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gone down, ‘whether it has' beeh tried in a communist
country ot otherwise. * fa e v .

First of all, the assumption is that a bigger farm
produces more. It is not true. Statistics of rice and
wheat produced throughout the world show that
countries:which have small farms, like ours; produce
more per acre than countries with big farms. Let me
give an example of wheat and rice. The two countries
with big farms in the world are the USA and USSR;
both have relatively very low yields of wheat. The
USA produces 12.2 quintals per hectare and the USSR
9.8. - Now, compare against these two giant farming
systems small farms. In the UK., with small farms,
the figure is 28.5 quintals per hectare, in Denmark—
smaller 'still—it is 34.4 quintals and in Japan—whose
average holdings are smaller than ours—the figure is
22.6 quintals per hectare or twice as much as in the
USA and 2% times that in the USSR. Take rice. The
USA produces 28.3 quintals per hectare and the USSR
produces 25. Japan, again with smaller farms, pro-
duces 48.5 quintals per hectare—twice as much. Where,
in the light of this, is any case at all for argument that
production will increase under cooperative farming?

Countries which have tried collective or cooperative
farming have always failed. The USSR, it is notorious,
lags behind the rest of the world in production per
acre and per man. Yugoslavia, which tried collective
farming from 1948, gave it up in 1957. The Yugo-
slav Parliament passed a law on April 27, 1957,
abandoning collective farming. It said that it had
shown negative results—loss of interest by the peasants
and decrease in production. Communist Poland,
which also in its Stalinist phase, tried collectivisation,
had to give it up. In Poland, 80 per cent of the col-
lective farms and cooperatives have been liquidated
in the last two or three years.

Cooperative or collective farming reduces employ-
ment. By pooling land, by bringing in methods of
rationalisation or mechanisation, you reduce the need
for labour. The one thing that cooperative farming
can be expected to do—whatever else it does not—is to
increase unemployment in the countryside. Coope-
rative farming i$ the last remedy to try when you
want to put more men on the job. There is only one
way to create more employment in the countrys le,
and that is the method that Mahatma Gandhi always

FREEDOM FIRST

Published on the first of each month

Annual Subscription: Rs. 3

s

Single Copy: 25 nP

Maneckji Wadia Building, 4th Floor,
197 Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Bombay 1.

March 1959

urged, the establishment of rural industries, the taking
of industry to the countryside with electric power or
without,

Finally, it has been said that cooperative farming
is a higher form of society, it is part of the socialist
pattern. Let me say—and I would like anyonehere to
contradict me—that collectivisation is no part of demo-
cratic socialism in any part of free world. Let me
quote what Mr. Aneurin Bevan said, warning 'this
country against following the Chinese path of so-cal-
led cooperatives. On his last visit to Delhi, Mr. Aneu-
rin Bevan, Left-wing leader of the British ‘Labour
Party, said: e 4 ' PSRN

“India cannot afford to make the mistake that Rus-
sia has committed, because she does not possess empty
spaces which.could be.called.upon to make 1p for the .
failures and mistakes in agriculture as in Russia. India
has to bring about an economic revolution in harmony
with the needs of the countryside. The application
of the principles of collectivisation, mechanisation and
centralised control has proved a failure in the field
of agriculture in the Soviet Union. The whole country-
side in Russia seethed with discontent. The number of
cattle in Russia today is less than before the revolution.
The Russian experience was being repeated in China
and the Communist States of Eastern and Central
Europe.” And he ended up by warning us against
copying these methods though some of us seem to have
neglected to listen to him. :

Can voluntary methods bring about this result? I
can only quote a man whose knowledge on this subject
is unsurpassed in this country, Mr. Charan Singh, who
has made a lifelong study of this. This is what he says:

“Human nature being what it is, even brothers of
the same mother usually separate from one another
after the head of the family, the father, has been re-
moved by death or other cause. In the circumstances,
it is Utopian to expect that an average householder
will, all of a sudden, identify his interest with the
interests of these hundreds of persons in the village
or neighbourhood who were total strangers to his life
before.”

There is only one way in which this kind of joint farm-
ing can be brought about and that is by coercion and
violence.

Take another example. We know about the gram-
dan villages. In Koraput, Acharya Vinoba Bhave and
Mr. Jaya Prakash tried to ask the local people to
cultivate them as a village and not to ask for distri-
bution of the land. Mr. Jaya Prakash confessed to me
that this experiment had ended in failure because the
peasant does not want to farm village land jointly; he
wants something of his own. He wants to farm his
own land. That is part of human nature. We all want
something of our own. ]

It seems to me that there are two alternatives with
which we are faced. One is that an attempt will
seriously be made to implement this programme of
destroying peasant proprietorship after three years and
to try to bring in collective farming. I do hope that
such an attempt will not be made. But, if it is made

’ (Continued on page 11)
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Notes

Communist Machinations

AFT ER hobnobbing with the Kremlin leaders for a
LR time the Arab nationalists in Cairo have, to their
great consternation, been driven to the realisation that
the ‘communist leaders in Moscow are no friends of
Arab nationalism. The recent wordy duel between
Moscow -and Cairo has obviously marked the end of
the  honeymoon between the two inspite of Nasser’s
attempts to conceal the rift. Enraged at the arrest of
the communists in the United Arab Republic, Khrush-
chev in . his:'address to the recent Congress of the
CPSU : ‘accused: Nasser of being “reactionary” and
“paive”. in -lumping' communists with “imperialists”
“colonialists” and “zionists”.and suppressing “progres-
sivés” (meaning comn.unists) in the Arab-countries in
the name of a “spurious anti-communism”. The tinge
of implied threat in Mr. Khrushchev’s speech was not
lost on the Arab nationalists. They replied back charg-
ing Moscow of a gross violation of the principles of
Parichashila. Mr.' Khrushchev’s pointedly expressed
solicitude for Iraqi régime, his reference in equal terms
to'Colonel Nasser and Brigadier Kassem in the context
of the open hostility between Baghdad and Cairo, his
effort to remind Nasser of the inevitable “class-strug-
gle” to follow in the wake of Arab freedom from “im-
perialism and colonialism™ and that in this struggle
the communists were the “progressive” vanguard, have
been interpreted by Arab nationalists as Soviet Pre-
mier’s subtle manoeuvre to divide the Arab world.

It is clear that while Cairo is disillusioned of Mos-
cow, Baghdad is being increasingly drawn into the
orbit of communist influence. Brigadier Kassem, who
enjoys the support of Iraqi communists has allowed
the peoples’ court in Baghdad to.inflict a death sent-
ence on the pro-Nasser revolutionary leader, Colonel
Aref. With the death sentence on Aref came the an-
nouncement of a’comprehensive economic agreement
between Iraq and the Soviet Union. The death sen-
tence also marked the resignation of six Ministers,
who were the members of the right-wing Istiqal Party
and the left-wing Baath Party, from the Iraqi Cabi-
net. These Ministers were known te be anti-commu-
nists and favouring closer links with the United Arab
Republic.

Communist machinations have thus succeeded not
only in disrupting the revolutionary movement in Iraq
but in dividing the ranks of Arab nationalism in the
whole of West Asia. It is necessary to sound a note
of warning to Arab leaders that any reliance on Mos-
cow for support would only result in estrangement
between Arab countries for the simple reason that
Moscow is convinced that Arab unity would be the
greatest stumbling block to the spread of communism
in West Asia and, therefore, would never permit the
Arab countries to be united. The warning becomes

all the more necessary because some Arab léaders.
have the tendency of believing—a tendency betrayed
in the recent statement of UAR’s Vice-President, Mr.
Abdul Latif Baghdady—that the relations between the
Arab world and the Soviet Union are based on “com-
plete frankness and mutual respect for each other’s
differing system”. The naivity of such a belief be-
comes obvious when one remembers that Moscow
never respects a differing social system; it only sub-
verts and destroys it.

Situation In Burma

GENERAL Ne Win’s resignation as the . Prime
Minister of Burma on the ground of his inability
to carry out the mandate given to him in October last,
when he was chosen as the Premier, that he should
hold free and fair general elections before April, has
threatened to throw Burma into a political turmoil.
The General’s resignation, inspite of the Army’s sup-
port, is undoubtedly motivated by his deep demo-
cratic desire-to-conform-to-the wishes- of the Parlia-
ment. Again, the General's Government, in view of
the fact that it enjoyed the confidence of the Parlia-
ment, was not dictatorial in the strict sense of the
term. The General still enjoys the support of the
“Stable” group of AFPFL led by U Ba Swe which
claims the backing of 140 members out of 250 mem-
bers in Chamber of Deputies, U Nu and his
“Clean” group of AFPFL, inspite of their recent
hostility towards Ne Win, have decided to fall in line
with their rival faction. In view of these facts it would
be in the interests of the political stability of Burma
that General Ne Win should continue in power
for at least another six months or one year till there
is an appropriate atmosphere to hold free elections.
It is unfortunate that so far the General’s efforts to
bring about raproachement between the “Clean” and
“Stable’ factions of the Anti-Fascist Peoples’ Freedom
League have failed. But it is possible that in the next
few months, both the factions of the AFPFL may see
the wisdom of coming together in the best interests of
the country. The record of General Ne Win’s govern-
ment has been good. Although he has failed so far
to establish conditions in which free elections could
be held, he has succeeded in introducing radical re-

. form measures which have been enthusiastically wel-

comed by the Burmese people. He has succeeded
also in toning up the efficiency of the administration
and putting down corruption and black' market..
General Ne Win’s failure to hold general elections
within the time stipulated by the mandate does not
indicate his incapacity to get things done. It is, on
the other hand, a reflection on Burma’s political life,
vitiated as it is by opportunism, separatist tendencies
and absence of law and order in some parts. It is true
that General Ne Win’s government is no substitute for
a good democratic government. Yet till the conditions
for free elections are created, it seems to be the only
alternative. It would be, therefore, in the fitness. of
things that as demanded by General Ne Win, Burma’s
Constitution is so amended as to make it possible for
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him to continue in office till it becomes possible to
hold the elections. :

Population Problem

THE discussions that took place at the sixth Inter-
national Conference on Planned Parenthood
which was recently held in New Delhi have served
to attract attention to the seriousness of the popula-
tion problem that faces the country. The most telling
warning was given by the eminent British scientist,
Sir Julian Huxley. He characterised the rate at which
the population was growing in the country as “ex-
plosive.” He said, “India’s failure to solve the pro-
blem would mean political and social disaster for the
‘country.”™
ures aiming at reducing fertility should be given an
extremely high priority, and pointed out that expen-
diture on population control measures would be one
of the most profitable forms of investment. '

The Prime Minister who inaugurated the Confer-
ence also spoke about the seriousness of the problem
and declared that the Government had accepted the
necessity of population control and were keen on
securing it. Speaking a couple of days later, the
Health Minister announced that the Central and State
Governments would make available facilities for sergi-
cal operation for birth control to those who required
them in areas where there were health centres or
medical institutes. These are welcome declarations
and it is to be hoped that they will be implemented
with the necessary speed and vigour. :

Side by side, efforts must be made to discover safe
and inexpensive contraceptives and to make them
available to the people as a whole. It will be highly
desirable if a few top scientists will take upon them-
selves this task and devote their time and energy to
the discovery and perfection of contraceptives that
can be used by the people easily and inexpensively.
The Government must make it possible for them to
undertake this work by making adequate grants and
providing laboratrry and other facilities. Any amount

_spent on this work will be, as pointed out by Sir
Julian Huxley, a profitable investment.

It is also necessary to launch an effective propa-
ganda campaign to make people aware of the neces-
sity of population control and to inform them of the
methods that can be adopted to secure it. A certain
amount of propaganda is also necessary amongst medi-
cal men in order that they may carry the message to
the people and help them to practise birth control.
If all these measures are taken simultaneously and
energetically it is still possible to tackle the problem.
It should be realised, however, that time is fast run-
ning out and after a few more years a stage will be
reached when nothing that is done will prove

effective.
Rift In Andhra

THE rift in the ranks of Congress Legislative Party
in ‘Andhra as a result of which several rebel
Congressmen have joined the opposition, has come as

i
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a shock to all democratic minded Indians, especially
because the dissident Congressmen there might un-
willingly, if not deliberately, lend themselves to be
exploited by the communists for the consolidation of
their own party in the State. This is clear from the
fact that Mr. Basava Punniah, Secretary of the National
Council of the Communist Party of India as well as
of the Executive Committee of the Andhra Pradesh
Council, has welcomed the decision of the Congress
rebels to quit the organisation, on the ground that
this move would help strengthen “democratic forces
both inside and outside the Andhra Pradesh Legis-
lature.” The meaning of “democratic forces” in com-
munist terminology is obvious: ‘democracy’ to commu-
nists always means communist dictatorship. Commu-
nists are trying.to.consolidate their, forces in Andhra
with a view to coming to power in the State in the
next General Elections—they hope that the next State
after Kerala to fall a victim to communist subversion
will be Andhra. Although Dr. Chenna Reddy and his
colleagues may not align themselves with the communi-
sts, it is possible that in the cuntext of the peculiar
situation prevailing in Andhra they may be made ins-
trument in the communist manipulation to undermine
the political stability of the State and to serve the
interest of their own Party. It would be, therefore,
wise on the part of Dr. Chenna Reddy and his collea-
gues in the Democratic Front, to be so careful in their
policies as well as alignments as not to give a handle
to the communists to exploit the situation in their
favour. It is unfortunate that the rift in the ranks of
Congressmen in Andhra was allowed to develop. Mr.
Sanjiva Reddy, the Chief Minister and the leaders of
the all-India organisation could, with a little foresight
on their part, have averted the rift. It should be
clearly understood that a rift in the ranks of demo-
cratic parties always helps the communists to con-
solidate their strength.
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The Lesson Of Pasternak

By Ignazio Silone

HE GREAT STORM around Boris Pasternak has
“now abated. Now we can put into perspective
some of the. things revealed by it.

What, above all, is the true significance of the pro-
tests that have been voiced in ail parws of the world
against the grave threats and persecution to which
Pasternak has been subjected in Kussia? These protests,
in my view, constitute the most fitting reply to the
abject rationalizations which the poet himselt was forc-
‘ed to submit in rejecting the Nobel Prize tor Literature.
The first reason given by Pasternak for his rejection
referred, as we know, to the partcular psychology of
the ‘national -society to which he belongs and which,
realistically, he must take into account. But the intense

emotion and the rising storm of protest engendered .

throughout the civilized world by this episode demon-
strate that there exists, at least potentially, a society
larger than the national society to which Pasternak, as
a man and as a consummate artist, fully belongs.

All of us knew, in discussing the Pasternak affair,
that we were not arbitrarily interfering in the internal
affairs of a foreign country. Pasternak is our colleague;
he belongs to us as much as to the Russians; he is part
of what Goethe called Weltliteratur. The boundary-
less society of artists and free men felt outraged and
wounded by the ignoble behavior of the Soviet cul-
tural bureaucracy. We had the right and the duty to
intervene. Pasternak unexpectedly gave a name and
a face to the cause of the freedom of art. With him
our dignity and our honor as writers were at stake.
Now the simple fact that a novel has been the center
of the world’s attention for a couple of weeks must
impress upon us the importance which true art can
still assume in the life of the people.

After Budapest, after Warsaw, we now have Doctor
Zhivago. Anyone who, in the future, speaks of the
role of the intellectuals in our time will not be able
to ignore these fundamental events. In this sense, the
Pasternak case has served as a touchstone which no
Western literary circles can refuse to recognize. The
cowardice, the ambiguity, the subtle distinctions, the
hypocritical evasions of “equi-distance” (“on the one
hand, it is true that Soviet bureaucracy. ..but on the
other hand, it is undeniable that Western political
speculation...”) have again laid bare the malaise
which still afflicts many writers when they are con-
fronted with the need to assume a responsibility that
endangers their tranquility. This is a lesson to keep
in mind.

The Pasternak case has also enabled us to see more
clearly the present status of cultural life in the Soviet
Empire. We already knew that the “thaw” was a short-
lived one. We knew that the cultural institutions,
the publishing houses, the writers and artists associa-
tions, the editorial offices of the reviews remained un-
changed, with the same directors who had been placed

there by Zhdanov. But we never could have predicted
that the insolence of these gentlemen could take this
form, which, to us, appears mad. To be sure, even
now we are not in tavour of a rupture of culwral rela-
tions with Russia; we remain, now as always, partisans
of a free circulation of men and ideas. But we shall
not easily forget the names of the Soviet men of letters
who premoted the shameful campaign against Paster-
nak and who led the Moscow Writers Union to request
that the Government deprive Pasternak of the right -
to work and live in Russia. We must wait for one of
these gentlemen to appear at some international con-
ference in Venice, Rome, Zurich, or Paris, to ask him
to account for his ignominy. Of course, shameful

_attitudes have been taken by other writers, recently

and in the distant past. But the literary history of
no country knows a more degrading spectacle than
that of an assembly of 800 writers condemning a novel
without having read it. Not even the Spanish In-
quisition, in its darkest period, descended to such
depths of violence and stupidity. '

It would seem that certain Russian writers, includ-
ing some famous ones, did not join in the general
outcry against Pasternak. We must hope that more
will be known about this, and soon. But the question
that arises is this: Taking into account the confor-
mism of the Writers Union, is it conceivable that it
could have been convened, and that it could have
taken these mad decisions, without an explicit
order from the supreme political authorities? No,
this is unthinkable. How, therefore, can we explain
the fact that these decisions were not imple-
mented? The apparent repentance, it appears to me,
was dictated by the information which had in the
meantime been received by Khrushchev on the
internal and international repercussions of the scandal.
He must have noticed that the Zhdanovists of the So-
viet culture apparatus had forced his hand, and he
offered Pasternak the possibility of an accommodation.

Pasternak’s letter to Khrushchev was rather disap-
pointing to many admirers of Doctor Zhivago. But
who can judge? We must exercise our imagination to
conjure up the lynch atmosphere to which Pasternak
was exposed during a period of some ten days. To be
sure, it is an embarrassing letter. Fully five times,
despite the brevity of the letter, Pasternak repeats
that his statement was written freely, without
violence, without blackmail, without suggestions from
others. “I have not been subjected to threats or to
constraint,” we read ... “Nothing can force me to
act against my conscience....” “I have given up the
prize without constraint by anyone.” And so on.
Would this not seem too much for a free man in an
atmosphere of serenity? The letter is based upon a
glorification of Pasternak’s native soil which ominous-

(Continued on Page 6 col. 2)
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SOVIET CRIMINAL LAW

I\HE Supreme Soviet of the USSR has approved a
series of statutes designed to tidy up the frame-
work of Soviet penal law. The statutes were published
n Pravda on December 26. Two of the measures—the
Principles of Criminal Legislation and the Principles
of Criminal Procedure—had been reproduced in draft
form in Soviet legal journals last June with the object
of stimulating a professional discussion.

The new “principles” are to serve, subject to local
modifications, as the basis for the new series of Cri-
minal and Procedure Codes to be drawn up in the 15
Union Republics. They incorporate the results of the
actions taken since 1953 against the extra-judicial pro-
cedures of the police apparatus. Thus, Soviet law
now prescribes that no one may be sentenced except
by a regular court; the accused is not compelled to
prove his innocence; the burden of proof lies with the
prosecution; recourse to appeal is facilitated, and stri-
cter limits are fixed for holding people on suspicion
and keeping the accused under arrest while the pre-
liminary investigations proceed.

At the same time, no change has been made in the
main forms of punishment. Death by shooting is pre-
scribed for treason, espionage, sabotage, terrorism,
banditry, murder in aggravating -circumstances,
and for other serious offences in wartime or
under martial law which remain to be specified.
Banishment from the normal place of residence
(vysylka) accompanied by an interdict on residing
in certain other specific areas, and deportation to
a specified distant area (ssylka) are preserved as stan-
dard punishments.

The maximum term of imprisonment is reduced
from 25 years to 15. But a more severe system of
remission for good conduct and exemplary work has
been introduced than has recently been in force. From
now on, no adult prisoner can qualify for a remission
of sentence until he has served at least half his sen-
tence; for the more serious offences, the minimum is
raised to two-thirds of the original term; and recidi-
vists can earn no remission. More emphasis is placed
on the confinement of serious offenders and recidivists
in closed prisons. Other prisoners would serve their
term in “corrective labour colonies”, but the principles
leave open the question whether offenders are nor-
mally to be imprisoned within the area in which they
reside or transferred to “corrective labour” establish-
ments elsewhere in the USSR.

One step forward must be noted. The age of crimi-
nal responsibility, which could be as low as 12, has
been raised to 16, except for the more serious crimes,
where it remains at 14. Juveniles are to be confined
in special corrective labour colonies for young offen-
ders. Those below the age of 18 (and pregnant
women ) may not be sentenced to death or deportation.

Besides the retention of the death penalty and
deportation, the new principles include other features
that must have disappointed the hopes of some Soviet
lawyers. Thus, although the prosecution is now
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obliged to adduce concrete evidence, the concept of
the presumption ‘of innocence has not been incorpo-
rated into the principles; it has been expressly rejected
as an. “cbsolete dogma of bourgeois jurisprudence”.
Equally, while Vyshinsky's notion that the accused’s
confession is the “queen of proofs” has been discarded,
confessions are admitted as evidence and witnesses are
not protected against self-incrimination. The accused,
although he has the “right to be defended”, is given
access to a defence counsel (unless he is a minor or
incapacitated ) only when the preliminary investigation
has been completed and the prosecution’s case is ready.
While this provision is an improvement upon previous
practice, the accused can still be kept under arrest
and interrogated for-months (up to nine months in

- -an-extreme.case). before having access to legal advice.

The crux of Soviet criminal legislation, however, is
its attitude to political offences, and it is significant
that the special section on “crimes against the State”
was not published in advance for discussion. The new
Law on criminal responsibility for State crimes simpli-
fies the provisions of the notorious articles 58 and 59
of the RSFSR Criminal Code (and the corresponding
articles in the republican codes) and introduces some
innovations. The death penalty is maintained for
treason in its various forms. Apart from defection to
the enemy, espionage, betrayal of State secrets, treason
is also committed by fleeing from the USSR or refusing
to return to it from abroag. Terrorism, sabotage and
banditry are also capital crimes. Other penalties (up
to 10-15 years) are prescribed for “wrecking,” anti-
Soviet propaganda (including the dissemination of
“slanderous rumours” and banned literature) and
“mass disorders”.

(Continued from Page 5)

ly recalls the notorious sentiment of Blut und Boden,
in sharp contrast with the internationalist tradition of
the founders of Russian Communism almost all of
whom knew exile, and with the work of Pasternak
himself. Nobody leaves his own country with a light
heart, but if need be, one can in fact emigrate. Before
being Italian, German, Russian, one is a man.

Finally, the references in Pasternak’s letter to the
circumstances through which Doctor Zhivago came to
be published are not truthful. And the publisher,
Feltrinelli, has done well to refrain from setting the
record straight—for how, after all, can one engage in
polemics with a prisoner? But we may be permitted,
through an association of ideas, to recall an episode
from the period of the great Stalinist trials: A defend-
ant, forced to confess that he had met Trotsky’s son
in a Copenhagen hotel, gave a fictitious name—so that
from the falseness of this detail, the falseness of the
entire testimony could be deduced abroad.

Alas, in these days, Pasternak was so deafened by
the hysterical shrieking of the Moscow writers that
he failed to preceive that, because of the alert sound-
ed by international opinion, he was stronger than his
adversaries. But Doctor Zhivago will survive all
polemics; this is the revenge of which no dictatorship
can deprive the poet.
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have been created with the increase in industrial
production, -4

Even more serious than the transportation crisis is
the great strain that is apparent in the effort to raise
steel production to the norm announced, over
10,000,000 metric tons—double (in one year, no less!)
last year’s output. Ambition here seems to be way
ahead of possible realization.

1t is for (his basic reason, therefore, that the leaders
of Communist China are attempting the complete
mobilization of their huge manpower surplus to make
up tor their great lack not only of modern machinery
but, more otten than not, of any machinery at all ex-
cept of the most primitive kind. Po I-po, Chairman of
‘the State Economic Board, has_ claimed that about
100,000,000 people have been working at steel produc-
tion alone, with most of the effort being concentrated
on producing pig iron at 350,000 hastily constructed
primitive blast turnaces all over Communist China.

Tens of millions of women, further, have been
“freed” from their household tasks to become part of
the labour battalions that are digging the ditches,
canals, roads, etc., with these battalions in veritable
military formation and under military discipline.

Nothing is allowed to stand in the way of this total
regimentation effort, neither human considerations nor
respect for the traditional values of Chinese civiliza-
tion. :

The family, which for centuries has been the res-
pected, almost hallowed, unit of social organization,
around which has revolved much of the basic rules of
ethical behaviour, is swiftly crumbling into a mere
museum piece. Individual homes are being rapidly
eliminated; its members live in communal houses;
mothers work full time and children are left in nurse-
ries.

Aged members of the family, heretofore held in
special veneration, are being sent to old-age homes,
where they must grow their own food and, more often
than not, are completely separated from their relatives.

Family members often work in different places, and
the younger ones are being sent to distant provinces.
Ancestral graveyards are being razed and remains of
the dead are moved to common pits, dug deep so that
the earth above them can be cultivated. But enough!

This, then, is the new communeization system. It is
complete regimentation of every aspect of life and
living.

Soviet Russia never had anything approaching it;
the Kremlin leaders never dared to go so far. But Mao
Tse-tung has dared. It is both monstrous and frighten-
ing. Even the Communists in the European satellite
countries, especially in East Germany, it is reported,
have looked at this image of their own future and are
uneasy.

Let there be no doubt about one thing. This totally
regimented slave society inside China is no end in
itself for the communist masters of the country. They
are looking beyond their own borders. The consolida-
tion of their control based upon the harnessing to
their totalitarian chariot wheel of the limitless man-
power of China gives them the lever to thrust out into
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the international arena. The society which they are
moulding inside China is for them a piece of merchan-
dise for export.

Let tis have no illusions about this. Communism by
its very nature is dynamic, aggressive, expansive. The
Chinese communists themselves have made this clear
repeatedly in their own pronouncements, and one of
the most melancholy phenomena of our age is the re<
fusal of so many good-hearted people to believe it.

For outside consumption, especially in the neutralist
countries of Asia, Peiping will pretend to adhere to
the five principles of peaceful co-existence and
mutual non-interference adopted by the 1955 Afro-
Asian Conference held at Bandung in which Red’

. China participated.

But such pretended belief in the principles of non-"
interference didn’t prevent Communist China’s rape of
Tibet nor its heaping abuse upon Nehru when he
protested this forceful taking over of a country which
interfered with nobody and had been let alone for
so long a time. ;

Red China’s real belief about neutralism was indi-
cated long ago, in 1940, when Mao Tse-tung said:

“In the world from now on, neutrality is only a term
for deceiving people.” : : i

If it be protested that this was long before the
Bandung Conference and that Mao Tse-tung has since
changed his line, let me quote for such naive souls
from the Chinese Youth Journal of August 8, 1957,
written more than two years after the conference:

“There is definitely no such thing as the transcen-
dental Third Course. In the domain of politics and
ideology it is either the easterly wind getting the up-
per hand over the westerly wind or vice versa. Peace-
ful co-existence and mutual non-interference are im-
possible” (emphasis added.)

If the free world willfully remains complacent in
refusing to recognize these as the real intentions of the
Chinese communists, it will merely be hastening its
own doom.

—Condensed from American Federationist
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Review

India Wins Freedom
By Maulana Abdul Kalam Azad, Published by Orient
“Longmans; Price: Rs. 12.50. . :
Maulana Azad has told in India Wins Freedom,
the story of thie last ten years of the national move-
ment before it succeeded in winning its cherished
goal of independence. It is a story as he saw it, for
most of it consists of what he thought, said or did.
It is but natural, as the book is essentially an autobio-
graphy of the Maulana. As an autobiography it is,
however, a.disappointing performance as it is only a

bald record of his public activities.- As-a record it is..

superficial as it fails to give even a glimpse of the
powerful social forces which were shaping the events
of those days. ,

The story begins with the beginning of the war in
Europe and ends with the partition of the country and
the assasination of Mahatma Gandhi. There are two
short chapters at the beginning which tell about the
childhood and the youth of the Maulana and his early
association with the Congress. There is an epilogue
at the end which restates his views on the partition
and the problems arising out of it. These chapters
were to be later elaborated into volumes one and three
of the autobiography. Death prevented him from
writing those volumes and the world will not now
know what he had to say about the early and the
later part of his life. The latter would have been
particularly valuable as the Maulana was occupying
during that period an important position in the
Government and also in the Congress organisation.

The curious part of the story told by the Maulana
is the revelation that, during that period of approxi-
mately six years when he was occupying the position
of the presidentship of the Congress and the later
three years when he continued to be a member of its
Working Committee, he differed with the prevailing
policy of the organisation on every vital issue. His
views on the issue of the war were diametrically
different from those of Gandhiji and his followers in
the Working Committee. The Maulana was for sup-
port to the war and war efforts if the freedom of the
country was recognised. He-did not like the indivi-
dual satyagraha movement started by Gandhiji. He
had his doubts also about the desirability of launching
the “Quit India” movement which was later started
by Gandhiji when Japan was knocking at the eastern
gates of India. :

- ‘During the discussions that later took place between

the Congress and the British Government the views
and the estimates of the Maulana invariably differed
from those of the organisation which he was heading.
He was for the acceptance of the Wavel proposals
which were elaborated at the Simla Conference.
Later he was for the acceptance of the Cabinet Mis-
sion Plan. He has expressed his regret at several
places that the Plan was not accepted.

The Maulana was also opposed to the Congress
decision to accept the Mountbatten Plan which offered

10

independence on the basis of the division of the

‘country. One wonders why he continued occupying

the presidentship and later remaininig a member of
the Wérking Committee when on all these vital issues
he could not carry the Congress with him. Would it
not have been more honourable to resign those posi-
tions, place his point of view before the people and
the rank and file of the Congress and try to educaté
them? Some others like the late Mr. M. N. Roy and
Mr. Rajagopalachari followed that course. They lost
their popularity, but they contributed far more to the
political education of the people:. ‘ :

The views of Maulana Azad on the partioning of
the country and the creation of Pakistan are those of
an ordinary nationalist. The geographical unity of
the country was to him far more important than the
termination of foreign rule. He was prepared to
postpone the attainment of independence rather. than
give in to the demand of the Muslim League. Pt
Nehru may have been wrong in not allowing' the
Muslim League - two -seats i n the U.P.. Congress
Ministry in 1937, but the rise of the League cannot
be attributed to that one factor. The narrow and or-
thodox social outlook of the nationalist movement, and
the totalitarian claims of the Congress were mainly res-
ponsible for the growth of the League’s influence. ‘As-a
nationalist Muslim, Maulana Azad’s thinking was
governed by some pre-conceived notions. He could
not therefore see and appreciate the force of the rival
nationalist movement that grew under the' leader-
ship of Mr. Jinnah. ;

Maulana Azad has not been fair to his colleagues.
He has mentioned some mistakes that, according to
him, were committed by Pt. Nehru. For Pt. Nehru,
however, he had a warm and deep regard. But the
same thing cannot be said about his other colleagues.
He is most unfair to Sardar Patel. He suggests that
he was a communalist. He holds him partly respon-
sible for the assasination of Gandhiji. He accuses him
of not doing his best to put down the riots that deve-
loped in Delhi in the wake of the disturbances in the
Punjab. This is not the place to examine these alle-
gations. But one cannot but say that the Maulana
was not well-advised to make such wild charges
against a colleague who, being dead, was not in a
position to defend himself. At another place the
Maulana has stated that Sardar Patel and Dr. Rajendra
Prasad were “entirely the creation of 'Gandhiji’.
Neither would regard the statement as an insult, but
his suggestion that they had, apart from the support
of Gandhiji, no following or place in the country’s pub-
lic life is untrue and unwarranted. The description
is more applicable to the Maulana himself. The
eminent position that he came to occupy in the Con-
gress and the political life was due entirely to the
blessings of Gandhiji. He had no other support in the
country. . :

The book deals only with the political activities of
Maulana Azad. But {;e was also an eminent man of
letters and a keen observer of men and events. In the
course of his long and varied life he came across thou-

(Continued on page 11)



March 1959
THE W,

F réedon; F s;rst

ONG ROAD — Continued from page 2

it can only be by threats, by toefcion; ar ad 1 do siot § ting the landless against the landed and small-landed

hesitate to say that if a"serious attempt is made,. it
will unfortunately lead to civil war and bloodshed
and the death of thousands of people in this country.
I think anyone who thinks he can persuade the pea-
sants of India to give up their lands and become larid
less serfs again for a super-zamindari in Pelhl or thé
State capital is living in a_ fool's paradise.

* The Prime Minister, talking -at Baoli on' the 10t11
of February, is. reported to have said:

i

“Those  who tell you that cooperative farmin

* amounts, to some sort of confiscation of land ar
trying to cheat you...”

" I wish he had not used this unchantable remark
about people as diyerse as Shri C. Ra]agopalachan
Shri Jaya Prakash Narayan, Shri K.M. Munshi and
many others who have said that. For instance, Shri
Jaya Prakash Narayan has said in Banaras only four
days ago that cooperative farming in today’s context
means creating “pupets in the hands of officials,” thus
depriving the peasan:s of their volition and land. It
is not .good to say of these patriotic sons of the soil
that they are cheating the people. Whatever the mo-
tives.may be, whatever they may be thinking they will
be doing, the people who are really misleading the
country are those who say that this Nagpur pattern
of ;joint cooperative farming will not take the land
away from the peasants.

The ruling party has set its feet on the wrong road,
wrong from the point of view of public morality,
wrong from the point of view of a free society and also,
if I may say so, wrong from the point of view of self-
interest. It is wrong from the point of view of self-
interest because for the sake of a minority, a majority
is sought to be penalised. The National Sample Survey
of 1954-55 came to the conclusion that there were
66 million households owning land with five members
per household, while there were 15 million house-
holds not owning land at all-about 20 per cent of
those -with land. Indian Agriculture In Brief, pub
lished by the Ministry of Agriculture in 1957, gives
these figures. Those who are self—employed in
agriculture are 53.7 per cent of the population. The
big majority of people living in the villages do
own some land. They love that land, small as it may
be, as they love their-baby, even if itisa little infant.
They do not think that thelr land is worthless because
it is small.

. The real duty to the peasant today lies in giving
water to the cultivator. We have not got enough irri-
gation facilities. Give them better fertilisers; give
them seed and teach them how to cultivate their lands
better than they have been used to do through ages.
This' is the way in which Japan and other countries
thot forward in the production of wheat and rice.
Instead of doing that, we are drawing the red herring
of collective farming across the track and diverting
attention from:our gigantic tasks. Even if it is never
carried out, it will divert attention from constructive
pursuits and will take class war into the villages set-

against the big-landed. Gandhiji used to say: “We
of the cities will do everything for the peasant except
get off his back.” This formula of joint cooperative
farming is invented by urban, doctrinaire people who
have very little to do with them and is another attempt
in a roundabout way to keep on the backs of our
peasantry : wid b el R

(Continued from page 10)

sands of men and witnessed or participated in
hundreds of events. The impressions these left: on
his sensitive mind would have been an invaluable part
of his autoblography One searches in vain for such
an expression of his personality. India Wins Freedom
scrupulously avoids. giving. any such.glimpse. into..the
mind of the Maulana. The book thereby becomes
only. a not—too lively record of political events of a
recent past. - ¢ V. B: K.

Not In Our Stars

By A. D. Gorwala, Published by Jaico Publishing House
Price: Rs. 3.

Mr. Gorwala is well-known in the country as an
able administrator. He is equally well-known as a
fearless publicist. During the last five years or so

he has written extensively on current topics in a num-

ber of newspapers. Some of those articles are collec-
ted together in this book of over three hundred pages.

Mr. Gorwala ha: written on several topics ranging
from population control and simple living to problems
of foreign policy and dangers of communist infiltra-
tion. Articles dealing with each topic are grouped
together in separate chapters which makes reading
easy.

As a convinced democrat, Mr. Gorwala has subjected
to a searching examination those policies and actions
of the Government which result in strengthening tota-
litarian tendencies. He is particulary critical of the
foreign policy of the Government which, though osten-
sibly neutral and non-aligned, leans many a time to-
wards Soviet Russia and China. His criticism is both
cogent and bold.

A democracy can survive and grow only on the
basis of a free and fearless discussion of all public
affairs. It is the task of the press to initiate and facili-
tate such discussion. The press in our country has
not been playing that role very creditably. It is to
a large extent conformist. Even Mr. Gorwala did not
always find it easy to secure publicity for his articles.
A regular column contributed by him to an eminent
journal was suddenly stopped because his writing was
frowned upon by persons in authority. That, in spite
of all these difficulties, he continued to write is an
eloquent testimony to his sense of public duty and his
courage of conviction. Our democracy will secure
a surer footing if we get a few more of such disinteres-
ted and courageous critics of public affairs. Mr. Gorwa-
la has rendered a distinct service to the cause of demo-
cracy by bringing together in book form his seathered
writings- on issues which still continue to agitate the
public mind. : N. M. K.
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