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An Invitation To
Autocracy

Raman Desai
a

-''l' l\fR. Nehru's action in asking six Central rVlinisters
lVl sn6 six Chief Ministers of Stut"t to vacate their

r i posts has been welcomed generally by the Press as
^" Uota measure inteaded t"o revitilisd the Congressr by circulating eminent Congressmen among the peo-
ple, presumably to listen to their woes and rectify

.. it "-] With tlie powers of the Government daily
'increasing, it is difficult to see what role well-mean-

ing, non-bfficial Congressmen can play, i! remedying
'administrative failures. Mr. Sri Prakash, for example,
has been writing very sensible articles about waste
and corruption and he pleads his helplessness now,

. as much as he was presumably helpless when in
-:: i -- office. As regards corruption in high places, time and

again, competent qgn-ior -Congressmen have brought
,' ',- 'insta{r@es, to r\4ri Nel-rrus :.notice and not even an

'impartial- enquiry has been undertaken by. him.
Striely, if the officials are interrogated and a strict
code of conduct expected of them, ,there is no reason
why the same or almost similar code and procedure
could not have been framed for lvlinisters long ago.
The truth is that as long as Chief Ministers of States
could procure necessary votes for winning elections,
their methods of administration were winked at. Is
there any hope that if Mr. Shastri, who is a man of
high integrity could do nothing as Home Nlinister,
u'ith all his powers of investigation will succeed as
a commoner, when out of offici? Of course, if all
that the K:rrnalaj Plan intended was to oil the castors
of mere administrative machinery of the Congress,
without radical change in the methods, the depa"rture
of senior men frorn office s'ould be in the party's
interest but certainly not to the country's benefit.

But N4r. Nehm's action on the offer of resignation
made by his colleagues is neither in the interests of
the party nor in the interests of the country. How

. the Congress will utilise lvlr. Desai, for instance, in
the Guierat imbroglio, rvhere he is hardly likely to
receive a welcome warlller than he did, is trot ttncler-
stood. His presence at international conferences next
month was of more vital and more urgent irnportance
than tlre services needed by ltis palty. Ho"r' is a ttetv
Finance N'Iinister going to brief bimself and take trp
the reins fi'orrr tlte lrriiut u'Lete \lr. Desai Las left tLir
disctrssions? Indeecl itr tertns of foreiqn iricl i'rnd tlrtr
need for foreiqn rrnclerstandinq of ottr llrecariotts

ffnancial position the presence of Mr. Desai in the
Cabinet was essential - but on no public account
could Mr. Desai be considered dispensable at this
stage in our financial stringency

It is true that Mr. Desai's departure may be
welcomed in short-sighted circles and the'new
Minister has ready popularity assured to him by
removing the Compulsory Deposit Scheme, which is
hopeless administratively and uneconomic from any
business point of view. Mr. Desai's obstinacy should
not obscure the fact that he was courageous in his
other measures such as Super Proffts Tax, with rvhich
common people should have no grievance; as regards,
Gold Control Order, no one has suggested an alter-
nate measure to attempt to prevent smuggling.

It is frecisely this illfistration of Mr. Desai's iudden
departure which raises certain doubts regarding the
obiect and motives behind Mr. Nehrtis intdrpretation
of the Kamaraj Plan. Undoubtedly, the powers the
Congressmen chose to give rendered possible a
dictatorship for r\Ir. Nehru. Constitutionally, he
could always choqpg. his, colleagues- at" tlre- Qentre, as
he wills. The selection'of Chief Ministers has been
left in the past in the hands of the High Command
and in fact such Ministers rvere selected even,frSprg;,-i *i
the elections, quite contrary to any principle of con-
stitutional propriety. But today Mr. Itlehru' has
dictatorship thrust on hirr. And the first exercise of
such dictatorial powers is disquieting. Was N'Ir. Nehru
not aware of the interpretation one could legitimately
place on his removal of Mr. Desai and IvIr. Patil within
hours of the specific demands for their removal by com-
munists? To i'emove Mr. Desai at this particular stage
must raise fears in the minds of democratic people,
fears of an impending insurge of fellow-travellers in
Government, als inde"ed hofes of such very thing
happening have spouted in communist circles. Mr.
Na-n-da is a sincere, earnest s'orker but his experience
does not wauant holding a post wliich Vallabhbhai
Patel filled; his Plans have been impractical although
ideologically akin to Soviet experience in planning.
Whilelt is altogether wrong for a democratic party to
surrender its iudgement to the hands of one man, it
looks pre-eminently hazardous to allow Mr. Nehru
absolule powers at this junchrre in otu history.

But oui first concern is defence; and orrr policy of
aDDeasement- of nerpetttal trote-writing even after a

.ia^t hat starlted i'csenrbles accrrrately"the policy of
Chamberlain arrd Halifax even after the War against
Oermany was officially cleclared. r\{r. Nelrru still hopes
for talks, for foreign-helyt in persrradi-ng our enemyr
in lropcs'of ccl,nprofuisc. C)nc ii crrtitled [o lle a]arrned
It'st, irr tltc ttcrtt lttttrte, li gitlir-t}' of scctlittl ritttr I'csttlcn
and fellon-h'avellers adorn the front ber.rches in Gov-
(:)r'lrflrent all or.'er the corrntlv. fcosrtsrrnn or n.lcr 2l



The Be'rlin Wall
Raman Desai

IUST two years ago, the l8th August 1961, the
rl Berlin Wall started building; a wall, not to repel
invaders or barbarians, but a wall to prevent a free
brother accosting a bonded slave.

There is hardly any explanation, other than that
Roosevelt was a sick man rvearied to death, for the
extraordinary decisions of the Allies at the end of the
rvar, with regard to occupation of German territory.
The Allies could have marched up to occupy Prague,
thus reoavins the dastardlv deed bv which Czecho-
slovakia^ Iiad"been handed'over to ilitler at Munich
and preventing Stalin taking over where Hitler left.
The ^Allies 

"oilld 
h"r'" o"",r"pi"d the 

'rvhole of Ger-
many. The Allies could have occupied Germany upto
Berlin. But what they did was to divide Germany
into four parts, and firrther divided Berlin itself into
four parti but at the same time permitting a long
solid belt of Soviet occupation round Berlin with the
result that Berliners in- the Allied zone seemed to
live in a constant state of insecurity and alarm. It
seemed clear that sooner or later Russia would en-
croach on the other zone and otherwise make the
economic life of the rest of Berlin impossible. Roose-
velt failed to see that while Stalin kept his word when
the War lasted, after all his country'rvas doomed if
the Allies firiled him, Stalin after the rv,a-r' ancl-,alyays,
orved lreater .and 1ng1e lasting lQ.yalty*'1d thb t-en6fd
ot' cornrntrnist impciialism.

After all, communists rvould soon find that the
Allied Sectors of Berlin, with their free living, pros-
perity occasioned by free enterprise and democratic
iule,-must act as a challenge, alt eyesore and an
obiect of enw to the rest of the Germans. The glaring
lieht of publicity would reveal the povertv, the frus-
tr-ation, the abjdct surrender of the rest of Germany.
It was not long before the Joint Control of Beilin
was sabotaged 

"by the Sovief Command. The Soviet
declined to acceni the free elections of Berlin Munici-
pal Assembly: ^they withdrerv from the Qontrol
Council shorily after. In accordance u'ith plan, in
Iune 1948, Rtrssia cornpleted tlre blockade of West
,Berlin. The Airlift beqarr bv which the citizens of
West Berlin rvere fed ind reassured and for the first
time, a determined set of Westetn Poll'ers frustrated
the designs of Russia in Germany. Thereafter, the
former allies have separately governed their respec-
tive zones rvith different constiiutions for their zones'
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(Continued lronr nage 7)

The Congresslnen u4ro surlendered pot'i'ers to oue tnatl.
horvever erninent his past services, may poncler before it
is too l:rte w'hat the collsequences of such ir galtlxv
rvould be to the futttre of dcr.rtocracv in this coulltr\'.
Frankly'. the possillilitv of rr sort of c'orrlitiorr. hiddert or'

obvioLr.s, bc t*'cetr strch f itll txr'-travell els cln tlot bcr rtr lt'tl
out altogcther atrcl cvetr \Ir. Nehru can bc helpless onct'
thc lvairurclte stitrts. irs Ilenes rtnrl \Irtsu'r'k forrnrl
tir",rrr.l..'.r. itltcl tlie \\''iu, under (lttrrrrtiurlist Prt:ss Ll rL.'
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The Constitution of the Soviet zone can be imagined;
behind high sounding phrases about the right of the
citizens to hold and expfess opinions freely apd to
hold peaceful assgmblies, in pracqice the var[o{3.laws
nromtrlsated denv the elem6nts bf iusticeids{rider-
itood li any ot6er country. The ionstitution even
guarantees *Eve.y citizen 'is entitled to emigrate"
when, as we know, a huge wall physically prevents
even a short journey to meet a relative. With a
hypocrisy charatteristic of a Government which som€:
hbiv seeks recognition among the comity of nations,
this guarantee still forms part of the Constitution,- -
nerhios because the Univerial Declaration of Human'
higttti, adopted by the United Nations, states un--eqirivocally *"u"ryot 

" 
has a right to leave'any country i

iniludine his own." \

The A-llied sectors of Berlin acted as a rvindow by
u'hich Germans could escape into a world where
their cultural traditions wot id find scope and a freer
life ensured. The border between the trvo Germanys
extended over 859 miles; the border around West
Berlin is 97 miles long; but here in Berlin it was a
otrestion of crossing i street into a different world.
itr" S""i"i naa to Tace this challenge. And they diil '

it in their orvn fashion. The border between the
Gernanvswasscaled;theborderarottnd.WestBerIin:.
rr f"iiiH;'a fy "*tir, ancl bAi'bed rvire. Tfi'e-ien-glh Qf ..1';.*,'*. """-this rvire is estimated at 6000 miles. In 1953, identity" ' :' -r:
<:ards rvere issued in East Berlin. In 1954, passports
and Visas rvere introduced for any crossing and in
1957 tr ner,v offence entailing 15 years imprisonment
vi,as createcl to prevent "subbrni,ng into leavilg" -the
Eastern zone, Th-ese measures did not sufEce. Besides,
there rvere legitimate transient visitors in lhe zotTes,

such as over-50,0@ workers who resided in East
tserlin but worked for their living in West Berlin

As far as can be gathered, there are about 17 million
E;; d;;;""r u"aBr million West Germans' A stream
of refugees has steadily poured one--way into \4/est
Gerrrrrrrit' frorn tltc Eastei'n sector. Upto August 13,

196I rvhen the Wall physically barred East Berlin
fror.n West Berlin, ari dstimaied 3.7 to 4 million
inhabitants left Soviet Germany for West Qerma4y.
ihe nouulation of Soviet Gerrnany. alone in the world,
Cecliirei during the decade 1950-59 from 18'4 million
to 17.3 millions. Half the refugees were young per-
sons below 25 years of age and a large majority are
r)crsons engrrqed in trade-, commerce, agriculfure. A
i*" e*ocli,s" of members of the pro-fessions and
sc'iJntific Dursuits occurred. It is plobably that in a

fc.., r,c,rls, Errst Germanv rvould have left within it
1'1.1'y fss' Germans.

ii' it it-, tliesc circumstanccs. that the final step, of
rrhvsic:tllv hanic'rrclirtq tlic Elist Rerliners frotr cross-

i,,q. ,'t.'t, ftlt lt tt'rrrllol'.ll'\ lca.soll'-.("..tt' qain li litrv[ul
t"*g", tl," crectiorl of tt't" llcllin Wall rvas undertaken
nr''i dtl, Arrqrrst 1961. Tlre Wall stretclrcs riqht across

(CotttittLtccl on uuga 10)



Socialism Or
M. R. Masani

(Extracts front the speech delioered in the course of the discassion on the ntotion of No Confd.ence in the
Union Gooernment,'in the Lok Sabha on Au.gust 19, 1963)

C apitalism?'>/"

,THE Government's policy broadly, is one of
r socialism at home and non-alignrnent abroad. Let

us examine dispassionately to what extent the first of
these objectives have succeeded during tlre last fifteen
years. Socialism means moving towards a more pros-
perous, a more free and a more equal society, an
objective with which I am hundred per cent in agree-
ment. But to what extent has this objective been
furthered during the last fifteen years?

Let us consider different classes of society. Let us
, consider the landless labburer. Has anyone got

the courage to sav that the lot of the landless
labourer, in terms of real income, has improved? The
reports of Government committees do not show any-
thing o{ the kind. i think it would be right to say that
even the small peasant with a small holding has not
materially improved his lot. The industrial workers
have certainly been compensated by dearness allow-
ance and you may say, therefore, that their real wages
today are what they were when Independence was- achieved. The Labour lvlinister, Shri Nanda, has con-
ceded'that there has been no real rise in the standard

' of liVing- of the Indian working chss. "'. t+' The?i we come to the backbonq,:of,thg nation;. the
' ' iniddle'ilass. Is it not patent to all 6f us -'because we

all belong to that class - that that class today finds
itself ground between the two millstones of constantly
'rising prices on the one side and of rising taxes on
the other?

, Industry and business complain that they are being
cribbed, cabinned and conftned by bndless regulations
and, finally, by the super profits tax.

Then I ask, who has benefited? Who is better ofi
today than before Independence? There is only one
class that has improved its lot, That class is the class
of sorne po)iticians in office, some officials ancl a feu,
businessrnen n'ho l'ork ltand-in-glove n'ith these
politicians trnd these officials. The combination of

. Nlalavil'a and Serajudclin is thc only vested interest
in this country. It is this class which Djilas. the
Yugoslav cornnunist, has described as the New Clnss.
rvhich talks of socialism in Russia and Yugoslavia and
feathers its orvn nest. It is this Nerv Class that is the
only beneftciarl' of fffteen years of so-called socialisr.n
in our cotrntrv.

Ale peoplc morc flee or eqrral? I rvoultl vctttttrc trr
s:r1z not. Peolrle are r.ietl u;t in l rnitss of recl-tapo. ..\11

c'lasses are subject to burcirucratic' cxplclitiition. Rrrsi-
lr^ssnren lrrtr-e to rrakr: trills ttr Dt'llri iu irelopllrrrt:s.
1r'l1jla [l1o ]rool r-)c:lsiu'!ts llrs to s':rlk ol qo lrv lrus to
tf't: trrltrkrr lteltt[tlrriir'tt'ts to r,lct s{)lll(' \\i,'Lcl'i'tl i'ut,rr
Iillcd or corriplctc'cl.

\\/lrv hris tlr<' soc'irrlist nrtl!r'r'n frlilr'<l to cr('rttc tlttt'r'
ptnsp,,,t'itr'.,'rlrurliii rt irlt't'tl,;rr: I rt'ttliilt'to srLv il :,'.
n liilt' tlrt' olrir'c lir',' r', rrs trolrlr'. ri l,iit' llr<' olricc'tii'r'

is acceptable to all of us, the rnethod was hopelessly
wrong - the method of Statism, of State Capitalism,
of believing that the people could do nothing, that
Government must do every'thing for them, the carry-
ing on of that nw-baap sarccLr mentality of the British
raf rvhich has been the bane of this country during the
past fifteen years. We never gave the people the feel-
ing of freedom, of saying 'do it for yourself', the
feeling of faith that made West Germany- greqt..\ybp;t,
undeiErhard, they said: 'Let the men and the money
loose and they will make the country strong.' We
trust neither rnen nor money. We only trust
Government.

With u'hat result? Take agriculture. Our producti-
vity is among the lowest in the world. Official .figures
show that we raise it by 1.5 per cent every year, a
very miserable ratio, because the Food Minister has
admitted that we can triple our productivity, given
the resources. Then why is it not done? Not because
of the wickedness of one Minister or another buJ
because as two or three Food Ministers have com.
plained, the Planning Commission-and its false order
of priorities have neglected egriculture,. beg4gsg,thg .- -
money. .that is needed to put irrigatiorU water,.,qeed;
implements, fertiliser into the soil is going: into.top-
heavy, wasteful projects rvhere the refurn is very
much lower.

Instead of producing more food, giving money and
sinking capital into the land, we spend endless time
on discussing distribution, controls, zones and
cordons. That is not going to make food. If the obiect
is to produce more food, the Government has signally
failed to create a prosperous agricultural base on
which our whole industry may be based. No planning
will succeed if the very foundation of economic life,
'rr'hiclr is land, is neglected and u'eak, as it is in India
today.

Turn to industry. The same picture of false prior'-
ities, a \\,rong order of priorities. The State sector', for
doctrinaire reasons u,hich have nothing to do rvith
rcalitr', is being forced upon against the interests of the
countly. In the First Plan, investment in State enter-
1:rises rvas 46 per cent. In the Second Plan it was
54 per cent. In the Third Plan, it is estimated to be
6l per cent and, if our pltrnners harre their rvay, rvhich
God forbid, thcl' rvill rr,risc tlre State sectot to 65 per
ceut ll' tlrc end of 1970-71 iurd 68 to 70 pel c'ent bv
1975-7"6. Who is to cleciclc hog' the balarrc'rl of tltc sec-
tor':; r','ill .Jrr? Is it not tlrc Pr,olrlt'rtf Irrrliir u'lio, lrv tlrcir
colrsurncl' prt fr.r'c,ncc,, bv clccicling *,ltat tlicy' s,irnt to
l,rii ,tr,,l ,,L..l ir,,i it; lrrr',. lr:L',.' tlic lili,i l,r .l'lirj l
I)o ',-orr rr'lt'r.' to 1.11.' 1,1',,i1,,rrrit rlt'rrtotritcv irt tlris
r.r',tnitr'. or rJo lorr u'irtrf sir ol ciqht peol'rlt'sittinrt in
l': il'i. lil:r.llrr'(lrrsi,llttttt,'1. ilt \lo:;r'o.,.,. r1;1ll1i;1'f irr

ll,,'pr'op!r.ri'hitt tltc'r'slrrrrrlrl 1'rt'o11uc'r':urrl l'lritt tltt'r'

State



Freedorn First

should not produce, rvhat they shall buy and what
they shall not buy?

It is not true-that some of us do not believe in State
enterprises. lVe stand for a mixed economv. We stand
for a-mixed economy of private and Stat'e enterprise
working side by side to serve the needs of the iom-
munity,. but this must be on a basis of free and equal
c{rmpetition, of allowing the consumer to decide wte-
ther he wants to buy these goods or those goods, and
not State. monopoly Caqitalism which is -becoming
inc_reasingly the pattern of our socialist economy herel

Instead of creating a climate for incentives, javinqs
and productio!, exactly the reverse is being donE.
Our- vital- productive forces have been criplled in
the last fffteen years. It is a tribute to the vltilitv of
the Indian-pe-ople that our-agriculture and indutry
have not died by norv undei the burdens and rej-
trictions imposed on them.

Look at our taxes. They have far exceeded the point
of diminishing returns. ive have gone to the ioint
rvhere we tax more and more and-get less and-less,
because, as you knorv, 50 per cent oT Rs. 10 is much
less than 10 per cent of i hundred rupees. We-are
trf ing to get more and more out of the people with
the result that we are getting less than wt slould.

Stable prices and an hon6st rupee, a rupee that
Tea1l today-what it will mean ten years fr6m now,.
should be the basic foundation oi our econornic'
pglicy. What is our record in preserving the stability
of the. rupee? Our Government has a-lmost cbnsis--
tently gone in for infationary policies-deffcit ffnanc:

, ing, customs and excisb dutief on the rrec€ssities of
life and above all, investment in expensive, loft:return '

enterprises like steel, u,here the nioney sfipply is'in-
fated but the goods and services thal sh6ild come
out of the factory do not come out. Inflation is the
result of too much money chasing too ferv goods and
services. The rvay to check in-flation is 1o invest
money where the return is quick and ample, and that
is a-griculture first of all. Then there-alre fertiliser,
road transport and a hundred other things where, if
you so-w_a rupee, you can reap a rupee back, but we
go and dump that rupee in a steel plant which does
not give even four annas for many years to come.
Thisls the hasic fatrlt.

Then u'e corne to controls-the main ltanc of our
econom)'. It is said u'e should stop prices rising bv
putting on-contr_ols. lf I may sa)' so, that is flying in
the face of the las's of economics. Nothing cin stop
prices rising if the supply and demand position rvar-
rants it. A British economist has said that to try to
stop prices -by control is like a lady going to a surgeon
to remove her double chin, and the thing comeiout
at the back of her neck in a bump! hr 6iher rvords,
)'ou treat :.r svnrptonr, 1'ou do n<lt treirt the discasc.
The disease of inflation is becatrse of the policies of
the Governmcnt. Until these are clrangecl, no amount
of controls lrc going to strcc.ectl.

Yotr citnntit clt:feat thc las, of suppll' aucl rlernand.
i'r'ict's. lrki' uiitt,r'. nill firrtl tlrt,il oun lr..,r'1. irrrd no
lrttoturt of jugglirrg u'ill stop thc lirrr.s of lrvcL'orlr-
nrrrrrics ol tlie larvs of c:cononrics fronr hirvirrg plal'.
^.\rr<l tlrrrt is u lr', tlrt' ttirrrr of tlrc \\/ollrl llrrnk tr'hiclr
'r'isitccl Incli.r in Februarr' or' \,[arch this veitr. - let
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me remind the House that the World Bank is our
big,gest. foreign ben-efactor today, generous, friendly
and helpful.- singled out for pari-icular cistigatiofi
Government's present policies, which in its oiinion
make for inefliciency and high costs, and co^ntrols
which ha-mper industry at every turn.

Controls involve bureaucracy. Let me qive vou a
few findings-of $e studies,mqde by the Olgani'sation
and lvlethods Division of the Governmint itself.
Official ffles in the Union Ministries increase at an
annual rate of three lakhs; 2l lakhs of ffles are await-
ing scre-ening and destruction; 22 to 45 per cent of
the rvorking space 3llotted to the stafi on in austerity
basis js occupied by undisposed files. In the
Central Public Works Departm-ent, 18 to 25 months
are.needed_for a proposaf to reach the stage of exe-
cution. And in that particular Ministry lhe study
cites the case of the Land and Develoiment Offc'e
where the allotment of a piece of land involves no
less than 370 steps from the beginning till the end.
This is the controlled economy. -

Let us take another- index - employment. Employ-
ment is a cryjng need. We have heaid a great^deal
of what the Government is doinq. but no iesults. Ia
fact, there is a deffnite deterioralion in the situai rrr
in regard to employment. After ten years of plannirrg,
industries in India'only employed 4.8 per cdnt of tht
population in 1960-61.

- Instead of creating employment, this Government
has creatcd more unemployment. I refer to the Gold
Control Order. It has thiown lakhs of 

""p"6t", 
a"".irt

people in this cdtrrltryr out, of . a io!-: atid on to the
stre.ets. Nothing !n my rponth of campaigning in
Rajkot was as sad as going iiito a shop and fin"ding
a man looking trtterly -desolate, u'ith nbthine in thE
shop. I s'ould ask him rvhat was wrong, andle said:
Hu soni chhu. Barbad thai gaua. H6 was in utter
despair and helpless. This is a nerv proletariat vou
have created in t-his country. LalJ'rs and lakhs of e6od
people rvith nowhere to go. You are crucifying ilrem
on a cross of gold. And Jor what purpor"? B""""rrr.
Shri Morarji Desai, the Finance tr4inister. savs that
hoarding of gold_ mu-st be stopped, smuggling bf gold
must be stopped. This is not 

-the way-io s[op it". It
is a meaningless-and-perverse measrire. So lbng as
vour nlpce is clebasecl, so long as tlre rupee note in
vour -pocket- is _rvorth 20 nP., yotr cannot -stop 

people
hoarding gold, la_nd_ o-r anything spoiling the ironeyi6f
this cotrntry and debasing it into a false coin ihat
rnakes gold sell at a premium. It has nothing to do
rvith social habits and being reactionary. In a-ny part
of the rvorld, destrov the currency and you will-get
people hoalding gold or land or anything rvhich they
think to be a better standard of value. 1f people in
India hoirrcl golcl todav, thev are being good econo-
rnic aninrals. They are patriotic and decent people
u,ho knou- thirt theil rnoney is s'orthless and that gold
lras u'olth torlirv ancl u'ill lrar,c u'ortlr in 25 vetrrs.

So. ont' (.()nrrrs to tlrr c.orr<:lusion that all titis talk
oi sociuii.srrr, lrorvcr cr *cll-irrtcntionr:cl it nta1" liar.cr
been, lras been :t cover [oL setting up State Capitalisur
ittttl lrrtrt'nt,t'rrt<'r'. lrt'ttr.[iti1{ 1 perr. c-lass ancl es-
ploitint tlre rrrirss o[ per4tle.



Bombry Civic Srrike-An Evaluarion
V. B. Karnik

qTIIKES are not unusual to the city of Bombay.
u They take. place from time to time though in
recent years their number as well as their intEnsitv
have decreased considerably. The strike of th'e
muniiipal workers wl-rich trJ,s ;"st-""4;J-*;; ;;i
however, of the usual type. It 

- 
was a strike out of

the ordinary both because of the way in which it rvas
organised and conducted and the way in which it was
combated and also because of the interest that was
evinced in it and the publicity that it received.

The strike was organised ln order to secure an
increase in dearness allowance. The demand was for
a twentyfive per cent incLease, but the union leaders
made it clear on many occasions that the actual
amount of the inciease was open to negotiation. The
demand was made on the baiis of the-steeo rise in
prices. Everybody knows that the prices haie risen.
But the rise is not being reflected in the Consumers
Price Index prepared by the Government. Hence
arose the demand for the revision of the Index. Un-
less the Index is revised, the municipal workers and
other workers cannot substantiate t-ireir claim to a
higher dearness allowance. The Government have, in
principle, accepted the need for, revision. A com-
mittee was appointed a few days bac! to consider
the matter.

The demand for higher dearness,-allowanbo:,and
for a revision of the Index concerned thd.entire work-
ing -class of Bombay and not- merely the" municipal
workers. That is why, when the strike took place] it
enjoyed the general and, in some cases, th-e active
support and sympathy of all workers. The questions
that arise then are: Was it proper for the municipal
workers to take upon themselve3 the burden of fie^ht-
ing for all workeis? Was it wise on the part of "the
union leaders to place that burden on their-shoulders?
Was the ambitidn to make a mark and capture the
leadership of the working class movement 

-the 
rnain

reason behind the strike? Were there any other politi-
cal motives? The questions must b-e asked and
squarely ansrvered in order to understand the r.eason-
ing behind the strike.

The demand, which was of a far-reaching character,
was raised for the ffrst time in Tune. In view of the
wide repurcussions that it was 

- 
Iikely to have, was

it not necessary to give the Corporation sufficient
time to consider it? Can one say that six or seven
weeks that were granted was sufficient time to con-
sider a demand which was not based either on any
previous clecision of the Corporation or the Gover.n-
ment or any authoritative compilation of datir? The
Corporation is a statutory local authoritv and could
have been relied upon to pay the higher clearness
allowance rvith back effect as soon as it rvas forrnd
to be due, T'lre rrnion ignorcrl rLll tlresr, tirctors ancl
ha.stily launched thc strikc on thc niclrt (rf thc lltli
of Atigtrst. In vierv of tliis. the corrclrisiolr apl)ears to
be inevitirble that tl.rc union u'as keen oii taking

advantage of the rains which were then very much
in evidence. A union is entitled to choose for iis direct
action the time which would make it-,most efiective;
but,- if in choosing the_ time it altogether disregards
public convenience and inte-rest, it must be prep'ared
to forfeit public support and sympathy.

As the- employees of a popularly el6cted non-profit-
making local authority charged rvith a num6er of
vital functions in the sphere of public health and
sanitalion,_ municipal workers have some obligations
towards- the society. Some of them are legal, lvhile
some others are of a moral character. A responsible
union of such employees will think a hundrdd times
before launching a strike at a time wtibn it is likely
tg prove most injurious to public health, The Munici-
pal Mazdoor Union paid no attention to this duty
that it owed to the people.

A strike, it is now generally agreed, is the last
weapon in the armoury of workers. lt should be used
only after exhausting all other remedies. It is pertinent
to enquire if in this particular strike the union had
made any honest attempt to seek redress through
other means. It is true that it submitted its demanils.
It is also true that the Municipal Commissioner be-
haved in a foolish manner by laying down some pre-
conditions for opening negotiations. (After the strike

-took_ plate, it'waS pxplained-that they w€re not pre-
'con,-litions but some proposals. The Municipal Com-
missioner deserves tb^be-blamed for withhoiding the
explanation until it was too late). All the sarne, it
cannot be said that the union made all efiorts that
could have been made for avoidins the strike. There
were other authorities such as th"e Mayor, and the
Standing Committee and the Corporatiori itielf which
could have been approached. T-he union made no
efiorts to approach them. It did not also make use:of
the conciliation machinery set up by the,Government.
It is true that the machinery moves slowly. But it is
not impossible to make it move quickly. Nor did the
union offer to accept arbitration of the dispute. All
these ways were open to the union, but it disdained to
use them.

The only course that it adopted was to seek the
intervention of the Government of Maharashtra.
Union leadels met one Minister after the other and
insisted upon them to persuade the Corporation to
consider and grant the demand. They forgot for the
time being that the Corporation was an independent
autonomous organisation and assumed that the
Government could take decisions for that bodv. Thev
might hrve been misled by wliat happened in th'e
stlike of 1962 rvhen the Chief Minister, Shri Y. B.
Cha.van intervencd ancl blotrght about a settlement.
lJrrt l'hrt lrappenecl once ncecl not happcn again and
agairr. I,'or:gcrtting tiriit, the union leirclers lvere all for
l politicrrl scttlcincnt of the clispr,rtc, rather than for
it:^ settle rncnt tlrrough ncgotiirtions s'ith cmplo)'ers
crl thlor-rgh rc.si-llt to thc estabblshed machincry of the
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Labour Departrnent. This attitude of the union gave
the dispute^the political colour which was respgnsible
for its ultimate failure.

The Government, the Corporation and the Con-
gress Party in the Corporation had, it appears,.alt9"4l
ilade up'their mind-that the threat of stike held
out bv fhe union was a political manoeuwe and had
decid6d to defeat the strike if it was organised. They
rvanted to teach a lesson to the union and stop.it
once and for all from organising strikes during the
monsoon when they caused the most incpnvenience
to the city and its lakhs of citizens. There was a feel-
ing moreover that the union -was taking. gndue
ad"vantase of its hold over workers and utilising it
for furttiering the political aims of the Socialst Party.
Whatever thE provication, it was wrong to adopt such

' an attitude aslt prevented a dispassionate considera-
: "' tion on merits of the demand of the workers. It seems

that long before the strike was actually launched, the
' Governrient had taken a political de6ision to defeat

it, There were manv straris in the wind which indi'
cated it. With this- knowledge of the Government's
atiitude, wise trade union leladers would have tried
their best to avoid a head-on collision. But the

'socialist leadership of the union also was spoiling for
a fight.

T-he strike, when it took place, therefore, bilame
a direct confrontation between the union and the

= Government. No union, howsoever strong it may be,
.is in-a.position to face such a confrontation success-
fully. fti power and resources are bound to be far

:.u.' r;, infer.br.rjo' those of -the Government. And on this
' : . I 

^occasion, the Government brougbL into operatio-n all
their' ordin-ary and extra-ordinary powers and re-
soulces, Thev made use of the Defence of India
Rules. Thev inobitised the Home Guards not merely
for protection but also for doing -the day to d.ay work
of rirunicipal employees. Th"y -drafted for the same
purpose municipit workers fiom other places. They
iecirited new dorkers to act as strike breakers. They
resorted to large scale intimidation and coercion.
Thev arrested a-large number of leading workers and
nut'them in iailslThev prohibited heetings and
issemblies and'demonstritions and processions. Some
of these steps were taken by the Government and
some others 

^bv the Corporatibn' During the days of
the strike theie was hardly any di-fference between
the two. Both were of the same mind and were work-
ing in complete conce-rt with -each other. The com-
plEte idendfication of the Government with the
Emplover which was evident during this strike should
recbivi, the serious consideration of 

-all 
trade-unionists'

If it becomes the general policy of the Government,
workers will have Io give up all hopes of ever being
able to orqanise sucJessful^ strikes'- The use of the

' Defence of"India Rules for dealing with an industrial
dispute also calls for vigorous protest.

With all the might ind resources of the Govern-
ment arrayed again"st it, the strike was bound to fail'
Tliat it ri'.s fiiliiig becrLttre eviclent evcn on the:

second or the thiid dav rvhen some sections of
workers began drifting bick to rvork' Moreover the
<:ssr:rrtiirl sirvicc.s of- tlri: nitrrricipalitlr werc not
pirralysed ancl, as long as that did not happen, there
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was no hope of the success of the strike. Realising
this, the uiion leaders ought to have galled ofi the
strike immediately thereafter. It is pobsible that in
that event they 'might have at leist secured the
reference of th'e disfute to arbitration. Bu! inslead
of adopting that realistic coursg they decided to
enlargdthe arena of the struggle. They issued a ca!
6 b"? and tram workers to"Srganise'a sympatheiid
sEike. There was a good response to the call Later,
the taximen and thJdock wbrkers joined. And theii
on 2fth Ausust. there was a one-dav token strike of all
workers inAorirbay. It expressed their full support to
the strike of the municipal workers. Strictly speaking,
the token strike had nothing to do with the municipal
strike. The decision to organise it was taken long be-
fore in order to register workers' protest a-gainst 4se
in orices and the Compulsorv Deposit Scheme. But
thai massive demonstrition, iakiu-g place as it did
during the days of the municipa-l suike was also
calcuiated to l6nd strensth to itl But none of these
supports could save it aid it cclldpsed in the early
hoi.is of 2lst August. The leadeis of the unioh
accepted the inevitable a few hours later and passed
a reJoludon calling ofi the shike.

The strike was -conducted in a remarkably peace'
ful and discipUned manner for which credit must be
siven to the union and its leaders, But some credit is
ilso due to the police and the Government. They
took prettv sood iare to see that there was no cause
for drouolafions. The citizens of Bombay equatly
deseive credit for b'dhaviirg iir d' ialm ahd orderly
manner and for braVcJy'uuttiqg.up v/ith the. incon' '.
venience that was cauded to thefrr. fhe strike iecpived -

wide publicity in the city dnd alio in other places.
There'were rir"try e"ptesiions of suppor-t and- solid-
aritv. The mattbr was raised in -Parliament and
broirsht to the notice of the Central Government. But
notrJof these efiorts could save the strike.

The strike has ended and ended as a collosal failure.
It is to be hooed that the Government and the Cor-
poration will'not utilise the defeat for penalising
ivorkers or for destroying the union. It is graUfying
to note that the Goveinment have already withdrawn
orosecutions and released most of those who were
irrested. The corporation is adopting a stiffer attitude
and is not still allowing all woikmen to resume their
iobs, This is an attihrdl wliich will hinder the early
iestoration of normal relations' The Government and
the Corporation may note the fact that even defeated
workers^ do not nebessarily lose confidence in their
union or its leaders. It is ilso to be hoped that now
at least the workers' demand for compensation against
rise in prices will receive the sympathetic considera-
tion it deserves. There can be no two opinions about
the justice of the demand. The Government will have
to do something to hold the price line or to give
aclequate compensation against rise in p-rices. The
mun^icipal *nik".t voiced this ,general demand of
."o.keli irncl that is rvhv their strike receivr-'d the rvide

support thnt it did. The dcfeat of the strike will not
sillnce the demand. It will be voiced again and again
until it is satisffecl. Thc Governtncnt r"'ill be rvell-

advised to take early measures to satisf)' it'

\
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The strike has also some salutary lessons for the
trade union movement, It must not, in the ffrst place,
invite or get involved in a direct confict with the
State. With the State as such there cannot be anv
industrial dispute. Disputes with the State are of a
political nature. Trade unions are neither equipped
nor competent to conduct them. The State must also
realise this fact, for trade unions will lose the very
basis of their exibtence if industrial disputes will be
regarded and treated as political struggles. The trade
union movement must not, in the second place, be
too ready to make use of the weapon of strike. It is
in its own interests to make the best possible use of
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other methods. Even a cent per cent organisation and
the justness of a demand are not sure guarantee of
a success in a strike. It depends on a variety of factors
and it is impolitic to ignore any one of them. A trade
unionist is entitled to be proud of the strength and
organisation that he may have succeeded in building
up; but he will be injuring himself and his union if
he allows a suspicion to grow that he is putting them
to improper uses. The failure of the munieipal strike
is mainly due to this suspicion that had grown over
the years in the mind of the Government, the Cor-
poration and large sections of the people.

The Kamaraj Plan
S. R. Mohan Das

n/fR. K. Keuanaya Naoan, the Chief Minister of
rYr 14"6r"r, has proposed that senior Ministers of the
Consress Partv both at the States and the Centre
shouTd resign lheir posts and devote their talents for
reviving the party's brganizational strength. The logic
of the proposals was that needs of running the Govern-
ment at the States and the Centre had heavily drawn
on all the talents, leadqrship and competence existing
in the party, creating a'coriplete void^ of such talenti
and leadership for organizational purposes. In other
woidS; Kamaral plan calls for an equal deployment
of 'availible party talent and leadership between
riiiining the governmen! and the party organization.-

It has been suggested that this plan was put forth
more than two m-onths ago. It came up for discussion
at the recent requisition6d meeting oT the All India
Congress Committee - a rneeting requisitioned for
the -purpose of conducting a post-mortem on the
Amr6halFarrukhabad-Ralkoi defEats of the Congress
Party. The main issue for which the AICC meeting
was'requisitioned got side-tracked by the novelty oT

the Kariaraj propoials. Stretching,oneself sligtrtly into
a contortion, a case might be made that the Kamaraj
proposals in effect werd the possible remedies for the
ift&math of Amroha-Farrufhabad-Rajkot debacles.

In actual fact, the Kamaraj proposals are not new in
terms of their basic content, Mr. Dhebar, when he
was the President of the Congress, often thought
aloud on similar lines, and Mr. Morarji Desai and
Mr. Sanjiva Reddy had suggested a sim']ar "l-0--year
Rule" which did not survive as many days. Under
the "I0-vear ruIe". the nroposal was that all ministers,
State and Centrai, whb nia functioned as lvlinisters
for 10 years or more should resign and make place
for oth'ers. There was not the lliglitest ripple of
reaction among Congressmen about such a propo-sal
carlier. In frrct wh?n lr{r. Morarji Dcsai in his
characteristic manner triecl to irnpose the "ten-yeirr:

rulc" frtl rccotrstituting tlrc Grrjclrrt Cllllinct, il

scriorrs trarty crisis tlrreatened ttl develop in Guielat
u'hich rrlas iverted bt' the defeat in general elections
of tlic leadcrs of tlie-faction u'ho rr',intecl to dislotlgc
the prescnt Chief l\'linister, The interestinq qrtestior.t

is: Why has the Kamaraj Plan evoked what is seem-
inslv a more earnest consideration in Congress
ou"aiters? How did Kamarai succeed where -Mr.
ih"but and Mr. lvlorarji Deiai failed with similar
nronosals.^ t't e aftermath of Amroha-Farukhabad-Rajkot had
certainly a lot to do with what seems to be greater
earnestness in Congress ranks for any proposal that
would re-trieve the Party from the "Slough of Squab-
bles" into healthier environments. For it is a fact that
the debacle of the Congress in t{rese three elections
set up a chain-r'baction-of inteinal-dissensionS that
'amou^nted to a minor convulsion of the Party. Much
of the dissensions in the various states was engineered
in that their manifestations in such acute forms as

evidenced during the past weeks was very muc-h out
of proportion to the normal di.fferences that always
exisi in anv democratic parW. The so-called "Pro-
gressive wiirg" of the Coigr*s led by Mr. Krishna
ilIetrorr, Mr.-K. D. Malaviya and Mr. Patnaik of
Orissa, found their positions of vantage in the Govern-
ment iuddenly losdor made gravely vulnerable after
the by-electioh debacles. Having managed to obtain
a bas'e among the existing minority groups in--the
State Congreis Parties of- Uttar Pradesh, Madhya
Pradesh, Rndhra and Kerala and enjoying the support
of the majority group in Punjab, and Orissa as well
as the Cbnsiesi Pdrtv Secrbtariat and the Prime
N'linister's go"od sentiments, they decided to-"avenge"
the damae"e caused to them ii the exit of Krishna
Ivlenon, rl o' ualaviya and ttxff,z Ibrahim' The first
ihot war fined in Uitar Pradesh in retaliation for
Arnroha and Farukkabad' The U.P. cabinet crisis
could or-rly be solved by means -of an op-en show-down
even if it meant an 

- 
ttnseemly brarvl publicly. In

Kerala tlie P.C,C. Chief, N{r' Govindan Nair, pro-
iected as an "intimate friend" of N{r. Krishna Menon,
ivirs doing a much mole e{Icctive aud successftil job
of tcrnrir-ritin'; ltis orvrt prrrtr"s rttitlistt'r' tlrirrr tl're Com-
rnunist oplroJitiot't 

"v". 
itolt'" to dg. For a lvhile, until

Ir,Ir. Nehiu's orvn views on the Kerala problem were
in'irilable, Crtngrc-rs I)rcsitlc:rtt Sanjilavya nrisc'al-

crrlated cleveloliments and tencled to sttpport tile
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P.C.C. President against the Chief Minister. When
Mr. Nehru found in the Chief Minister's favour as

against Mr. Govindan Nair, the Congress President
hurriedly shifted his own position to approximate Mr.
Nehru's. In Andhra, the Congress President is directly
involved in the State squabbles in processing which
his group obtain support from the "progressives" to
bring about the downfall of Mr. Sanjiva Reddy.

In Puniab and Orissa, rival factions in the party
are ruthlessly crushed. In Bihar to avoid serious rift
within the 

'party, a hurried deal had to be put
through with-Mr. Jaipal Singh, leader of the Jarkhand
Partv.

A[l these developments took their acute forms only
after the by-election defeats of the party. Prior to
these defeats the dissensions did erist, but never
reached. the flash-points of an open showdown.

The only states^which enjoyed stability from the
point of view of harmony between the organizational
ind Ministerial rving were Tamilnad, Mysore, Maha-
rashtra and West Bengal. It is also not accidental
that it is in these states- that the rate of constructive
development is higher, administrative functioning
relatively better and stability more dependable than
the others. This is the ffrst aspect of the existing
situation to be taken note of.

The second important question to be understood
is the nature of oiganizatioinal concepts and activities
in India, among Cll political groups. The C_ong-ress

. Partv was essentiallv a mass movement and what-
tteueiorganizational siruqture it rvas able to forgb out
tof -'theYmovement 

was with very sinlple maidates
rclevint 

-to 
those times. In thb post-independent

period, the Congress has not bothered to work out
an organizational apparatus attuned to the nelv and
very Complex mandates it had taken up for Indepen-
dent India. The fact that the other political parties
are even less equipped organizationally for the tasks
to be performed in India- is a poor consolation for
the Co^ngress Party. The fact hoiever remains in the
absence bf any oiganized apparatus and yet h-aving
become the inheritor of power, the Congress found
only two institutions in India that could be termed
efiective organizations, t'i2., the Civil Service and
the DefencJ Service. Lacking its orvn organizational
appruatus to ensure effective popular action, the party
hid to rely solely on Governinental organizations for
obtaining 

-its party mandates implemented, Having
had to eraft itself-on the civil services, certain ugly
bve-oroiiucts of this Drocess were inevitable. We see

tlieni in the form of^corruption in civil services, ex-
tensive controls and regtrhtions. As all meaningful
activities could be possible only tlrrotrgh govern-
mental apparatus, \ve lta'l'e seen the terrifying
stampede in Congrcss r:rnks torvards porver-centres,
ever.r^if tlrey be the smallest likc the Panchayat B-oard
Presiclentslrip or a Deprrtv N'linistcrship-in a Stirtc
Governmerrf \\lhen \{r'. Sanjivavvir bcrvailecl rccerrtll'
tllat (lon(rCssttlt'll u'll(t \\'('1. l);lllil.ts it l,'rr- \'('itIs ilgo
no\v liir','c llccorttc milliclllait'cs, ori'uing cinetl.tit
therrtrcs. fleet rlf lorries. brrnqalon's ctc., ltc u'as llc-
u'liling onll' .s1'lrlptrlrlts rlii.ltottt lrt'irrg ovt'I) iI\\'rtrc of
tlre root c,ri'sc's. It hiLs lrt'c'otne t'c'trllv ir clitical sitrra-
tiori for tlr,' Conqlt'ss I)artl u-hcrt it hllcls a strtlrlpedc

I
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for the smallest posts of power aud absolutely no
takers for the highest executive and elected post for
the Party, viz., the Presidentship of the Congress.

The Prime Minister reigns supreme over both the
Government and the Party, a position rvhich might be
gratifying to any political boss, but not to Mr. Nehru
who is attributed with strong democratic and states-
manlike impulses. Yet Mr. Nehru must accept a major
share of the blame for the present state of afiairs
in his party. It will be recalled that he was mainly
responsible for the iniection of his personality as the
det'ermining factor i" Congress party when he
decisively intervened in favoui of Acharya Kripalani
against Babu Purshottamdas Tandon. After that, he
could not get along with his own choice as the
President of the Congress, viz., Achraya Kripalani
rvhen the latter raised the issue of the respective im-
portance of the party wing in relation to'the Mini-
sterial wing. Acharya Kripalani's was the last heroic
but futile assertion of the importance of the party
organizational wing. He lost and l-ad to quit the Con-
gress more than 12 years ago. Since his exit, the era
of strong Congress Presidents came to an end. The
obvious lesson was only too well learnt by the rank-
and-ffle of the Congress, including the "High Com-
mand", viz., the Prime Minister did not sufier collea-
gues gladly, but felt h"ppy only among followers and
supporters.

These are the two important factors that should
be borne in mind in evaluating the Kamaraj Plan.
The acceptance of the Kamaraj Plan would have been
represenGd a radical measure-of revitalising the pdrry
only if Mr. Nehru had insisted on his owir iesig-
nation being accepted by the party as a compulsive
training for them to learn the art of self-help and
incidentally treat him as a man, statesman etc., by
all means, but not as a god. He di{ go through the
motions of giving his resignation, but like the good
patriarch, readily and hastily withdrew it when all
the Congressmen around him wailed about becoming
political orphans. By insisting on his resignation, he
could have lifted a docile and politically benumbed
rank-and-ffle by their bootstraps and made better men
out of them. He gave in too easily to their anxious
inertia and norv he is to determine which of the
Ir{inisters should be relieved to do party work and
rvhich of them should remain in the Government.

While this development robs the Kamaraj proposals
of practically any potential merit it might have
possessed. there is one residual fact that must be
i'relcomed by all democrats. That is the fact that even
in the midst of the present baneful pdlitical climate,
it is possible to develop genuinely strong and in-
digenously-developed bargaining power through
sound organization. The architects of this process in
India are two striking individrrals, K, Kamarai and
S. K, Patil. Both these men do not orve their present
positior.rs to patronage renderccl to thenr from any
tro*'ur cc'ntrr:i. lloth-lurvc canrcrl tlicir positions by
thcir orrrr urerits irncl bitrgaining po\\/er. This is
precisel;' tlic reason lr{r. S. K. Patil was not found
lrrlnerablc rrt all s'hcrr thc "Proqlessivr:s" in :rllianct:
s'ith the Cornmunists. demancled at least lr4r. Patil's

(Cotrtittucd on l,tugc 11)



Split In The Communist Church
M. D. Kini

HE communist church is on the verge of a split.
The break when it comes will be as momentous

as the one which occurred 500 years ago in the
Christian church. The recent events, the way the
polemics and controversies are carried on by them,
make the rupture inevitable.

It all startbd with the denigration of Stalin in the
20th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union in-1956. Mr. Khrushchev officially unmasked
the tvrannv of the whole era and blamed Stalin for
the "6ult oi personality." Mao and the Chinese Com-
munist Party did not agree with this evaluation. They
said Stalin's achievemehts are greater than his errors.

With the passage of years, tfie difierences between
the two "fraiernal"- part'ies have widened in area and
sharpened in intensrty. The international communist
meelings held in 1957 and 1960 have not been able
to bring the two parties together.

The 3ifieren""r'""-" to "a head during the Cuban
crisis and the Chinese aggression against India. When
the Soviet Union witfilrew the-missiles and the
rockets from Cuban territory, the Communist Party
of China accused the Soviet Union of "first commit-
ting-the error of adventurism and then of capitula-
tion." From then on a wordy battle is raging between
the'two oarties.'"tfi!fu;;hi-Confer"iice in Afiica-iahd tlie'Tournalists'
fuIeet in Dlakarta wherb the Chines'e successftlly kept
the Soviet Union out and the Congress of the Italian,
East German and other East European Communist
Parties held last year, where the Chinese communists
rvere booed and ridiculed only point out the growing
differences between the two parties. For the first
time China officially voted against the Soviet reso-
lution on peacefui co-existence at the Women's
Conference at Moscow.

In the recent meeting at Moscow the Chinese dele-
gation was headed bl Mr. Teng Hsiang-Ping,, the
veteran of ideological 

'battles 
anil the Soviet delega-

tion by NIr. \likliial Suslov, the "grey' eminence" of
the Soviet Partv. The meetinq star-ieci and was helcl
under inauspicious circumstaices. The Soviet Union
expelled three Chinese diplomats an4 trvo Chinese
students on the ground that they had distributed in
Russia the norv lamous Tune 14 letter of the Com-
munist Party of China to ihe Communist Party of the
Soviet Union. The Chinese accused the Soviet
Union of denying a right which the Soviet Union
enjoys in China.- It aCcused the Soviet Union of
"allorving the magistrate to buln clorvn houses rvhile
forbidding thc cornmon people even to light lamps"
and carrling "the ideological clifferences betvrcen the
tu'o partic:^- of China and the Sovict Unior-r to thrr
s1'rher e of st:rte relations." TIic n.rectinq has entlncl
cluieth' itrtd ttttcert:rnoniousl."-. r\ cotntnuniqtrc issttecI
after the talks simply says talks rvill be lcsuurecl latcr.
Perhaps lrotlr the parties rvant the otlter partv to break
thc talks aticl relntions.

The main point of difference between the two
parties is the strategy and the tactics of world
revolution. According to Moscow, existence of power-
ful communist stat"es make Imperialist W& im-
possible and atomic weapons make it disashous.
Moscow believes that there can be peaceful transition
to communism. On the other hand, China says that
as long as capitalist states are there, there are bound
to be wars and Communist states need not fear
atomic weapons since it is the people and not
weapons which is decisive in any war. China says
that there is no precedent for peaceful change. For
them, capitalist countries are just paper tigers and
they believe that there is no third road possible.

The dialogue between Moscow and Peking can be
put in their own words:

Moscow: "The atomic bomb does not distinguish
between imperialist and the working people; it hits
big areas and therefore millions of workers would be

imperialism from doom or prevent the proletariat
and peoples of all countries and oppressed nations
winning victories in their revolutions." China declar-
ed in 1957 "even if 300 million of us die'in a nticlear
1var, 300 million of us rvill'still live,and the,'whole .:,

world rvill be Chinese." "The first World Wrai'was
followed by the-birth of the Sovet Union, the second
lVorld War rvas follor.r'ed by the emergence of the
socialist camp with a combined population of 900
million . . . ( after ) a third World War, it is certain
that several hundred rnillion more will turn to
socialism."

Moscow: "Whoever denies the principle of peace-
ful co-existence between states with difierent social
systems, the principle of peaceful competition, shows
a lack of faith in the levolutionary force of the
working class, in the potent force of Marxist-Leninist
icleas."

China: "The general line is a line of boldly
arousing the masses, and not one of peaceful co-
existence. . . Lenin spoke of the possibility of a
peaceful transition froim capitalism [o socialism but
irp to now there is no precedent for such a transi-
tion. The prophets rvho pin all their hopes on peace-
ful transition- proceed fiom historical ldealism and
repudiate the - r\{arxist-Leninist teachings of class
stmggle. . . . . Similarlv. those .n't,o talked about
peaceful co-existence being thc onll' alternative.. ' .

ivcrc plecisclv teirclring Ieaceful co-existencc bct-
u'cen lhe oppl'essors ancl the oppressed. There can
he rro altcllrittivt' to llre tlic'tltorslrip of tlrc bourgcoisie
ancl the di<'tatorslrip of tho qtroletilriat. Drearns ol
sollle tlrirci \\.iI\, i.[rc t citctit-rttat; 1-'utty -boulgcui:s
larncututions."

\\'c' nrav lre tcn.rptt'cl to suppott tr{oscotv in this
controvt'r'sl'. IJrrt tlicn rt'c lni c to rt'tttctnbcr thi.tt

deitroyed per each monopolist."
Peking: "In the final analysis, iPeking: "In the final analysis, atomic weapons . . . . .
nnot decide the final outcome of rvar, cannot savecannot ilecid
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Moscow still belives in what are called just wars in
communist jargon. It still continues to support and
guide all -communist parties in subverting non-
Eommunist states. This is rvhat Mr. Khrushchev said
recently, "Let the lvorking class of capitalist countries
rise ag'ainst their oppressors' Our sympathies are on
the side of the working class. We can help. lVe have
the means to do so." NIr. Khrushchev is against only
atomic wars,

The dispute reminds us of the -religious contro-
versies of the Middle Ages. The differences between
the two states are deepir than ideological. Though
the polemics are carrietl on in ideolo-gical terms,
rrnde^rtones and overtones of personal and even racial
difierences can be detected.-They have entered the
trade and aid policies of the two countries. These
can even be int-erpreted as difierences between -h-arre
and have-not countries.

According to the Peoples Dailg, the Soviet Union
suddenlv nbtified on Trllv 16, 1960 its decision to
withdrail all the 1,30b Soviet experts from China
within a month, to scrap hundreds of agreements and
contracts which it haii signed and to discontinue
supply of many important items of equipment and

-ititiiut. But lhis has been refuted 5v the Soviet
Union. "On the Chinese qovernment's initiative, the
volume of trade between-the USSR and China has
been cut by almost two-thirds in the past three years
and the sripplv of essential equipment reduced to
one-fortieth^ 6f' *t" previous arioint." But the fact
remains that the trade between the Soviet Union'
and China has declined by about 50 pgf ,"* rt*::
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1959. It was valued at 1,749,000,000 roubles in 1959
and in 1961 it is 827,000.000 roubles.

The Chinese embassy in East Berlin has recently
distributed 100,000 copies of a 125-page long anti-
Khrushchev pamphlet called, "Nikita Khrushchev-A
Revisionist." lt d-et o.tnces him as a "criminal" and
demands his "liquidation to purify 

- 
Marxism-Lenin-

ism." In the June 14 letter, Chinese have even asked
the Soviet p6ople to overthrow Mr' Khrushchev. "If
the leadinfi gonp in any party adopts I non-
revolutionaiv line-and converls it into a reformist
oartv. then ihe Marxist-Leninists inside and outside
ihe'party will replace it and lead the people in
making revolution."

The"differences and the disputes between the two
"brotherlv" parties have reached a decisive stage.
They have ^reachcgl a point of no return. The
momentous break may come ofi at any time now'
fi *itt be a great divide, a wa-tershed noi only in,the
history of th"e communist world but in the world as

a whdle.
What is the meaning and signiffcance of this schism

in tlre communist chuich to the world? Does it prov-e

the prediction of Charles de Gaulle that Russia v'ill
i"i"'B"ron" asainst China? Does it indicate, as Arnold
toynbee has"maintained,--that one- day communist

".rd 
d"*o".atic states will resign themselves to the

inevitable co-existence iust as C-hristianity and Islam
tt""" aon" after a bittei fight? Or does this mean the
aa""top"a Communist states may tl^rro* away,their
dictato^rship and state monopol;' in favour 'of demo-

'crhcy? OnIy futur6 can tell.

THE BERLIN WALL - Continued ftont' 1:age 2

Berlin, tor 27 miles. It is seven feet high and six feet
lvide. There are 129 watch towers, 231 fortified bunk-
ers and guard posts and 54 board fences have been
erected to prevent West Berliners even peeping _into
the Eastern sector. 11,(nO armed guards are on duty.
There are trenches, tank obstrrcles, ptllicc dogs, floocl-
liglits and every device to preveut reftrgecs crclssing
over. Those rvho used to work in West Berlin ancl
resided in East Berlin have been deprived of their
livelihood. In the lanes arnd rivers arottud Berlin under-
-rvater barriers have been erected. 65 people have been
killed, 589 wounded, 1500 arrested at the border in
the last two years. Thousands are in prison in East
Berlin for sorne offence or the other connected r.vith
tl.re desire to escape over the \\/all. To bisect a citv of
3.5 million inhabitrrnts is to cut across a living
community.

Thei'c' is no itventte to reclress. The elections in Eirst
Rerlir.r in 19-16 shorvecl it victrttv rrt thc polls of Soc'irLl

l)cntrtc'r'trtic' l)altv s'itlt ti .1812 r-otc alrd llrr. r'rttrtt.ttutrists
rnrrstct'ecl onlr 1912. lltrt tltc l'otc ltiLs tli'r'cl cottrrletl
ii'itli thc Stlvic't empile. The Irigliest p()\\'tll' r'esicles irl
thc Conttlttttist l)ultv lrrrcl its ol'qillls. Tlrt' Cotrlts ltlc
orrll' orgaus jttst tiutsicie tlie I)altr', irrterrclt'ti. likc otlrer'

L(l

organisations such as trade u-nions, co-operatives, etc.,
to"serve a given purpose and according to Section 15
in the ludfuiary Act 1959, "a judge must strive un-
,"r".lr"llu for' the triumph of Socialism in the
Renrrblic'and must loyally-suprlort the power of the
r,,o'k"r' and tlre pcasrrnts."-Where a defen-dant deliber-
irtely broke u .adio set it was lield that the plaintifi,
bv irlaving West Berlir) progrirmme, hacl caused a

clincer'foi o.rr republic" and thus the plaintifi was
rer.rliv "ctrilty of -spreading strbversive propaganda
asainst 6nt' State." Where a housewife bragged that
sFe had been in West Berlin for three days and had
a fill of bananas and apricots she was sentenced to a
vear's irnltrisonmcnt for: speaking "in the most shame-
i"r, n.r^ni."t against the rvorkers-and peasants' porver"
ar.rcl for attacliing tlie fundamenttrl social strrrcture of
the Republic "thEreby iigitirting in :r tnanner hostile to
tire Slirte."

Tlre Itrtct'tratiortrrl (lor.nmission oI Jtrlists, *'liich
r.orrrprisr;s s,rtttt'ttf llll rrrost t'tttittt'ttt irrlists in thr'
h'c'r' rr.ot'lcl, lras ,;trrlllislrc'cl t'ccentlv rt rt'llttlt on "Tlrt:

llellin Wall. ,r ciefettc'c, of Ilrtnrarl lligllts", a statt]-
rrrent u'lric'lt slrrtrrlcl llt' rcii<l as rr'iclclv as its illieqi'itv
irrrrl ollicctile itttirivsis tltset'r'cs.
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THE KALIARAI PLAN -Continued from. page 8

head as a symbolic sacrifice ,to compensate for thbir
heavy casualty in Mr. Menon and Mr. Malaviya's
exit from the Cabinet. They could not succeed be-
cause unlike their proteges, Mr. Patil did not obtain
his political position, nor his ministerial position as
a 

- parasite living and thriving on the stringth and
'vitality of Mr. Nehru. Mr. Patil and Kamaraj are two
persons rvho will not have the slightest qualms about
(uitting their Ministerial positions happily to take

'over party work.
The Kamaraj proposals thus at least contribute to

an explicit recognition of this interesting situation,
viz., the recognition of the bargaining power inherent
in organizational competence. Today there is no
organizational activity in the Congress ranks except-
ing lobbying for permits and obtaining share of the
funds from the Government allotted for various "Wel-
fare" or "Development" schemes. Xl[ tlie"activities of
Congressmen are concentrated around the corridors
of Secretariats, and Ministerial ante-chambers. When
popular discontents are articulated,,the Congressman
of today gets extremely frightened and scuttles
away to his safe drarving roorr-r, in the contentment
'of the fact that his party's civil service apparatus
like the Police, Secretariat departnents etc., would
be handling such discontent. When election time
comes, Mr. Nehru is ahvays there to be projected as
a vote-getter.

The question that remains- is:-WillJhe Karnaraj
Proposals result in the transference of all activities
away from the civil ,;ervice to t[p no_n--gficial insti-
tuti6nal levels ? rlzill thL Ministers"ivh-d h;tt€ rdsigned
to take up party rvork reg-afn iheir"pie-ministerial
perspectives, and even if they do, could they succeed
in wresting the initiative away from the bureaucracy
torvards iopulal institurional levels for selfleli
tendencies? In short rvill there be less government
and more of popular constructive action? Or rvill
Chief Ministers of States still have to resolve even
the smallest labour unrest, or hospital admission for
a needy individual? The answers to these basic
questions remain, and how far the Kamaraj proposals
will go to give proper answers remains to be seen.

Mr. Nehru has just announced that the follorving
Central Cabinet \linisters ancl State Chief Nlinisters
are being relieved of their posts:
Central Cobinet: N,Ir. Lal Baludur Shastri, N{r.

Nlorarji Desai, N'Ir. S. K. Patil, N{r. Jagjiwan Ram.
I\{r. Gopala Reddy and Dr. Shrimali.

State Chief N[inisters: Mr. Bakshi Ghulam Mohamed,
Mr'. Binodananda Jha, Mr. Patnaik, Mr. Mandloi,
Mr. C. B. Gupta and Mr. K. Kamaraj.
The personalities rvhose political future rvill be

seriously affected bv this process are N4r. N4orarii
Desai, N'Ir. Jagjiwrrn Rarn, Mr. Gopala Reddv and Dr'.
Shrimali froni'the Ccntral Cabinet and N{r. Binoda-
nanda Jha and N{r. r\,landloi frorn the Stirtes. As for
the rcst, thov have their ou'n incliger-rotrslr'-created
orqurrizlrlior-r'rl hrtsc in their rcslrcctivc stntes exccpt'
ing for \{r. Lal Birhadur Shirstri rvho hirs irttirine<l
nationrrl crrttinence bl' his statestrtatisltip iitld corn-
1>ctc'n cr'.

The vacancies.caused in the Central Cabinet as a
result sf implementing the Kamaraj Plan has gene-
rated frenzied activities in the ranks of the so-called
"Leftists and Progressives" within the Congress.
Intense lobbying has already started in Delhi to ex-
plore the possibilities of packing the Cabinet rvith
Krishna N{enon and such "progressives". The "Pro.
gressives" are happy that the two "rightists" in the
Cabinet whom the Communists and they sought to
remove to compensate the exit of Menon and "Mala-

viya - N{r. Morarji Desai and Mr..S. K. Patil - are
norv out of the Cabinet. Intense lobbying is going on
to have Mr. Nanda take over the Finance portfolio to
give Finance Ministry a more "socialistib" content.
The mouthpieces of the "Progressives" have suggested
that Mr. Nehru should replace the resigned ministers
witll those believing in "Democratic Socialism", even
if they are outside the Congress Party ranks. It has
been suggested that if only Mr. Nehru would outline
such "Democratic Socialism" clearly and presumably
in line rvith the Vijayawada Thesis of the Communist
Party, rvhy, even, Mr. Dange might be willing to join
the Congress Party and condescend to work with
N,lr. Neliru in the cabinet.

Perhaps \{r. N. V. Gadgil is right when he
observed that the Kamaraj Plair has, in efiect, resulted
in making a dictator of the Prime Minister, albeit
rrnintentiJnallv. The manner in rvhich the Prime
Minister handles the situation arising out of the pre-
sent resignations rvill answer many of the disturbing
questions that have bgen.,_1{se$r, , .. .,:-.,.

"T lrr'.i.lrr ;illr{)lul( t T ,,ttr r,'r,i'1. lo r, ri,lt;
rin rnittrtlal s('iIt rln(l r-itrott' trtvselI to

trritri.l, t i,'l rr',,r'k

[]orLrt(s\. : IlIndu.tlttn 'l itt
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With Many Voices
Moang round with m.nv voiccs. come, #;"*l
Tis not too late to seil a Dcwer *oti",,*r_.

The workers' councils are very good when they are There is no socialism in India at present but only
nroooed un bv American srain- aid meat. selffshism.E--EE-- ' ' 

-Mr. rhnlshchev, ?dme, August 30. -Dr. R. M. Lohia, Patriot, August, 14.

. . a Chief iulit itt"" had attained his position by
spending a few lakhs. .if one could spend a
fiw croi s one could even become the Prime Minister.

- Mr. Hanumanthaiya, Hindustan Times,

I would rather soon be dead than broadcast
throush VOA.jMr. V. K. Krishna Menon, Current, August 17.

If I tell mv Foreiqn Minister to sit on a block of
ice and stay ihere fdr months, he will do it rvithout
back talk.

- Mr. Khrushchev, Hindu, August 11.

Information must pursue a deffnite goal. . . . .
Information is agitation by facts. . . . .

-N,Ir. Palgunov,"ex-direct6r of Tass, Opinion, Aug. 6.

August 11. Freedom should be the rule and control the excep-
tion. The position is now reversed'-- Rajaji, March of the Natinn, August 17.

I find no difierence in Khrushchev from Stalin in
terms of determination to communise the world.

- IvIr. Averell Harriman , lndian Express, August 2.

53 agreements have been entered into with Russians
since World War II. of which the Russians have
violatecl 50.

- U. S...Neras & World Report, luly 2!.

-- "' !'' I-aw is ne\rer better than'the rnen who administer
and apply it. An expression of faith in the rule of law
is;*ltitirately, 

"n "ipr"ssion 
of faith in the potentia-

lities of mankind.

-Prof. Harry W. Jones, American Reporter,
August 9.

Believe me, it is qo!.g4sy. to resist the temptation to
power.

Prenrier Ben Bella of 'Algeiia, Titne, AugustLS.

When a ruler takes ir pinch of salt without payment
then the officers ll'ill loot the u'hole country.

-Acharytr Kripalani, Times of lndia, August 20.
The banner of

ambitions.

- Charles

ideology is only a cover for

de Gaulle, Suaraiga, August 10.

In the Soviet Union, the truth is what Tass says it is.

- N{r. David Rees, Opinion, August 6.
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Non-alignment is a creed with us.

-I,Ir. ;\, P. Tain, Hinclu, August 21.

Concession for concession, yes; but concession for
aggression, no.

-R. S., Hindustan Thnes, August 23.

If a citizen does not demand his rights, he is no
longer a citizen. He becomes a slave.

-Cardinal Wyszynshi of Poland, Time, Augost 23.
A-

VAll centralized planning and adnrinisiration inevi-
tably lead to a closed society.

-Prof. Karl Popper, Thought, August 24.

Non-alignment is being used as a cloak for appease-
ment of communism.

-Mr. M. R. Masani, the Times of lndia, August 2O.

\\/ith thc top \ilinister goinrl orrt of thc Cabinet.
!lr. Nehlrr rvotrld be trutomatically vested rvith clicta-
toriirl pou'ers ar-rd the country haci to look forlvard to
it conrplete dictatorial regime.

-N{r'. N. \/. Gadgil, Statesnmn, August 26.
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