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From Amritsar

To Kerala

by B. K. Desai

PFBQM,_AmritSar to Kerala is a long way, but the
£ communists have covered that distance, both poli-
tically and geographically, within a short period of
four months. At Amritsar the communists were in a
mood of aggressive self-confidence and were planning
to gear up the party organisation with a view to casting
it into the role of the opposition to the Congress. But
when the 25-man Central Executive of the Party met
at Trivandrum on August 7, the party leaders were in
an apprehensive mood and on the defensive. Police
firing, political murders and the growing spurt of
lawlessness were indicative of the loosening of the
party’s hold in Kerala. The situation was so alarming
that within a few hours of his arrival, together with
A. K. Gopalan, from Moscow on July 31, Ajoy Ghosh
held hurried consultations with his colleagues in
Delhi over the latest developments in Kerala and
quickly decided to shift the meeting of the Central
Executive from Hyderabad to Trivandrum. The main
purpose behind the shifting of the venue was to boost
the sagging morale of the Kerala party and to demon-
strate effectively party’s solidarity in supporting the
‘Kerala Communist Government. The main concern
of¢the ‘communist leadership at the meeting was to
devise ways and means to counter what they called
“the’ Congress campaign to vilify the Communist
Ministry.” "This was just a ruse to sidetrack the main
issue. The prilme cause for their concern was effects
of the situation in Kerala on the people and the pos-
sibility «of the Centre intervening in Kerala“to check
‘the growing tide of lawlessness and anarchy let loose
by the communists. How to ward off the Central
intervention and what should be the party’s future
strategy in ‘case the President’s rule was introduced
inKerala - these were the two questions which were
facing the party leaders assembled at Trivandrum.

" 'There ‘were also other questions which were no less
important and had equal bearing on the Kerala experi-
ment. Effects of the Kerala situation on non-com-
munist parties all ovér the country were far from satis-
factory. Instead of endearing the communists. to
other left parties, the Kerala experiment was driving
them away from the communists and making them get
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together in a united front against communists them-

selves. Even in Bengal and Maharashtra, where
the United Front tactics are in full operation,
has served as an ‘eye-opener to -other
opposition pasties.~-In-Maharashtra-the relations bet-
ween the communists and theéir allies in the Samiti
have been visibly strained and in West Bengal the
united front formed at the time of the last general
election appears to be braking down primarily because
of the disillusionment of the PSP and other parties
about the Communists caused by the developments in
Kerala. The Bengal PSP has even decided not to launch
any joint movement with the Communist Party and
has now dissociated itself from the Price Increase and
Famine Resistance Committee comprising various
leftist parties of the State. Besides, the Kerala police
firing and the Kerala-Birla pact have adversely affec-
ted communist prestige in the State and many leftist
parties have openly attacked the Communist Party
for its “anti-people policies”. It was not, therefore,
for nothing that the weekly New Age, in its special
August 15 issue, bemoaned the fact that “the Com-
munist Party stands for a united front of all Let
forces but the Left parties reject it. It stands for
unity in the Trade Union movement and works for
it, but they oppose it and work against it. The Com-
munist. Party works for a united front on every vital
issue concerning the people and the plan. Here
again, it is the Socialists, PSP and other parties that
prevent mobilisation of the people in a common
front.” -

Besides, the erosion of party discipline and the lack
of unity among party leaders has also been causing
serious concern to the party bosses. The ghost of Nagy
has still been haunting the party leadership in un-
expected quarters and the serious ideological contro-
versey provoked by the execution has not yet been
stilled and continues to errupt in the most embarras-
sing manner. The Maharashtra Committee of the
Party, at its meeting at Aurangabad, has been repor-
ted to have “disapproved” of the secret trial and the
execution of the Hungarian leaders. . A few active
party members — full-timers — in Bombay city, it is
learnt, have written to the Central Executive criticis-
ing the execution and asking for a firm stand against
it and have even threatened to resign from the party
on this issue. Similarly, 23 members from West Ben-
gal have circulated an anonymous letter to the mem-
bers of the Central Executive criticising the party’s
role in Yugoslav affair and Nagy episode and accusing
the party of being “a satellite of the Soviet Union.” A
prominent member of the party from Bengal, Mr. A. K.
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Ganguli, MLA, has resigned his membership of the
party as well as of the State Legislature because of
differences on policy issues including that of Nagy
execution; and one more communist MLA from West
Bengal, it is learnt, has been outspokenly critical of
the party’s policy on that issue. :
Leading lights of the party have also added to this
confusion and disunity by their incorrigible habit of
issuing contradictory statements on various issues.
“Above all, individualism is rampant, discipline is
slack, the worst offenders in several cases being lead-
ing comrades who hold responsible position” — this
was observed by the Central Committee in its Organi-
sational Report presented to the Party Congress at
Amritsar. The events in the past few months have
only testified to its veracity. Nagy execution, Kerala
police firing, coalition government in Kerala, invita-

“tion“to ‘the Congress-President to visit-Kerala,.discus-..

sion on Kerala in Parliament and, above all, the noto-
rious Kerala-Birla pact — on all these issues party
leaders have been found to speak with different voices.
The worst offender has been Dange whose instinctive
habit of playing to the gallery and indulging in de-
magogic pronouncements has very often placed the
party in an embarrasing position. It was, however,
later reported that Dange was censured by the Party
Executive for his indiscretions.

But this lack of unity in the higher party echelon is
only a manifestation of the ideological confusion
which has plagued the party during tae last few years.
After their victory at the polls in Kerala, the commun-
ists donned the garb of constitutional and parliamen-
gary politicians and at Amritsar they officially endor-
sed the new thesis of peaceful parliamentary road to
socialism. *Though this was no more than a shift in
their tactics, and yet another attempt to delude the
masses by fake professions, -there is some evidence
for believing that party members were also among the
first ta be confused. Some members evidently took
the professions seriously which has only served to
increase the already existing confusion in the party!
“After the general elections, the Kerala State Com-
mittee adopted a resolution trying to link our suc-
cesses in Kerala and the formation of a communist
government there with the broader issue of peaceful
transition. Some Central Committee members
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thought the document to be wrong. Some agreed
with it. But the Central Committee did not even dis-
cuss it.” This statement in the Organisational
Report coupled with Bhupesh Gupta’s strong plea (in
the Monthly New Age, July 1958) to “fight parlia--
mentary illusions” clearly show how these new
tactics have worked both ways and sown more con-
fusion among party members. Similarly there has
been a “steady infiltration of alien ideas and ways” and
“growing indifference towards the basic ideological
issues” prevailing in the party with the result that
“some comrades even dispute such basic concepts of
Marxism-Leninism as dictatorship of the proletariat
being essential for building of Socialism” (Organisa-
tional Report). Besides, there is the penetration of
“right-wing revisionist opportunism” which has lately
become an anathema to the party. The result of all
arty leaders to
“by-pass ideological struggles even when it is neces-
sary.” This naturally has left the rank and file in an ide-
ological doldrum and only accelerated the fissiparous
tendencies inside the party. Acded to this is the
Iaxi§e influx of members who have been recently en-
rolled as a result of the membership drive of the party
to transform itself into a mass party but “most of these
newcomers remain, more or less, strangers to the
fundamentals of Marxism and Leninism.” (Bhupesh
Gupta, monthly New Age, July 1958). The cummu-
lative effect of all these factors is “the growing politi-
cal and ideological squabbles among the party leader-
ship, which are fast infiltrating the rank and file and
have created a situation of stagnancy and suspicion.”
(Blitz, July 26, 1958).

However one should not exaggerate the differences
and fissures inside the party. Howsoever much the
CPI may be faction-ridden, these wrangles have rarely
come out in the open and have never detracted from
the effectiveness of the party machine or the organi-
sation. It should be remembered that the party was
most faction-ridden at the time of the Palghat Con-
ference in April 1956, but inspite of these inner-party
squabbles the party was able to mobilise effectively all
its resources during the last general elections. The
group rivalries inside the party, centered round a few
eminent leaders, have really very limited bearing on
the party’s policies or programme because, in the
larger context of the communist movement, ultimately
it is the bosses in Moscow who lay down the strategy
and tactics for the party. As such these factions have
very little independence to assert themselves and in
all major respects ultimately Moscow has the final
say.

)"I‘he “new line” brought back from Moscow by
Ghosh and Gopalan was heralded by Dange before
their arrival on July 25 at the time of the general
strike in Bombay called in sympathy for the Premier
Automobile Workers, when addressing a public meet-
in¥ he announced that the strike was “only a rehear-
sal of things to come.” At the same time the leader
of the Communist group in the U.P. Legislative
Assembly warned the Government against the “grow-
ing unrest of the people facing starvation” and said

(Continued on page 6)



Notes

“Bullies” And Appeasement

IS the Governmént of India being “bullied” by the
Communist Party into opposing any discussion in
Parliament of the situation in Kerala? Acharya Kripa-
lani expressed that apprehension the other day in
Parliament and as things have turned out, nobody
can say that there is no justification for entertaining
that suspicion.

- ~-When:-the Kerala-issue-was-first -raised- in--this-ses-

sion of Parliament, the Prime Minister intervened,
expressed his strong disapproval of many things that
had happened in Kerala and agreed that there should
be a debate on the situation. The leader of the Com-
munist Party also expressed his agreement to a debate.
It is another matter that the agreement is now being
explained away as an agreement to debate the gene-
ral issue of relations between the Centre and the
States and not the specific issue of Kerala. However,
that may be, it appeared as if there was a tacit agree-
ment on all sides to debate the Kerala situation in
Parliament.

However, when Dr. K. B. Menon actually tabled
a motion to secure the debate the Speaker on the
advice of the Home Minister decided to send the
materials collected by Dr. Menon to the Chief Minis-
ter of Kerala through the Home Minister in order
to get his version of the facts before giving his ruling.
This was done because the Chief Minister of Kerala
sent a telegram to the Home Minister and requested
an opportunity to place the State Government’s views
before the house. The net result has been that
the discussion on the Kerala situation which was
promised on the opening day of the Session could not
take place this Session. _

This could have been easily avoided if the Govern-
ment of India had been a little more cooperative.
The Home Minister admitted that ‘the Central Gov-
emment had some information about some matters
that had occurred in Kerala” Why was not that in-
formation made available to Parliament? On the
basis of that information, the Speaker could have
easily given his ruling and Dr. Menon’s motion need
not have been kept pending.

Similar dilatory and evasive tactics were adopted
when Mr. Masani’s motion over a breach of Privilege
of the House came for consideration. Mr. Masani’s
contention was that Mr. Namboodiripad, the Chief
Minister of Kerala, had committed a breach of privilege
and contempt of the House by stating in a telegram
to the Home Minister that some Members of Par-
liament had tried to slander the Government of
Kerala. Mr. Masani based his charge on a news
agency report of the telegram. It could have been
easily proved or disproved by placing the telegram
before the House. There were demands that the

telegram, which the Home Minister had actually in
his hands, should be read to the House. It had been
earlier shown to the Speaker and thereby lost its
claim to secrecy as a communication from a State
'Government to the Central Government. And yet
the Home Minister hesitated and hesitated and in
the end declined to read it on the ground that it
was a secret document. It is only because of this
attitude of the Home Minister that a clear case of a
breach of privilege could not be established that day
against the Chief Minister of Kerala.

In view of these happenings, can anybody be blam-
ed if he is led to think that the Government of India
is inclined to shield the Communist Ministry of
Kerala. In reply to Acharya Kripalani's charge, the
Home Minister, Pandit Pant said: “Acharya Kripalani
seemed-to.think that we are.ia league.with-the-com--.
munists and that we and the communists have reach-
ed some sort of an understanding in this matter. That
is not so.” This denial is welcome but a mere verbal
denial will not satisfy anybody. What is far more
important is action, and that undeniably leans heavi-
ly on the side of an attempt at avoiding a discussion
of communist misdeeds in Kerala. Can it be that
those who start by appeasing international commu-
nism find it difficult not to end up by appeasing its
Fifth Column within the country?

Dr. Charles Malik

IN electing Dr. Charles Malik, Foreign Minister of
Lebanon, to the Presidency of the 13th session of
the U. N. General Assembly, that august body hus
shown its appreciation of the services of that great
liberal diplomat to the cause of international peace
and amity. Dr. Malik was elected with a convincing
majority and had the support of Latin American and
a substantial number of West European and Asian
nations. He has been a great U. N. figure ever since
the birth of that organisation and has always spoken
up on behalf of those in’ Asia who adhere to liberal
values in the midst of chauvinism and racialism. A
great scholar and professor at the American Univer-
sity of Beirut, Dr. Malik turned to active politics after
Lebanon achieved its independence. In the strife-
torn Middle East, Dr. Malik has always been the
staunch champion of democratic values and East-
West cooperation and as such had even to incur the
wrath of leaders of some of the Middle-Eastern coun-
tries. By his election the World Assembly has recog-
nised the values for which Dr. Malik has always stood.
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Revolt In Occupied Tibet

By S. V. Raju

THE Chinese Communists have always vehemently
denounced the “reactionary” Chiang Kai-Shek.
Yet unlike Lenin who gave up Tsarist Russian Terri-
torial claims, they enthusiastically inherited Chiang’s
claim to suzerainty over Tibet. The only difference was
that while the Kuomintang government did not
attempt to assert its claim over Tibet, the Communists
set about to transform this formal claim into hard
reality. Tibet, the land of chanting Buddhists, which
had never seen an automobile let alone a jet aircraft,

.whose. weapons of war still consists of primitive-bows-

and arrows, was suddenly, in October of 1950, inva-
ded by the marching horades of the Communist
“Liberation Army.”

While India’s parliamentarians debated on the
semantic niceties of “suzerainty” and “sovereignty”,
the Chinese Communists in their classic tradition of
suppressing national rights rained bombs and shells
at resisting Tibetans. India, at the insistance (it was
reported) of Sardar Patel, sent a mild note of protest
to Peking, but got snubbed in the process. Finally
India’s acquiescence to the Red Chinese occupation
of the land of the Lamas gave birth to the “Panch-
shila” agreement which ensured, with tragic irony,
respect for the territorial integrity of the Panchashila
signatories even while Tibet’s territorial autonomy
had been conveniently written off.

®Soon after Mao’s legions occupied Tibet, the con-

querors exprgssed pious professions respecting Tibet's
autonomy and its own peculiar way of life. As late
as 1956 the Times of India (Jan. 15, 1956) reported
a P.T.I. interview with Dheta Chiting, Communist
Governor of Kutyaye, south-east frontier province of
Tibet, and himself a Lama. Said the Lama “Mao Tse
Tung on his full official authority has. .. .assured the
Dalai Lama a unique position with full provincial
autonomy and unrestiicted religious freedom in the
new Chinese administrative set-up.”

“Dhela Chiting said that the Indian Prime Minister
Mr. Nehru was present when Mao Tse Tung assured
the Dalai Lama at Peking (in 1954) that Tibet would
enjoy aatonomy which no other Chinese province
enjoyed in the People’s Republic.”

But the Chinese communists, as their comrades else-
where, have never been addicted to the “bourgeois”
vice of keeping their promises or remembering their
assurances. For them, like truth, assurances are also
relative. With cynical disregard of Tibetan sentiments
and public opinion outside the bamboo curtain, the
Chinese have been ruling Tibet with an iron hand.

All-weather motorable roads have been built con-
necting Peking to Lhasa. Airfields have been built
near Lake Mansarovar. Strategically Tibet is a first
class base for the Chinese from which to operate their
offensive air attacks in case of future hostilities.

It was perhaps only to gain time that Mao’s China
was not impetuous enough to shove Marxism-Lenin-
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ism-Maoism down the throats of the Tibetan people.
But eight years after their occupation the Chinese
Communists still find the Tibetans in a defiant mood,
whom perhaps they grossly underestimated in terms
of the latter’s capacity to put up resistance.

A “Work Report of the People’s Council of the
Tibetan Autonomous Chou of Kanze” covering the
period from December 1955 through March 1958 and
published in a recent issue of the Kangtung Kanze Pao,
admitted that on the eastern border of Tibet in the
province of -Szechwan the people had been in-constant
rebellion since 1956. This confirms recent dispatches
from Nepal and North India that rebellion within
Tibet had intensified.

The “Work Report” in the Kanze Pao indicated that
the rebellion erupted into major vevolt at least on
two occasions when the Chinese Communist Army
was “compelled to wage armed struggle to put down
the revolts.” :

The Communist journal went on to say that it was
the Party’s decision in December 1955 to introduce
land reform in the Tibetan area that sparked the open
rebellion.

According to this “Work Report,” “They (Tibetans)
besieged the Government, burnt government stores
and warehouses, disrupted communications, robbed
the masses, killed cadres, attacked the People’s Libera-
tion Army, and cruelly mutilated those activists,. ...
causing losses to the people in life and property.”

Significantly enough, the “Work Report” also re-
corded that “the rebels have described the class strug-
gle as a ‘national struggle’ and a ‘struggle to defend
religion’.”

The Tibetan Chairman of the Communist-sponsor-
ed Chinese Buddhist Association, Hsi Jao Chia Tso,
explained to the National People’s Congress in Peking
that the rebellions that were taking place in the Tibetan
area of Szechwan were the result of dissatisfaction
with Communist policies. Comrade Hsi Jao pleaded:
“....the Tibetan people are highly conservative to-
wards their native customs, it is therefore not surpris-
ing that they are also conservative in their attitude
towards new events and systems. Any impetuous and
eager attempt for change under unripe conditions only
lead to unfavourable results.” :

A group of Tibetans headed by a brother of the
Dalai Lama addressed a petition to the Indian Prime
Minister in which they charged that the Chinese Com-
munists had bombed the village of Litang, in the
Kanze Chou, killing more than 4,000 Tibetans, prac-
tically the whole village. The New China News
Agency (official Chinese Communist news agency)
in a dispatch on August 7, 1956 admitted that “military
measures” had been taken against “the rebels.”

That there is unrest in Tibet can no longer be
doubted. The very fact that for no obvious reason

(Continued on page 8)



Khrushchev—Mao Tse-tung Meeting

By Roderick Macfarquhar

HE meeting between Nikita Khrushchev and Mao

Tse-tung in Peking from July 31 to Angust 3 is one
of the major events in world affairs since the end of
the last world war. It ranks, I think, with the explo-
sion of the first Russian atom bomb and the beginning
of the Korean war.

It marks the entry of Communist China into the
international arena as a major policy on all East-West
disputes. -Hitherto Chinese actions, such as the pro-
mise of five times as many volunteers as the Soviet
Union-at the time of Suez,; were-of-purely-academic
interest. But if the undisputed leader of Russia has
to go to Peking (the analogy with Selwyn Llyod’s
journey to Washington is not completely unapposite)
to “sell” his policy towards the West before the sum-
mit meeting—then it is clear that recognition or no
recognition, with or without a United Nations seat,
China is a decisive factor at that meeting.

It thus raises for the Americans a major issue of
policy — is it better to deal directly with China or is
it better to allow Khrushchev to come to the confer-
ence table alone, knowing that any agreement he may
conclude will be subject to Peking’s veto. But for
the moment, that problem is in the background.
China has agreed to a summit on Khrushchev’s terms
and is not attempting to force herself in on the act.
That, surely, will come later.

The prime question at the moment is — why did
Khrushchev have to go to Peking? The short answer
is, I submit, that the divergences between Chinese and
Russian policy towards the present crisis had become
so serious that Khrushchev had to ensure that what-
ever he negotiated at the summit was not immediately
sabotaged by China.

This divergence becomes clear when one looks at
the course of events over the past weeks. Both coun-
tries reacted strongly immediately after America
moved into the Lebanon and Britain into Jordan. The
Soviet Government called on the Security Council to
take action against America on July 15, and protested
officially against the British landings on July 18. The
equivalent Chinese protests were issued on July 16
and July 19, the delay being caused presumably by
the vagaries of longitude. The Soviet Union pointed-
ly announced the beginning of military exercises on
its southern borders. But then on July 19, Mr. Khru-
shchev issued his extraordinary call for immediate
summit talks — extraordinary not for the move itself,
which might be and was dismissed as a brilliant dip-
lomatic ploy, but for its language.

In marked contrast to the bellicose language of the
previous day’s protest on Jordan, Mr. Khrushchev’s
wording was reasonable and cogent. But above all,
his letter was impregnated with urgency, almost panic.

The guns had started firing, he said. The world was
“on the brink of a military catastrophe”. He might
well have been trying merely to put the fear of God

into the West; but subsequent events indicate
otherwise.

For while the tone of Soviet propaganda softened
as it became clear that the Western powers were not
going to invade Iraq, that of China steadily increased
in intensity. While Soviet demonstrations were dying
down, the Chinese announced that daily increasing
numbers of people were protesting all over China at
the Western action. The figure of 64 million was
mentioned, and Reuter’s Peking correspondent was

rebuked ~forunderestimating=tne “mumber -of - demon--

strators in the capital. Needless to say such demon-
strations give no indication of actual public opinion.
But they are a conventional Communist measuring-
rod for the importance attached to a crisis. Mr. Khru-
shchev undoubtedly realized their significance. If
he had any doubts, Peking’s total failure to comment
on, let alone approve, his summit proposal would have
convinced him that China’s attitude was completely
different from his own. Indeed his proposal may have
been a swift answer to a message from the Chinese
capital suggesting strong action.

" Certainly the phrasing of the People’s Daily edito-
rial on July 20, indicated that the Chinese were argu-
ing with a more pacific Khrushchey. It clearly revealed
that China considered summit talks unnecessary and
weak-kneed. It said that the West had many politi-
cal and military weaknesses. It had a long war front
which could not be defended and which had numer-
ous loopholes. The “imperialists” were outwardly
ferocious, but in realigl were “paper tigers”. Most
significantly of all, it added that there was a Chinese
proverb that stated that concessions would not yield
peace and lenience would encourage evil. Appease-
ment, Mao was telling Khrushchev, was the wrong
policy. :

Presumably at this point, Khrushchev, called on
Mao not to subvert his policy in this manner; for, on
July 25, the People’s Daily did volunteer approval of
Khrushchev’s proposal for a United Nations summit
on July 28, made two days earlier. But while the
gradual easing of the Middle East crisis probably
strengthened his hand, Khrushchev’s failure to get to
the summit presumably enabled Mao to say ‘T told
you so’.

Thus, it became imperative for Khrushchev to go
to Peking to secure his rear.

The communique indicates that he won his argu-
ment, though not without concessions. In it, for the
first time, China comes out firmly for a summit con-
ference. " She comes out too, in favour of disarma-
ment, ending of atomic tests and the prohibition of
the use of nuclear weapons.

This appears to be a Chinese concession for there
have been a number of indications that China was not
too happy about Khrushchev’s unilateral renunciation
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of nuclear tcsts; obviously it tended to cut China’s
chances of joining the nuclear club. -

For his part Khrushchev has agreed to adopt a
tougher line if his policy should fail. The communi-

‘que states that the success of a peaceful policy cannot -

depend on one side alone, and accuses the West of
bringing the world to “the brink of a war catastrophe”.

It threatens, in the strongest language of the com-
munique, that if the Western “war maniacs” make
war, “all the countries and people who love peace and
freedom will unite closely to wipe out clean the im-
perialist aggressors and so establish an everlasting
world peace.” This is part and parcel of the Chinese
doctrine that greater numbers will ensure Commun-
ism’s, and in particular China’s survival in the event
of nuclear war. :

That the two powers do contemplate stronger meas-
ures which would increase the risk of war is indicated
by the-presence at the talks: of the two Defence
Ministers.

A further concession Khrushchev apparently made
was that appeasement would not apply to Tito. The
two parties resolved to safeguard the “purity of
Marxism-Leninism” and wage “an uncompromising
struggle against revisionism, the chief danger in the
Communist movement which is clearly manifested
in the programme of the League of Communists of
Yugoslavia .

The strange spectacle of a reluctant Khrushchev fol-
lowing a virulent Mao in the attack on Tito would
appear to be over. i

If this was the bargain, the problem remains: why
does Khrushchev favour a “soft” and Mao a “hard”
line? And why does Khrushchev have to take Mao
into account anyway?

The answer to the latter question is that during the
present crisis and indeed at any time of crisis, Mao
might quite easily involve Russia in a major war if he
chose. China’s bellicose propaganda over Formosa
during the current crisis indicated the area where
trouble might quickly be started and, with tension in
the Middle East at its height, such a spark could lead
to a further explosion there, followed by the initia-
tion of a nuclear war.

Such a war would, it seems clear, be a far greater
disaster for industrialised, urbanised Russia than for
agricultural China. Khrushchev could have no pleas-
ure at such a prospect. His policy of wooing the
neutrals has not been unsuccessful; indeed, in the
Middle East, he is at last in sight of sapping the whole
Western position. Why abandon this policy, especi-
ally when summit talks might wring further conces-
sions from the West?

Mao, on the other hand, sees the present Commun-
ist position as one of great strength—the “East wind
is prevailing over the West wind” — from which Khru-
shchev should demand the maximum. Wooing the
neutrals is all very well; but China’s marathon talks
with America have brought no concessions. The
“imperialists” only understand toughness — let the
Communists use it. If war results, Communism will
survive, not capitalism...

How then did Khrushchev secure Mao’s agreement
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to play it his way ’axst? Possibly promises of more
economic aid (though there is no indication of it in
the communique). Possibly a guarantee to supply
China with nuclear weapons in the event of a failure
to secure agreement with the West on disarmament.

But the most likely reason is that Khrushchev on
this issue just refused to give in — with Mao doing so
in the interests of “Communist solidarity”. His past
utterances indicate he considers this the most import-
ant factor in defeating the West. If Khrushchev need-
ed an ultimate threat, it was presumably that in the
event of a Chinese-engineered war, Russia would im-
mediately declare her neutrality.

FROM AMRITSAR TC KERALA—(Continued from page 2)

that “the prevailing dissatisfaction would one day
flare up into a bloody. revolution, engulf the entire
state and overthrow the present regime.” (Indian
Express, July 24, 1958). These were not the spon-
taneous outbursts but behind them lay the new policy
of fomenting mass struggles in J.P., Bihar, Bengal
and Delhi. In Maharashtra the party has decided (at
its Aurangabad meeting in the third week of July) to
link struggles for day-to-day urgent issues of the peo-
ple to the state-wide struggle for Samyukta Maha-
rashtra and thus widen the scope of united front
activities in the State. The party’s present line has
best been summed up by the weekly New Age in its
August 15 issue: “United mass struggle, mass resist-
ance and concrete action giving immediate relief to
the peoFle through every avenue that is possible is
essential to win the confidence of the masses and seek
their -intervention to change the course of Congress
policies.” Thus the main planks of the party program-
me are: (1) to counter the so-called Congress cam-
paign to vilify the Communist Government in Kerala
(thus  depicting the charges against the Kerala
Government as framed up by the Congress Party
alone) and to launch the campaign against the sugges-
tion for a probe into the Kerala situation. (2) To
forge united fronts against Congress regimes in all
states by exploiting various grievances of the people
and whipping up the anti-Congress sentiment among
the masses to isolate the Congress from the other
parties thus sabotaging any possibility of non-com-
munist parties coming together in rest of the states
and (3) ultimately to link up (1) and (2) by convert-
ing the issue of Centre-Kerala relations into that of
Congress-non-Congress party relations by popularising
the false belief that Kerala is a “new outpost of demo-
cratic forces in the country.” (New Age, August 15).
Or as stated in the Central Executive resolution adop-
ted at Trivandrum: “the issue before the people is
whether non-Congress popular Government represent-

ing first and foremost the interests of workers, peas-

ants, middle class and other sections of the working

people will be allowed to function under the Consti-

tution.” Thus the communist party has travelled a
long way from Amritsar to Kerala. But Kerala is
very near Andhra—or, to be precise, Telangana. Will,
then, Telangana be repeated? That depends.



The Impact Of ‘Science

By Michael Polanyi

HERE is a small book called A History of Freedom

of Thought by the Cambridge historian . B. Bury
to which I eften turn with a melancholy, affectionate
smile. For it evokes in me the times when I believed
what Bury believed when he wrote this book in 1913.
He was convinced that the age-old struggle of reason
against the oppressive darkness of religious authority
had now secured, at last, an unshakeable bastion b
the establishment of modern science.. The boo
reminds me how at the turn of the century a brilliant

group_of young Hungarians founded a Sociological

“Society which was intended to shed the light of science
on the structure of political and social life. Science
would guide them in the radical renewal of society.
They launched a journal with the title: The Twentieth
Century. I recall the thrill of these magic words
which defied the powers of darkness to enter the
great age that was at hand for us.

It is curious that these ideas should have evoked
such excitement, for they had actually caused the
same exhilaration already in our grandf)arents, and
had stirred the imagination of young intellectuals right
back to the 18th century. In 1848 the Communist
Manifesto had proclaimed the application of science
to social action. Jeremy Bentham had taught the
same doctrine in his own way before the time of the
French Revelution. Though these ideas did not pass
altogether uncontradicted, they kept reviving with un-
fading freshness and they remain, indeed, widely unto
this day. Bury’s little book has been reprinted many
times.

Yet looking round at the political scene presented
by this planet today, one may feel tempted to laugh
at these great hopes set on science. We hear the
modern revolutionary powers appealing to science for
the justification of their soul-killing oppression of man.
And we may watch with even deeper dismay how
millions of people the world over still respond spon-
taneously to the leadership of these tyrannies and
lend moral support to their actions. Modern political
fanaticism menaces the whole of mankind by appeal-

ing to a superior scientific insight into the affairs of

man.

To understand this strange outcome of the hopes
set on science for the guidance of human affairs, we
must view the role of science within the historical
perspective as outlined for example by Bury. We
must set aside the practical applications of science to
industry, medicine and warfare, which are relatively
recent. The tremendous impact of modern science,
from Copernicus to Newton, and from Newton to Dar-
win, was not Eractical but theoretical. Science shed
new light on the universe and on man’s position in the
universe: this was its liberating force. It endowed
the modern mind with a new self-confidence, far be-
yond the level reached before by the Renaissance and
the Reformation. This was the lasting feat of science;

this was the impact which evoked and ever renewed
throughout the past two centuries the expectation
that science might also put right the affairs ‘of men.

From this glance at the origins of the scientific
movement in public affairs, we may glean our first
clue for the explanation of its eventual failure. The
scientific movement started from the study of inani-
mate nature and the methods developed for this pur-
pose were not suited to other matters. The ideal of
science, as derived from the study of dead matter, is
to achieve complete exactitude, and conclusiveness. -
But living things obviously cannot be defined exactly
nor be represented in precisely conclusive statements.
This discrepancy obscures some important issues even
in the study of primitive forms of life, though the
damage is usually negligible here. When, however,
we proceed to apply the ideals of inanimate science to
the study of man, we reduce the representation of man
to the lowest possible terms. We miss out then all
that deserves respect in man and deprive him of any
grounds for respecting his fellow men. Science, re-
presenting man thus as a creature governed by greed
and fear, may well be taken to suggest that men
should behave like animals and that governments
should treat their subjects as if they were animals.

This criticism is indeed widespread. We hear
voices from all sides deploring the destruction of
moral values by the naturalistic interpretation of mar..
But this can be only part of the truth. For the con-
ception of man as a creature governed by pleasure
and pain, first developed in the 18th century, has
served as a guide to the great era of reforms which
has radically humanized Western society. In England
and America Bentham’s utilitarianism, based on the
calculus of pleasure and pain, has been interpreted
for almost two centuries as a philanthropic maxim,
directing governments to eliminzte unnecessary cruel-
ty and to exert themselves in alleviating poverty, igno-
rance, disease and humiliation.

No, a materialistic conception of man need not be
ruinous and can in fact be beneficent. But it can
develop in a very different manner, as it did at the

~ hands of Marx. Morality, Marx taught, was imposed

upon society by its rulers in the service of class inter-
ests. Bourgeois morality was merely a screen for the
exploitation of the proletariat by the caéjitalists.v Capi-
talliasm was doomed to be superseded by socialism,
releasing new productive forces under the rule of the
proletariat which would establish a new morality of
its own. For all morality was class morality.

Another major offshoot of a naturalistic conception
of man was the fierce nihilism of Nietzsche. ~ In his
obscure preachings, he exalted ruthless self-love and
claimed that the superior individual was a law unto
himself. His influence evoked the cult of brute force
by which Hitler and Mussolini rose to power.

Here, then, we have our real problem. Why did
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Review

Liberal Democracy

by }Massimo Salvador (Pall Mall Press, London, Price
15sh.

N a world where totalitarian ideas have become a
dominating factor, a book of this kind brings into
bold relief the hope and the conviction of the free
world that the cause of democracy and freedom has not
been lost. The book is a refreshing and brilliant ex-
position of a thesis—at a time when it is a fashion to
think otherwise—that the ideas of liberal democracy
are not only not outdated or relics of ‘decadent bour-
geois” culture, but the only silver lining on’the dark
horizons of the present and the future. With remark-
able clarity of thought and expression, Professor Sal-
vador, not merely restates but derives new meanings
from the basic values of democracy and freedom.
- Professor Salvader is, however, conscious of the
confusion, the immense multiplicity of the interpreta-
tions of words “democracy” and “liberty” has created;
he is also aware of the inadequacies of parliamentary
democracy in practice to which men like M. N. Roy
and Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan have made pointed re-
ference. In order to clear the confusion, he under-
takes to discuss the various interpretations and tries
to find and refocus the basic and common ideas that
have dominated the minds of democratic political
thinkers since times immemorial. For a correct inter-
pretation of the terms “liberty” and “democracy”, he
oes back to the fountainheads of the concepts of
beralism and rationalism. The ideas of Bacon, Vol-
taire, Montesqiue, Jafferson, Paine, Pestalossi, John
Stuart Mill and others receive sympathetic handling
from his pen and although all these thinkers have diff-
ered from one another in many details, they have ser-
ved the cause of liberalism and democracy well. Ac-
cording to him, liberty emerges essentially as a method
and not as a goal, and democracy as a set of institutions
which the method of liberty gives rise to. Liberty as
a method is, undoubtedly, a new concept. Though
one feels inclined to believe that liberty can he safe-
guarded as a method, it cannot be overlooked also as
a goal since it constitutes a basic human value — a
value which can be both, a method and a goal.

To Professor Salvador, the absence of liberty is
tyranny, autocracy, dictatorship, authoritarianism, and
totalitarianism; hence liberty cannot coexist with any
of these. He cautions that a “dictatorship is ....
established not when there is an imposing armed
force supporting the dictator, but when the citizens
are conditioned to accept the dictator’s will as theirs—
when they no longer use their critical faculties.”
Therefore, he is apprehensive of thought control of
any kind.

With regard to the inadequacies of the parliamen-
tary democracy, the author is sure that these would
be eliminated with the progressive broadening of
democracy at its grass-roots.

The author assigns a special role to the intellectual.

According to him, the intellectual is not merely a
thinker .or a “doer”, but above everything else, he
is a leader. As a leader, the intellectual is expected
to lead the people intc right directions, to safeguard
the interests of the pecple against the incursions of
the state. It is too often forgotten, he points out, that
whatever the function and influences of economic,
military and other groups, the dynamic element in
human affairs is represented by the intellectual.
“Intellectuals do not often do things, but they pro-
vide the ideas which give direction to the doers. It
may be true that the mental level of the individual in
the mass is not higher than that of children who have
not yet reached puberty, but even that individual
will go in the direction the intellectual has indicated
to him.” In order to substantiate his argument, the

“author “marshalls forth innumerable “examples from

history — from the rise of Christianity to the rise of
communism.

The author suggests that in order to be effective the
concept of liberty must be a dynamic one; it must
broaden with the unfolding of times. “The idea which
moves liberalism is the same now as it was in the
past, but the formulation that was sattisfactory to
Jafferson, Mirabeau, or Humboldt, is unclear now or
unsatisfactory.Y Hence the need of a progressive
change on its part.

According to the author, liberty and freedom can-
not continue to exist without a definite act of will, not
only on the part of the intellectuals, but also on the
part of the broad masses of common men and women.
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Kerala

THE Kerala Pradesh Congress Committee, at its
meeting on September 9, expressed its “grave con-
cern” at the “rapidly deteriorating situation in the
State.” A resolution adopted at the meeting said:
“there is absolutely no safety for life or property in
the State” and “unless there is a basic change in the
policies of the State Government and the Communist
Party, greater danger lies ahead for the people of
Kerala and a complete dissruption of society and
negation of those values of life that India had always
stood for are bound to follow.” The Congress Work-
ing Committee also, after hearing the Congress Pre-
_sident’s_account of his recent visit to the State, ex-

pressed “great concern” over the state of insecurity-

in Kerala. This view is shared by all non-communist
parties in Kerala and newspaper reports of events in
the past few months have only served to emphasise the
gravity of the situation in that State.

The Revolutionary Socialist Party, which has con-
siderable following among Kerala workers, especially
in cashewnut industry, can in no way be accused of
being anti-communist. As a Marxian party, it hailed
the Communist Ministry as a Government of the Left
and offered its cooperation in the beginning. But by
bitter experience it has now come to realise that
the Communist Ministry instead of serving the cause
of the underdog, has only exposed the anti-democratic
and anti-people character of the communists. The
following are excerpts from an open letter addressed
eto the Central Executive Committee of the Communist
Party which was written by N. Sreekantan Nair, Sec-
retary, Kerala Committee of the Revolutionary Socia-
list Party at the time of the Central Executive Meet-
ing in Trivandrum in last August:

“I am addressing you across the newly-cremated
bodies of the two martyrs shot down at Chandana-
thope. The exact figures of the casualties duce to the
firing have not been correctly assessed. But six others
with bullet injuries re under treatment. Com. T. M.
Prabha, Quilon District Secretary of the RSP and
Com. Ayyan, RSP member of the local Panchayat —
are also in the hospital due to brutal and inhuman
manhandling in the lock-up by the police. The con-
dition of the Com. Prabha is indeed very serious and
the others will carry the marks of the police raj under
the communist regime all through the rest of their
lives. A criminal case has been filed against all these
injured comrades and another two thousand unidenti-
fied persons. The male members of all the houses at
and around Chandanathope have taken refuge in
far-off places and the helpless women and child-
dren are being harassed by the .communist police
every night. Arrests continue, while the judicial en-
quiry has been ordered. Any impartial witness who
might appear before this court would naturally be
incriminated as one among two thousand unidenti-
fied rioters and would be beaten up in the lock-up.
This is the horrible picture of the culmination of an
ordinary industrial dispute in which the employer
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changed the name of the concern to deny maternity
benefits to women workers, cards to the male yard
workers and full work to the grading workers.

“The history of the dispute is really strange. The
employer refused to meet the statutory rights of the
workers. Even conceding the fact that the concern
is a new one, it is the successor of the old company
and as such is liable to take into consideration the ser-
vice and other claims of the workers under the Indus-
trial Disputes Act. He was not prepared to meet out
justice to the workmen. He refused to attend five
conciliation conferences convened by the Asst. Labour
Officer, Kundara. Fed up with shouting of slogans

-and other forms of protest the Joint Secretary of_the

Union, after several months of agitation, went on
hunger-strike at the factory gate to get those grievan-
ces redressed.

“Perhaps, you may be aware of the fact that 95% of
the employees in every cashew factory are women.
It was a working day and the other factories were
functioning normally. So the front rank workers from
among the 700 employees of this factory were alone
present on the spot and most of them were women.
When they picketted, the employer sought govern-
mental aid. A pose of Reserve Constables and the
Revenue Divisional Officer were deputed to the spot.
They came and laid hands on the women picketeers.
The police did not arrest the women, they only attem-
pted to forcibly remove them by dragging them by the
hair and by pulling them out by their aprons. This
molestation of the women was resisted by a worker
and it is said that he was stabbed to death. There
was pelting of stones by a few onlookers and they
were also fired at.

“There was no lathi-charge prior to the firing and
there has not been a single casualty from the lathi-
charge.

“The voilent mob of two thousand is a myth as
only one police officer was admitted to the hospital
and he was an I.D. Constable in mufti. A dozen
01t<hers in uniform had only slight abberations of the
skin.

“Com. Damodaran Pillai, the man on hunger-strike,
was lying in front of the gates and he received no
injury. Hence, only those policemen who advanced
on the small batch of male workers were hurt. )

“Even in matters outside the trade union front the
communist government has been showing brazen-
faced partisanship. The Communist alone were per-
mitted to occupy the Government waste lands all
over the State. When about sixty fishermen in
Chavara occupied 6 acres of land left over after min-
ing operations, the Reserve Police force was called
in to eject them. Their huts were demolished and
sold out in auction. They were charged for a Petty
case and fined Rs. 10]- each and about 33 of them
were proceeded under Security Proceedings (Section
109).

“%hat the Cotnmunist Government weuld prefer to
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put up with the claims of the Congressmen and anti-
communists rather than tolerate the demands of an-
other left wing party like the RSP, is evident from their
attitude towards the RSP-led Mineral Workers’ Co-
operative Society. That Society had taken up a shipp-
ing contract in F. X, Periara Minerals now under Gov-
ernment control. The Government cancelled the con-
tract and called for fresh tenders. When no outsider
came to bid for the job, they entrusted that work to
the American Company, “The National Lead Ltd.,”
on exactly the same terms as was in force when the
Cooperative was executing the contract.

“The American Company was more acceptable to
the Communist Government than the workers’
Society!

By . withdrawing the.boat.concessions. granted. to.

the students of Kuttanad the Government—sponsored
Water Transport Corporation stirred up a students
struggle. What was a murmer of protest was fanned
up by the intransigence of the Government into a
country-wide flare-up which led to the declaration of
Section 144 in several Taluks and to brutal lathi-
charges at 16 centres! Some student leaders were mer-
cilessly manhandled on the public road and in the
police lock-up. The arrest of more than 6000 stud-
ents and the street clashes and stabbing between the
communists and the supporters of the student-struggle
at half a dozen centres, compelled the communist
government to convene all-party conference to settle
this dispute. The unanimous recommendation of the
conference was rejected by the Government. Later
on, the communist government ignonimously agreed
to the self-same terms which they rejected earlier.

“They concede nothing without being floored and
humbled by mass action!!

‘It was in the background of the student agitation
and the intervention of the RSP in the students’ strug-
gle at Alleppy that the events in Chandanathope as-
sumed political significance in the eyes of the com-
munist government. Because the Revolutionary
Socialists could not stand by as idle. spectators when
the courageous student leaders were being trampled
under the booted foot of the Reserve Police, we step-
ped in to break the prohibitory order under Section
144. This was the last straw that broke the camel’s
back. The long standing grudge and animosity of the
Communist Ministers towards the RSP found an outlet
in the complaints of the crooked employer of the
Hindustan Cashew Corporation (the erstwhile Swastic
Cashew Industries). They directed the officers to
take strong action including firing and the police
opened fire at the earliest opportunity.”

The following specific instances taken from the
booklet, Interference with Justice in Kerala, published
by the Institute of Political and Social Studies, Cal-
cutta, are a few typical examples of lawlessness and
insecurity prevailing in the State.

“About the middle of last year, there was a strike
in certain tea-estates in Wynad in the Malabar area.
When the strikers at the house of the Superintendent
of the estate threatened him with violence, he managed
to escape at dead of night to Calicut to represent mat-

Freedom Firs.

ters to the Collector and the D.S.P. But these officers
did not do anything in the matter. Meanwhile, the
leaders of the strike forcibly entered the premises and
occupied the house, driving the inmates of the house
to the back yard. When the newspapers of Kerala
raised a hue and cry and published joint reports of
their representatives, the oﬁce charged a case against
nine of the strikers. e judicial Sub-Magistrate,
Vythiri, found the accused guilty and sentenced them
to fine. The strikers went in appeal, but the appeal
was dismissed by the District Magistrate, Calicut, who
confirmed the sentence. But the Government remitted
the sentence and paid back the fine!!

“About the same time at Chalakudy a group of nine-
teen communists illegally trespassed upon the land

.of a Christian-landlord  within. the. jurisdiction-of the=.

First Class Magistrate, Chalakudy. When a case was
charged, the government applied for its withdrawal.
The magistrate, however, refused permission for with-
drawal. '

“A group of Communists were accused of beating
up a Congress worker following the declaration of the
electoral victory of Sri Atchuta Menon, the Finance
Minister. The case was withdrawn by the Govern-
ment from the Court on the pretense that withdrawal
was necessary for restoring amity between political
parties. Nine communist labourers stood charged
with dacoity in the Court of the Judicial First Class
Magistrate, Trivandrum. During the course of the
strike, these labourers way-laid a lorry belonging to
the brother of their employer, beat-up three labourers
in the lorry, took the lorry to Attingal and locked up
the three persons in the office of the Communist Party
from 3 p.m. to 10 a.m. the next day. The government
sought to withdraw the case on the plea that it was
their policy to withdraw cases arising out of labour
disputes and that this particular case came within that
category. The court refused permission to withdraw
the case. The law minister thereupon declared that
government had other measures in store to help their
comrades. Evidently, he had in mind the remission
of the sentence after it was passed by the court of
sessions.

“Innumerable other cases against communists and
communist-led labourers have been withdrawn by the
government throughout the State. Innumerable sen-
tences have been remitted. Most of these cases were
for criminal offences, often inhuman acts of violence,
theft, intimidation and trespass. The Government has
established a tradition of withdrawing cases and re-
mitting convictions against communists. This has creat-
ed the impression that they (the communists) have
nothing to fear, whatever offence they commit.

“During the recent students’ agitation, Sri Koruthu,
revenue divisional officer of Trichur, ordered the arrest
of some communists for criminal conduct. A noted
communist leader (brother-in-law of the State Finance
Minister) threatened him in the presence of several
people that his transfer would be effected within 24
hours if the arrested men were not released. True
to this threat Sri Koruthu was transferred as Treasury
Officer, Quilon, within the time specified by the com-
munist leader.”
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With Many Voices

S “The deep

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

Foreign policy these days is not a matter merely
of political or diplomatic relations, it is and must be
linked to economic relations.

—Finance Minister Morarji Desai,
Free Press Journal, September 13.

The Chinese Communist Government have revised
many things since they took over power from Marshal
Chiang Kai-Shek. But they have not revised
Chiang’s map of China yet.

—Prime Minister Nehru, Hindu, September-5.

If the west intended to kiss Poland, it might do so
in the dark.

—Advice given to Adlai Stevenson by a lead-

ing Polish official, Hindustan Times, Sept. 14.

In our concept of Socialism the attack is on poverty,

not on wealth. .
—Finance Minister Morarji Desai, Current,
September 17.

We (communists) get funds from cons of Ministers,
but we do not publish them lest the Ministers get into
trouble.

—Bhupesh Gupta, M. P., Hindustan Times,
September 13.

We, in Thdia, know what the communists do. It
is high time we learned what communism is.
—Frank Moraes, Current, September 19.

The cold war atmosphere and Jehad politics exist

in Kerala today.
—V. R. Krishna Aiyar, Kerala \inister for Law,
Hindu, September 9.

To the Editor,

FreepoM FimsT,

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

Please enrol me as a subscriber to FREEpor FIRST.
I remit the annual subscription of Rs. 3| Rs. 2 for
members of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom.
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—Tennyson.

After all we neyer had any illusion that all the
people are democrats.

—Ajoy Ghosh, General Secretary of the Com-

munist Party of India, Times of India, August 7.

Our worst trait is that we talk against our colleague.
—Finance Minister Morarji' Desai, Indian
Express, September 18.

The Congress in Kerala is now forced to play a new
]Sdnd of politics by owning up all dead bodies in the

tate. : R i
—Joseph Mundassery, Kerala Education Minister,
Indian Express, Septembef 22,
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