lines, but the burden on the rich; (b ) controls which keep the 
clearly today's socialists must be in the forefront of economy on an even keel without subjecting individ­
evolving schemes for a redistribution of property. uals to petty tyranny; (c) ways of humanizing large 

It is clear enough from this revi~w of the old undertakings, private and public; (d) a system of 
socialist tools why some of us who have grown up public ownership which is really democratic; (e) a 
with the old slogans feel very uncertain as to the way system which keeps wages and profits in restraint and 
things are going. We are asked to believe that the in proper relationship, having re~ard to what we can 
old tax weapon has done as much as it can do, and afford ; and (f ) means of redistributing on an equali­
that we need an entirely new approach to taxation . tari.an basis that property which we do not nationa­
We are asked to abandon 'pl anning'. It is clear that lize. These are the issues of our day. Our task is not to 
nationalization has not solved problems we expected hold the generation of 1900, but lo win for our move­
it to solve, and has instead raised new and difficult ment the loyalty and enthusiasm of the youn g men 
ones. W e are even told that profits must be high and women of today and of the future. There is no 
and wages low. Prima facie, socialist eco nomic chance oF this unl ess our economic poli cy is relevant 
policy seems to be asked to stand on its head. to what they think arc the problems of our times. 
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For Fr.eedom 
·by Prabhakar · Padhye .. 

't.Z rfii~E replying to the criticism ;that the of hand and cottage industr~es spread :. in ~e ; vi~ages. 
YY".approach of physical planning embodied in the The prospect of the growth of cottage ind11~tri,es is 

Second Five Year Plan is likely to introduce the really gratifying not only because they wo.uld P.rpvi9e 
eleweP.ts' of authoritarian.ism in the body politic of jobs to the unemployed but l:\lso because tilyy wp11ld 

. JnttM',_' the P.dme Minister observed that they had a introduce an element of decentralisation · s6 •'hecessary 
f~;a.mework of a democratic constitution in India and for the broadening of freedom. This comJ?i_nation 'of 

.. ~ha.t tpey proposed to work the Plan within that frame- the aspects of production and employment e'Conomies 
wor~. He also assured, in a torie flavoured with his indeed appears to be an encouraging · feature O'f ' the 

. well-known Liberalism, that "in a democratic structure Plan. But is there a guarantee tha't it · wt1hl~st? 
69-r .. ·could. not adopt authoritarian metJ:,ods and force Suppose, five or ten years after a new gov..em,ment 
tliJngs down the throat of th¢ people. decides to take away the measure of protection ·to 

-;Mr. Shriman Narayan, Secretary General of the All these industries envisaged in this plan, 'fj:J.l ·!}ley not 
Ind~a Congress Committee, has also observed that collapse like so many houses of cards? Dotl,te.,p an!lers · 
the Second Five Year Plan "visualises cooperative hope that the . cottage goods. habit . will lt · .. : · . e11 
effort and riot collectivisation and nationalisation in firmly. for?led m the meanwhile? . And ev_e!l.r·if 1 SH~ the important sector. of lartd; agriculture, aryd village a hab1t w1ll have been developed 1s the~e al)y,r~ason~ 
industries, which would naturally constitute a subs- able hope that it will not be sapped by th!f> ~.u~deJ:?. 
tantial portion of India's economic development for advent of massproduction goods? Is it re·~o1,1aple 
many years to come. The fears regarding totalitaria- to believe that in such a contingency our pro-pped up 
nism and centralisation are therefore unfounded." cottage industries would not quickly collapser, f(Ven 

Thes'e assurances from s'uch high quarters will be as they did before onslaught of the Br'i~s ,~P.Q.(,ls 
indeed gratifying to all those who think that individ- during the 18th and 19th centuries? '

1
':r. · ~J.F . 

ual f~eed?m is .at least a~ important as economic . It is. therefore necessary .to see th~t ~e~\~ii.i~e j 
plannmg m the hfe of a nation. _ , mdustnes proposed to be bmlt along w1th the heavy 

The Prime Minister's assurance is indeed a v.aluable inQ.ustries_ arJt,Fganically _ .i.(ltegr~.ed ,w_ith the. latte.r, 
one. But surely he is not so old-fashioned as to believe by providing t 1at they are modernised and machine­
tn_at ~t!1e mere existence of a democratic constitution based, that their tools are supplied by th,e .hel}V ~ 

·errsu~he realisation of meaningfulfreedo·m in the industries anfl th~t_. some .of them belong to I~ -c;laSs . 
· life of a community. Does he not know that capable of -providing some parts of the heavy 

adherance to the representative democratic processes industries themselves. It is also necessary to ·d€lvelop 
becomes a formal affair unless certain conditions a sector of small-scale industries serving as a valuable 
signifying the people's participation in the affairs of link between the heavy and the village industries. 
the country are assured? And is this not much more What is necessary is a judicious combination of 
true of physical planning conceived in the concepts heavy, small scale and village industries and this 
o.f a totalitarian technique? In a country where the combination must be sustained by establishing a 
Parliament is heavily loaded with the nominees of natural organic relation between them. 
one party (not particularly distinguished by its ad- I am not prepared to say that the nationalisation of 
ventures in free or liberal thinking) and where the heavy industries need necessarily lead to the smother­
Central and the State governments are. manned and ing of freedom, or that the private ownership of these 
guided by the leaders of the same party, the :1ecep- industries automatically ensures freedom. It should 
tance of a plan by the Central and Provincial Legis- be remembered that not private property as such .but 
latures may not mean more than a crusted formality a wide dispersal of private property ensures the pre­
lacking the essence of freedom. Even in Soviet seFvation of freedom and that nationalisation by 
Russia the Five Year Plan, I believe, is rubber-stamp- itself may not be the decisive factor . , 
ed. by the Supreme Soviet. I do not mean to suggest Freedom is a complex notion and no single solution 
that our Legislatures are just editions of the Russian may <;ll1Sure its realisation. It is generally agreed that 
soviets. But surely they cannot be said to possess the representative democracy tends to become a formal 
dynamism of British or Swedish democracy. affair. What is also needed is, as Bevan said, the en-

The essence of freedom is, therefore, to be sought franchisement of the workers in the factories and of 
in the nature of the Plan than in the formal process the peasants in the fi elds. The guarantee of ptivate 
of legislative sanction. enterprise along with tenancy rights in agriculture and 

Here the statement by ~vir . Shriman Narayan that of the co-operative organisation of village industries 
.in the sector of land, agriculture and cottage industries ( the power of the landlord and the money-lender 
the plan envisages co-operation rather coilectivisation being squashed ) may mean the 'enfranchisement' of 
acquires a great significance. But wliether it is of a the peasant. But what of the worker? And of the 
measure capable of dissolving all doubts has to be consumer? · Is it not necessary to give them a signi­
explored. The Plan visualises a combination 11cant share in the management of the factories, big 
of heavy industries at the i:op and a llUillbe r and small? Such a conception seems to be totally 
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Re\)iew 
Religion Behind the I ron Curtain 

by George N. Schuster, Macmillan, New York, $4. 

RELIGION BEHIND THE IRON CURTAIN is not 
th~ :sort of book Indian intellectuals like to read. It 
makes out too strong . a case against communism in 
practice, ' its facts are .too clearly demonsh·ated to 
~vite, ,a debata. On the whole, one may safely pre­
dict that Mr. Schuster's study · will be ignored in 
India or dismissed in short innocuous notices. No 
one will tak~ issue with its argument; not many will 
e~pose . th~I,nselves to this description of honors 
behin'q :t}le Iron Curtain. 
•.. Nt'iffili':is in Russia. One of his Ministers is leading 
yet another "cultural" delegation to .China. Who 
~an believe stories of mass murder and deportations, 
tyianny on a scale never practised before, relentless 
persecution and destruction of opposition, systematic 
amtihil~tion of religion in every public and 
personal manifestation? 
~t, these . stories are true and sooner or later w~ 

Indians' will have to believe them. Mr. Schuster is 
•nothing, if not thorough in his 111ethods; exemplary 
in his attitude to the suffering he records and deeply 
tragic in the tone of his writing, his survey imposed 
-on this ·writer a despair which hardly permits him to 
attempt a balanced review. Mr. Schuster covers 
Eastern Germany, CzechoslovaKia, Yugoslavia, 
Poland, Hungary, Albania and the Balkans, with a 
chapter on the terrible fate of "Jewry Under Soviet 
Rule." In each, the details differ but the pattern of 
evil is the same, and b y now it is familiar. Its pur­
pose is to break the human spirit so that nothing, not 
a murmur of disapproval or dissent, is heard among 
the vast populations which communism controls. 
This superhuman task is accomplished by inhuman 

PLANNING FOR FREEDOM (Continued from page 8) 

absent in the minds of the planners of the plan. It 
does not seem to be an accident that in the group 
collected by the architect of the plan frame the 
preponderant majority belongs to the totalitarian 
variety whereas not one belongs to Yugoslavia which 
is admi~edly building a decentralised variety of 
commumsm based on the. new concept'on of the en­
franchisement of the workers and peasants. 

Physical planning, unless it is co-ordinated with 
these broad principles of freedom unless that is it 
is consciously based on tl1e prin~iples of econo~1ic 
and _pol!tical decen_tralisa~ion, is bound to generate 
totalitarian tenc~enc1es wluch would ultimately suffo­
cate the soul of democracy in India. The architects 
of the 'socialist pattern of society' should kindly 
understand that all the opposition to the physical 
planning a la Mahalanobis does not come from the 
partisans of big business. Those concerned about 
the b ·oader aspects of freedom arc also worried b y 
its implications. 

methods, which make success c.ertain. And Mr. 
Schuster s 1:>ook proves the completeness of that 
success ~d the impossibility of shaking it. 

What IS to be done by those who cannot ·but 
believe this report and others like it? How to ar~use 
the con~cience of the Indian people and in particular 
of t);le mtellectuals to the realities of the new I:iith 
whic~ so ~ppeals _to ~em? One. thing is cert:~.;; - ,If 
anythmg substantial Is to be achteved it can .-ohl1 be 
by r~fusing to _forget such books as Mr. sd~l~t~r); 
ref~smg to let It be read as more eviden~e .of one's 
own convict,i.ons. There is material in it which"' cari 
be used, and used it must be. Perhaps a fe~ ~ill be 
shocked, J?erhaps not. all will be able to turn: aw~y 
from the mcontrovert1ble proof of reaimes bal?ed . on 
terror and ruthlessness. · I quote tw~ documentS · t0 
illustrate my meaning. The first is from -a:1lett~r 
pu~lished in the official Czechoslovakian journal, iju~ 
Pmve of November 25, 1952. It is by the ,son of 
a condemned man. ', -· ' 

"I ask that there be inflicted on my fath~~ ·the 
heavi~st penalty, the penalty of death. I see "'only 
belatedly that this creatur,e, who cannot be called a 
human being, <?d. not possess a jot or tittle of)e,ellqg 
or human d1gmty. He was my greatest and 
most bitter enemy," . . 

The letter ends by asserting a desire of the son to 
give this ·Jetter to his father personally. · · _ · 

The se~ond 'documenhs fro-m-·a final scribbiecYrtofe 
of Cardinal Mindszenty to his aged mother whe~ the 
Police arri'.Zed to arrest him. r · 

. "I have taken -no part in any conspiracy of~ny ' 
kind. I shall not res1gn from my episcopal see. I 
shall not make a confession. But if despite what I 
now say you should -read that I have confessed or 
resigned, bear in mind that it will have been only the 
result of human frailty. In advance · I declare all 
such actions null and void." ' · · 

A few weeks later the Cardinal signed a confession~ 
If _such documents do not move people . t~ ' be 

sceptical of communist methods, the story of millions 
being enslaved in concentration camps will have 
no effect. N. E. 

OUT ON AUGUST 1 

QUEST 
a bi-monthly of arts and ideas sponsored by 
the Indian Committee for Culhtral Freedom 

EDITOR: NISSIM EZEKIEL 
Articles on literature, pol-itics and the arts. Notes on 
theatre, film and dance. Poems, short stories and book 
reviews. Reproductions of paintings and dm1!>iwrs. 

Photographs. 
Sing-le copy Re. 1; A1mual P.,s. 6 / -

Send in you·r subscri·ptinn today and enrol un•cr friends . 

Write to: 
The Manager, QUEST, 

Army and Navy l3ldg., 
148, Mahah11a Gandhi Hoad, 
BOMBAY-1. 
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LET THERE BE NO MISTAKE (Continued from page 2) 

may differ r~garding both the proposals. : But that is production, technical efficiency, national self-suffici­
no reason why on·e who does not approve of those ency and all that, but rather the increased freedom of 
proposals should be dubbed as mainly interested in the individual. In such planning both planning and 
the well-being of the capitalists. execution would be done by the people from down 

That ' the development contemplated by the Plan below and not by a centralised political anthprity 
Fram~ of heavy industries at one end and of hand running the economic life like a gigantic mach'inery 
a"nd' cottage industries at the other end will be a lop- in which the citizens have become mere cogs": 
side<! development has been pointed out by many The Mahalanobis Plan or Plan Frame has ad,opt¢d 
qthers ''besides Freedom First. Many others have an entirely different pattern. It starts with 'the 
also expressed the apprehension that there will be a arbitrary objective of effecting a 25 per cent i.J;Icre_;:tse 
famine of consumer goods, that while incomes will in national income . .,:~nid providing about 10 to 12 
be generated there will not be enough of consumer million new jobs. ·Jt ·then finds out the ampunt, .. pf 
goods, to satisfy the new demand that will be investment that will be necessary to attain that 
created thus making it obligatory, as Dr. B. C. Roy objective and, after making some rough calculations 
has stated in his note~ ':to clamp down Draconian about the resources that would be available . and 
.regime of rationing and control in every sphere." finding a huge shortfall of Rs. 1000 cror~sf a'dds . to 

Mr. · Asoka Mehta, the Socialist M.P. , has indeed them that staggering figure of deficit finan~ip~ .. . JJ: 
suggested that this "temporary device is being used to then allocates those resources to . the varioti )$ectors ( 
inveigle unwary Sarvodayawadis into the modernist of the economy according to a pattern arBjtrarily 
future. This rriay be useful politics but no honest decided on by the experts. Thinking about a Pla_n 
functioning. Cleverly the controversy with the Frame drawn up on these lines one is reminded, of a 
Sarvodayawadis is pushed .Qff to 1961 when the battle plan that was drawn up over ten years back promising 
would be lost by them before it could be joined.;' · · a doubling of the national income within fiftl(en years 

The imputation of motives should not have found on the basis of an investment of Rs. 10000 crores: aihat, 
a place in the Gandhian technique which Mr. Shriman Fifteen Year Plan was universally regarded .lfsr.a"'iBig ; 
Narayan endeavours to follow. The Committee has Business plan. The Plan Frame contains · rriany ~ ofi· 
within its ranks persons belonging to diverse schools the essential features of that plan except that State 
of thought. It has among its members democratic Capitalism takes the place of Big Business. 
soeia1ists; radical humanists, believers in Sarvodaya, in It is not the purpose or this attic!e"to discq§s!. f · 
free enterprise, and in mixed economy and others of detail the Plan_ Frame or the other documents •·'per­
various : persuasions. It is wedded t~~ ~no £articular· taining to it. A couple of observations regarding 'ts , 
econortric dogma. Its sole interest is in th'e advance-:-- e ffects on the economic life of the people and on The 
ment and expansion of freedom in all spheres of life- political institutions of the country may not, however, 
political, economic and social. It will judge all be out of place. The Plan proposes to raise during 
schemes, proposals and events on the basis of their the period of the plan Rs. 900 crores through addi­
impact on freedom, the freedom of the individual to tional taxation. The main burden of this taxation is 
live a life of his own and develop all his potentialities. to fall on the mass of the people and with that end in 

Nobody in India, and least of all Freedom First, is view it is even proposed to .amend the Con.stitution. t~ 
opposed to planning as such. The crucial qu~stion allow the taxation of_ essentials. The deficit financmg 
is how to square the demands of planning with the of Rs. 1000 crores will also affect the common people . 
requirements of freedom. The answer to the question very a~versely. ~h.e net re~~lt may therefore be a 
riiay not be the same in all communities and at all worsenmg of the hvmg conditions of the peo~le. 
times. It is, however, important to keep the problem The Plan Frame states enigmatically that '1arge 
in mind and to ensure that planning does not overstep organisational and constitutional changes may ·be­
its limits and eclipse freedom, which must be canst- come necessary." The Panel of Economists have also 
antly reinterpreted as the actual freedoms enjoyed by expressed themselves in a similar manner. Nobody 
the people in their daily lives. As Miss Barbara knows at the moment what organisational and consti~ 
Wooton, herself a socialist, has stated in the book tutional changes are contemplated. But the following 
Freedom Under Planning: "A wise choice of plan- statement of Dr. V. K. R. V. Rao, an eminent 
ners and a watchful eye on plans may well be the member of the Panel, in an article in the Hindustan 
price of freedom." Planning, she has asserted, must Tinws, may throw some light: "It may even be neces­
know where to stop. It is from this point of view sary to treat the initial plan period as a period of 
that Freedom First had struck a note of caution about emergency akin to war and, therefore, provide the 
the danger of overstepping the proper limits of President during that period with the same Constitu­
planning within freedom. ional powers that he has under Articles 352 and 360 

Planning to be democratic must proceed from the of the Constitution." Commenting on the suggesti?n, 
bottom to the top. It must first ascertain the needs Prof. G. D. Parikh wrote in the Radical Humamst: 
of the people in the villages-it must be remembered "'What Dr. Rao suggests is that the Federal nature 
that India consists of villages- and find out what can of our Constih1tion will have to go, all powers of the 
be done to satisfy those needs. As the Radical units will have to be taken away and the Ftmdamental 
Hum anist has pointed out : "Its goals would not be Eights will have to be suspended if we have to have 
set in terms of increased natio'nal income, larger bold and success ful planning." Other economists 

10 



July 1955 

may' not agree with Dr. Rao, · but is not his 
suggestion alarming enough? · · · · ' 

The crucial question to be raised and answered is 
the one raised by Prof. . G. D. · Parikh: "Is the 
country prepared to pay the price of reducing men 
and materials to the same instrumental level for the 
sa}<:e of the so-called gains of economic development 
i:p. te:r;rps .qf increased physical output?" The .over-all 
plf!.nhil].g: ci:mteinpl~t~d by the Soviet and ot11er foreign 
experts,. the t~cl:~nique_ of physical planning and theory 
of, pal;p1ees propos~d 'to be adopted spught to reduce 
men and rriateda]s ~to the same instrumental level. 
·Thanks'' to the efforts of the o.fficers and . members of 
tlie .. -Pl~rii:ling Commission, the ideas have been toned 
,9-ojY,~ to , a large extent in the Plan Frame. Yet Prof. 
~aurice" Dobb has to say this about the emphasis on 
He'aVjt iridusti-ies, the basic feature of the Plan Frame: 
"Pre~umaply it reflects the influence on the eco­
no~ts'; discussions of expert opinion from the 

) ~ouptrie_s of 'planned economies' and an adoption 
in ''Principle, of at least one cardinal feature of 
what has hitherto been spoken of as 'the Soviet 
way of industrialisation'." 

Freedom First 

l. C.· ,C~, F. NEWS 
... 

Prof. S. Guptan Nair of the University College, 
Trivandrum delivered a lecture on May 30 under 
the auspices of the Committee on "Literary Trends 
in Malyalam". Mr. V. B. Karnik presided. 

'* 
Mr. Edward Hunter, author Of Brain Washing .in 

Red China delivered a lecture on June 1 in tli~ office 
of the Committee. The subject of his lectUre waS, 
"'What Happened to Dr. Lin Yu-tang in Singapore." 
Mr. H. M. Seervai, Advocate, High Court, ' presided. 

* 
"A reception was accorded on June 13 to , Mr. M: 
S. M. Sharma, Editor, Searchlight, Patn~i. Mr/ M. R: 
Masani introduced the guest. Mr. Sharma':'ip His 
reply expressed his support to the aims an<;l_ i~!fals, of 
the Committee and promised his co-op~;-ation'' ~n 
developing its work in Bihar. ':_, 

1 
, ; ' :, 

C. C. F .. NEWS 
,.J 

. It ' is_ r_emarkable that, in the pl,ethora of di~cussion 
t~at has !~J<en place, there has not so far been a denial 
of ;:the · allegation that the material for the Plan Julian Gorkin, Editor · of Cuadernos~ Ba,~ , jtis't 

· Fr~e was prepared by a team of ten foreign experts returned to Paris after a successful lecture . tot1r ' in 
of whom six are Soviet officials, one a Polish official Latin America. His visit there occasiorl6d · the 

-and two are communists or fellow-travellers from organization of two new Committees . fer Cutu.ral­
..._other"' eountries. Commenting on the manner in Freedom in Latin America: a Cuban Assuciahlen- for 
wh~ch "the cloven foot of totalitarianism peeps Cultural Freedom in Havana, and a Colombian Ass~- . 
t~ough", Onlooker in the Times of Indid of JuQe "23' ciation JOrL;l.iltural Freedom in Bogota. . _ 

, writes:,:.·.- "!£ out of ten experts preparing a-lJrie-f as...:. The Cuban _Association comprises leading· intellec­
many as seven live in the odour of Soviet sanctity it ~uals in that country, notably Jose Manuel Cortina, 
is nq_~ unfair to infer that the economic handiwork is former President of the League of Nations, Jorge 
pervaded with their political perfume. If this is Mahach, the Cuban writer of international reputation 
'Indian', then Sarvodaya is equivalent to Sovietism." and professor of philosophy and literature, and Pastor 
Recalling the suggestion that the people should join del Rio, Secretary General of the Association of Artist~ 
not merely in the acceptance of the Plan, but in the and Writers of America. 
,thinkiJ?.g of the , Plan, Onlooker aptly asks. "Whose Among the organizers of the Colombian Association 
tp.i~~fi.g}",..>Jt i~}erilarkable that in his long article are: the rector of the U~iversity of ~oloinbia, C:arlos 
Mr. Slitimatl~ Narayan should have sought to bypass Lleras Restrepo, the ed1tor of the Important hberal 
thi~. i~sue ,altog~ther. newspaper El Tiempo, Roberto Gracia Peha, and tpe 

Mb Shlimah Narayan's emphatic assurances that editor of the literary supplement of Tiempo, 
the objective is "to conquer hunger and unemploy- Jaime Posada. 
ment by a process of bold decentralisation of political 
and economic power and not by following totalitarian 
or regimented methods of socialist or communist 
countries" are however highly gratifying. His further 
a~~urance tha~ "our ultimate ideal is the Sarvodaya 
pattern of society and not the highly re,<.;imented and 
totalitarian type of State" is also equally reassuring. 
We ·are grateful to. him and to the Prime Minister for 
the fresh assitrances that they have given. 

It must, however, be pointed out that there is a 
logic or compulsion of events. Lenin observed long 
ago that whoever says A must in the end say B. 
None of our leaders has the intention of saying the 
B of totalitarian or regimented methods. Let us not, 
therefore, say the A of a highly centralised plan which 
in the end will compel us to say the B. Echoing Mr. 
Shriman Narayan we too end by saying: "Let there 
please be no mistake about it'' 

* 
The Committee of Science and Freedom, establish­

ed in July 1954 under the auspices of the Congress 
for Cultural Freedom to carry on the discussion of 
issues of academic freedom begun at the Hamburg 
Congress of July 1953, has just published the sec0nd 
issue of its Bulletin: Science and Freedom. The 
Bulletin examines the working conditions of scientists. 
in the Soviet and Western worlds. 

* 
The American Colllmittee for Cultural Freedom 

held a reception on June 1 in honour of the famou's 
French author Jules Romains , member of the French 
Academy, former President of the PEN Club, and 
participant in the founding meeting of the Congress 
for Cultu ral Freedom in Berlin , in June 1950. 
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With Voices 
. "The deep 

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

I wonder how Chou En Lai could do anything to 
establish peace in the world wh.en he is not able to 
take care of things in his own country? How· could 
one who had pains iri his stomach save the world 
'from its pains? 

· -Acharya Vinoba Bhave quoted in the H arijan, 
May 14, 1955. 

In Britain public opinion is still the final force in 
the constitution. Once roused, it always ultimately 
pre.vails. -The Times, June 1, 1955. 

If democracy can p'eacefully coexist with Commu­
nism, why can't it do so with Imperialism and 
colonialism? 

.. PMr. H. V. Kamath, M.P., C~r~ent, June 15, 1955. 

fV' No self-respecting Indian would like the Prime 
Minister to bow his knee before the Poohbahs of 
Washington. But need he dance a fandango so 
dutifully and so often to the ' jingle bells of Peking 
and · Moscow? 

- -- ~· -Onlooker, -Times of India, June 2, 1955. -

r- -thls:.. is, in fact, the moment at which '.'containment" . 
' ".may give· way to "liberation." ' - -

-Mr. Denis Healey, M.P., the New Leader, 
June 6, 1955. 

The Russians have made it clear that at present 
they value more Mr. Nehru's habit of pulling their 
chestnuts out of the fire for them and ·singeing his 
own fingers than the Indian Communists bearing 
meagre gifts. . . 

· :.-..The Economist (London), May 28, 1955. 

-------------

ll\'DIAN COMMITTEE FOR CULTURAL FREEDOM 

148, Mahatma Gandhi Road, 

BoMBAY 1. 

Please enrol me as a member of the Indian Committee for 

Cultural Freedom. I remit the annual membership fee of 

Rs. 3/- by . . .. ....... .. .. .. . 

Nnme : 

Address : 

Date: .. . . . .... . ...... . . . . Signature 

-Tennyson. 
.I"'J!•, . "(' 

The West must reconcile itself to the fact (:tllat:. ih 
any negotiations, no Russian leader can give~li"sigria­
'ture valid beyond the day it was written. It J s 'now 
less certain than ever who wUl be in power. to~bffow. 

· -Mr. Franz l3ork,eanu, the l:JewJ[j.eader, 
·· · · .May 3~,.il l955: 

I • .;~ : L 

Band~ng made some points quite cle:atl~,~R ;pt , 
colour: It · fades away before other more Itnportant 
· . G r ~ · Issues. . ·;Hi , ... · .. · 

-Dr. Max; Yergan, the New Leader, May \iU,.'J,95~. 
' - ··~ . '" :;~:'6~ .~ .,. . 

• ; ,·. < .'"( 

A good programme can never be a sat!sf~lCtbi:y ·. 
substitute for a· weak will and a vacillating ~ind. l 

-Mr. Aneurin Bevan, Times of India, Jun~ 4,J955 . 
'·t 

There is really no need for Mr. Nehru · tb'· tipJ.:,his 
cap every time he approaches the Soviet ta'Q,~r9,~c1e. 

-Editorial, Times of India, June ·~< ~!~.5~. , 

... 
_ Our. fear is not that Eisenhower and Eden may miss ·. 

a genuine opportunity to make peace, but th.at they · · 
will walk into a trap and -ruirr the cause of ft~edom ·~ 
for the world. : '~ • .. !_:::c. R.', ··uysindia, June 5, 195S. ' 

One of the characteristics of a buffer State is the 
absence of independence. ·, · · 

-Yugoslav Journal quoted in Time, May 30, 1955. 

I . ' ;.']., 

No proud nation, least of all 70 million Germans, ... 
is likely to take kindly to the Russian's suggestion .. 
that it join a buffer belt of international eunuch~.': i;i]{.< 

___ -Time, May 39; ,cl955;-( 

Our Foreign Ministry says it is neutral. Its spokes­
men lose no time in making it clear that they are 
neutral in a very special sense. Dynamically neutral, 
they call it. Their neutrality would seem to pe )ike 
the Orwellian equality. They are neutral towaras 
both sides, but more neutral towards one side th'q.p 
the other. -Mr. A. D. Gorwal~ . 

j Current, Jupe -;.~3f~ 
Because men are still incapable of being ange1s' lis 

no good reason why they should be ants. · 1 · 

-Mr. E. A. Mowrer, Free Spirit, May, ,l955. 

Co-existence means to live and let live. I cannot 
for the life of me understand why we should be 
expected only to let live, while we ignore the threats 
to our own life and institutions. 

- Sir Tohn Kotnlew:ctla in the course of his 
speech i;, Bandung Conference, Free Spirit, 

May, 1955. 
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