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Russkin troops involvement in the coup of
Decémber 27, 1976 resulting in &hﬁ' execution ‘of
Haﬁzuliah Amin, the President and h:s I‘Epidcei}’lﬁnt
by Babmk Karmal has naturai%y Lreazed violent

reactmns from some sections of Afghdn mbais pari

ticaﬁariy burdermg on Pakisian. The West Asizn
Muslim countries have been gre;tth shocked by what
they deem to be unwanted and uncalled for mi stary
mtcrventmn into the internat affairs of Afghametan
by a fc}rezgn power. Kremlin's USt!ﬁCciUOﬂ of its
military aid 1o Afghanis on the ground that Amin’s
Govcmment had requested Russia 1o extend limited
military aid to it under Article 4 of thé December
1978 Soviet-Afghan Friendship Treaty in the up
rising ‘of December 1979, alleged to have been
engineered and the militarily supported by U S A
and China and their ally Pakistan, has not cut much
ice with internationsl public opinion.  Russia, it is
well-known, has been seeking, since the times of
Crzars an outlet to the Indian Oceanathrovgh any

one of the West Asian Mushim countries lying along s
the coast of the Arahian Sea. Soviet Russia has fajth-"

fully followed and successfully praciised this Czarist
expansionist policy in Western Furopean countries
ke PFoland, FEast Germany, Crzechoslovakia,
Hungary and is reported to be contemplating a
military intervention, if need be, on the retirement

SUPER POWERS CONFLICT IN AFGHANISTAN

or death of Marshal Tito. World (ommumsi
enpdntiun was  the ideal’ before Lﬁnu}ism and
Sta'fnism and there is no reason for behcvms that
the prescm: m“}mum&t rafers of Russia hawr g]\fﬁﬁ
up the idea even tempomrih Tt s a patent fact
ihdt Afghanistan 13 the one country near about the
warm waiers of thé Perdian GuEf whme Soviet
'mhtarv influence has fnmlv estabhshe{ nseif evet
since  the radl[lomt regrmc of Daud wa% over
thrown by the Mlhtuf"z’ Loap of 1978 led by Mo
M{}?ﬁammed Taraki and the pro-Moscow Peoples’
Democratic ‘P&_rt} The aresent Pres:dem !(drmi &
Amin were also partiupcmts in this coup and were
then enjoying the confidénce of Kremlin. Thus
Russiain domirance in Kabul has been awertiv o
covertly accepted by  Afghan Governmen!s and
toleraied by the United States whose hands, it musi
atso be stated, are not clean in the matier of
extending its financial snd military hegemony o
Arabian couniries and to Pakistan as a covnter
biast to the corroding influence of Russiz in the
MNorthern arzas of the Persian Gulf  Mwshim
countries  This looks Hke carving out spheres of
infleence hetween the two Super-powers  The bone
of contention now seems to le in Ruossia taking one
step further in almost  controlling the Afghan

{ Conmtd om psge 2. }
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Military ferces and

equipment while the Americans
have :

7 ic be eontent only with giving 4 ha
ary ald 1o E’xfgézazz re%}eiﬂ; Wfﬁ’) aye %’z‘ma

THE DETERMINED BUINORITY BULE-

1 may. be recailed that even when the Russian
u:\mm]orr sicceeded in 1917 the Leninists were in 2
minozity. and. had. to-rely.on the lefast parties
alianes in the Russian Parliament. Slowly but surely
with their well-knit party cadres spread  through-the
couniry, the Leninist dominated over loosely -baill

other leftist parties and ultimately overpowered them.

in Fast Furopean countries, the Communtist regimes
bhegan as minority governmets but ultims itely. they
were {ransferred into dictatorial though they came
o be called euphemistically regimesPe oples” Dlemo-
cracies  The present regime of
into being with the help of - the* Russian wsbitary
afier this very pattern and it could be expected

that re long, it would iransform jtsell into =
Eed dictatorship. The Afghan rebels. however
fierce and freedom loving they might

not e able to ;ight tb]s Soviet backed dzctdmssh;p

and w uid

side of tE:ge* z‘e‘e&e?& zmd upnless Pakistan also she

eliered
thesc rebels and offered its pwn territory (o, ihe
hmc% zmd American ;"nhmrv forces as a p g!tf&rm

?fem whmh they conl td direct an ammk t:m &armal

regsme and Russian freops. The situation then

wauid hcconie axp osive and muri*t ﬁ:‘\ﬁdidié into.

wori conf ﬁgf—t*}{m wi ﬂ'; &‘hﬁm W“\E“F“ "!ﬁ'uqism
‘m.;mrm bemg made the c@ckp;i of these two world
ri;m% pmwra
rale in dea! ihough now, it has no papmaf ba i
wzli “f&bxl tself !udncmaslv Lombmm ;uthka%
suppresswm oi the oppasxtmn with the intr {}duti;z}n
of economic reforms. and new mdu%tmai remtzom
thus making the dictatorship firmly li}ﬁfcd among
the rural masses,  Fhis was what thﬁ:y d}(‘i in ad}amr

g Mm]ﬁm countries apnd very soon, the present

regime in Kabul will becom firmly t‘mrenched wefl-
pigh irremovable.
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Kiryasl as boms

W;m the passage, of time the Rcd=_

Z

the ngha s agamst Pakistan us

IMDIAE COMOCERY
diz cpnnof remain unconcerned at these omi
seenolitical upheavals and military developments
ight across her historical border, *he i(%tﬁ%}up G

ﬁie Samemc

Gensral 'Zxa,
tenilitary ’@eadar r}* Pakm&n, by teking military aid
from America osteasibly for her own self-defense
against the expansiogift ‘movés ‘of 'Rukéians from”

sotght o

across the Fak-Afphanisian border. Besides, Zia

ngme is not alse popular  with ;:s&.auchi% ang.

Pathans  Russia can also play the same game with..
Pakistan seeks o

5

Jd0 against the present regime in Kabul by encourag-
with gyiditary

ing and supporting the Afghan rebels
equipment,

In this medleg of ahpcrwpa}*«vem
me in the Persian Guif Lmzriﬂe% fndia’s
ferm interests are hound 1o beadverisly aﬂ%aﬁ@d i
r}éiii.%ﬁf&ﬁ is to grow in military strenglh, sinee108s
well kpown that Pakistan has always used her
military  power '»sgaéns;i Fudin for 'ﬁ*’ipr ‘Ujf(ﬂ'é"
akf—(} aggressions as in 1965 and éf}ﬂ ¢

regi

vasz}g e
fowards

when U S.A. and partically the whole Wesiern
world appesred to be  ranged rainst her, . At
m‘*matmndi m”?h_ 's;a Ru«;éz‘a

has aiwgys spumeei Eh» mmi ui‘
India. Chipa ~a 1
§m;3=d gsﬂzr ﬂ'w.‘
i 19_62 Int
F”ﬁ_?m pa
dﬂ}di‘&t of pmac amm 2§=Edmc with s
the United mgmog uampieeug thc
the Soverely ﬂt; of ﬁw,,rszh 1
to be ¢ xrf%t ard rPa !5_=£, Th“sa po mes &«_one zf..
wosi{td ont i apmpm p]r’ ( ! ensure peéu, in
{“emmi m} Wi‘sit.rn AS;& G.Pé dvert a, W:}fld V‘ms.
smé brm ;so hts_%m i3 ».eme G_f 1i

snd k@rrf‘ mi‘tﬁr Pmupi,&r ‘,Qh 1

hy U&«fi




Th@ @@m&%ﬁw‘tﬁ COf *T m@
B”@ﬁiﬂk @

33? Willam P Fse%d Jr
mé":{ayn “sian revi i
thinking on its head, gfwng
deiuswns of arandew B

The e:canomlc dxstrebsex Gf Ehe Westem_ mdy
Jrialized  world tociay *‘early indicate, ihat. ;
thing. has gone wrong, The Keynesian, orths
that. has dominated SCOROINIC theory and p@i ¥}
the post-World War I era pmm;sed fuli emp; oy-
ment, price stability, and rapid emnom:c growth
instf:ad .we now. face h:gh unemp]oymam acoelera-
ting mﬁatmn and stagmtxon

~Fhe guéstion that us being asked wrs,h £Ver more
urgency is, “‘Where did Keynesian -econbmics g0
wrong 11 Various answers have been suggested. -

Some argue “that the pmbiem “Hesin errore in
the teschmcai detdits of Keyne&ia!z gconomics’ “These
| ErEE pomt ouf Fh&i eynésians are at least paﬁiy
wiong in clatmmg that the dcmand for money is
whstable, that wages'and pmes “Aré r:gzd that con-
sumption is a stdble function of disposable income,
and that ‘investment is’ unstable” iﬁecause: irfational
entrepreneurs permd:cai!v exeruxc thelr “aniivial
' Sp‘il‘lf% S - P

; Gthci‘ crm s aiia@k Keyne:ﬂan CLGHOH’]ICS uiu.
bt od&er teyms. . “Thﬂ economy“, ”. ihcy pami mit i5
reaiiy mdw:dualb producmg, buymg, and se]hng
-éOOdS and serv;c**s but the !{evnesmn overemphasss

_on, aggregates has Jed 1o an ab ost total tack’ of
_ wns;deratwn of ths mic Gi actmg mdxvzduai
'Limezv relatcd to Ehh ovetempham on aggrauatea

'wzth gevernmn:nt dtaempts > 3 pulate or “‘ﬁne
_Euna A nanorzai economy And m recent ycazs ‘an
sncreasmg number of econom:sts_ have zeroed in

po“ues almost always iook attraawe to pc
and Keynesgan ecanom1c:~,, whereby the b :
_bL.dge_t rule. an& the QOIG standard came to be
ridi uled ani d;sc.a_rdud “has dextroyed d!i the cld
re%t mms o engagmg in such policies.
) _ii of t’m,sc criticisms hava crns1derabse m*m
bu{ there s yet &aother and nnportanh ﬂdw that
inymm Fur the eynwm TEVO ;ai:m‘* wrought
a dnsastrou; alterauoa of thmi\:nc pmc&ssc» w’sthm
_ihe ewnomscs proi‘essmn
THE PATIENT ECOF@@M?ST iy
From the time Adam $mith pubhshed The
Wealih of. Nations in 1776 uvoll - John Mayesard
Keynes, published The. General - Theery _in, 1936,
almost. all. economists had continually emphasized

reasoning process.

1A ya ﬁhuvan, S.V. P Road

the mmportance of patieatl sophisticatedreasonng

tracing -oul 4il the indirsct, - often obScure;cuninter-
ded conseguences

dof humanosstion.  Why zwe
painstaking attention - ‘tor thess: - Consequenses.?
Prévisely ‘because they- are-uninténded and obscure.
Since ivwould always: be very difficuli-for thesgens-
ral public and the pOEii;CiaﬁS' to- pecognize . and
appreciate such consequences, the economistwas 1o
bring his expertise to this procebsnaﬁd thus at least
partly discourage the'use of Hedsres that seeIn Ao

offer diréet, ¢bvious benefits. - A

"Of couree, there was alang tradition even Before
Adam meth that’ economists’ shouid ‘wpply " this
Smith, h{)wever ‘was 'the first to
%pe!z it out so lhrouﬂhly in his’ “‘mwsxble hand"”

concept, whichk' is’ s:mpiy ai “explanation “of ‘the

indirect, obscure, unmtended ‘benéfifs detivhig to
the whole socre:ty from the 'Self- mterested ac’aons of

mdivlduaiq in 3 market economy.

Smith’ 3 explm tion of the “invisible Hand” was 2
powerf& dsfense of the market It depended entirely

on patient sophlstzcated r&asomng, whlch ted to
' f‘am,immns that seem “absurd unless ochure Wi~

tended cm}scquences of human aCUOﬂ ard traced

“out. Thefirst ;mpressmn given b}’ ‘the “market is

that it is a syetem of greed in which” each pérson

fn}akes hxmself better oﬁ" bv makmwothers wrose
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off, & system iuwhich the rich ‘capitalist can and
dogs eppress the poor worker, - Smith demonstrated
hew totally ‘misieading: #s this impression, hew
voluntary  exchange »inevitably makes both.parties
better off, howdelbimerast . lendy each individual to
produee ’ thoseigoods most desired b others, hew
wamarket system functions  to muke not anly the
rick-capitaiist ‘richer but the poor worker less poor
asvwell, how the. capitalist can becoms rich, and
stay:rich enly . by .sevving and .continuing to serve
the desires of consumers 1a an efficient manper, .,

AE§ 0f rtiwc :*Eiz:,'

Were ;msezbe only. becaukﬁ hmnh rried.
careful, . involved analvsis th{)ﬂ“i whsdﬁ Eli? was
able to explain the indirecy, obscure, . um_mcs_)_.dc:d
-eonseguences. of buman acuon And  singe . the
-amarket system is. subtle .and wrnp!m, it can only
be defended i.‘,h.ra_}i}g:q _ c,h Feasoning o

the same. paéiem' sapmgt;catee
- Bmith kad ysed in T fee Wmhh of .J
Ld_w—-:‘};_l_ﬁ rdea !L{aﬁ supp_i;{
.de--mand,_f:’ dtis ce{gi_gg_z;!y fot obvig
. Again the pripciple can be d : by
:.Eermtmg out the less. obvious _mme;::enms of
Bunan ac ;t.mn ’Iht fact ;__;at AR INCrease. in sgving
iy mot a Withdi&WaI from demwd Sut rather a
c.hzmge i time pmfﬁrence that will shilt the girie.
ture ‘of producimﬁ toward more capitalistic me thods
is not eas;iy understood, [ say the least. The faet
that a general glut of oulphut of a- SUrgSin une
employed workers will be ¢leared up by individual
actions altérisg price and wage “decisions is alko
not easily:"comprehended: © But ~the. understanding
of sueh concepts ‘Wasessential-10 the economic
defense of the.markei as. a stable, self-sustaining
methed of econemic orgapization.

w__m,.. g Adam

There Wete somewhot stiaved from thf c,e;*ira’
tradition m economics —ihe mercanfilists ‘with their
notion that the road fo wealth is the direct, obvious
action of.accumulating gold; Thomas Malthus with
his direct, obyious explanation of the possibil ity of
generdl g!uts, deﬁu.,.m demand. But t!*é: argumenm
of “thess Wavward econom:st% were completely
rejected by all” the great’ edonomists,  who rea tized
the errors ‘of such'ungophisticated ressoning. '

ECONOMIC DARK AGES

" “Theh came ‘The “Genéral Theory, and all this
changed. We are nowin the Ageof Keynes, an
era characterized by impatience and’iack of s(}phmm
tication in. rcasoming. and .in _policy, Economic
an:a!y 's b been returned 10 thc Dark Agcs by a
shift in emphasis to the d;rect obvicus conseguen-
ces of action and 10 -governmental attempls to
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:_ecoacmms———it telis the pubE

that seem abvomh m:mrabét_
'ye;a‘

i ;monw mem But amntenéed

kiI(}W ﬁma gm‘exumem z« g::smgz to man&'

_;Im, Key

_‘xmonemrv] the;es I“m*a se of th eir

__Fmaiiy
Togical extremeh & pmg,mm proﬂdlﬁé governmem

' mcrease emp!oymem

of m}gagin@__ )

stand the, 1mp} CEIOT]
i E(awma has heen  the v
obv:ow direct action to soivc any pmbiem, “while
ignoring or at least ae—ﬂmphasrzmg any’ md;reci
obscure, unintended consequenices. This change of
cmp‘%asss has engendered drastic, #nd in ‘the long
run disdstrons, changeq in economists™ g}é}%ft‘y
—ewmmemmioﬁs ' o R
First, Say’s Law has been rejected anid rcp!awd
by Keynes's Law--“demand creates 116 own supply
By Keynesian lights, people’produce  because they
expeot-the product to be purchased. so #f production
falls andsunemployment risesall that has 1o be
donk 15 vtoinerease ctotal spending, . Thus, disere-
tipnary fiscal. and mosnetary nolicies are mﬁd o

_mampalate aggregate demand and supp@@em‘f to

assore full emplo_;mem Keynes's Law i3, pupmar
with basmsssmen the general pab!:c and politicians

.becaua:c zt ig thg, reﬁuit of direct, ewmus re&eormw
AU SeL1ns 10 ba, anuestfﬁ)ndb}y [rue

-And this 35 the kev to. the  success .of E{eyzms;w
id the politicians
it ;usnms these policies
Al the sapilmumtﬂd
ignoréd of e'fpfd:zzed
of "84¥y's Law are
rsequenices acéom-
‘When mﬁmduass
e aggre-
fent, tmv chdnga
. Ar‘d d!i mv:zsc U’ian S and Ctheir
quences aye zgnored m the clmpEEC-
re5ian ana!vs:v _ _
Secend as 4 stabilization rool, government rax-
¢ and spenémg (hweaE) p{}!i”}:&i have - been desig-
F s'uble G i.mfermnent money wppgy
more direct,
~ Coitinbing

whai they wani (o hear.

bekind Sav’$
use ‘the impii fcEti

any even Ke:vneesav o?zc;e%
pany

obvious fink to  total ap&n{imv
_the___ . same rea»m;mg,' government spsndmg
increases are considered preferab to lEx cuts,
which 1equire that peaple spmd the mﬁﬂev and thus
have .a 55 direct ﬂ*f’fﬁct o aggrﬂg&tc demam
arrymg ih\, Kemcsmn argumem 10 1ts

jobs for the unempioved is the 3’}:,%1 policy of all:
since the pUTpase of mampbidtm ﬂp n{}m&, is to
hy FOF jufst act on empﬁoy«

Agmn the mdireq,t abscure, unfpicnded conge-

"queﬁcex of $uch governmem  action #re ighitred or

C [Contd off page 6]



TREACHOROUS AN
UNGRATEFUL

{Logicaily untemable, morraly unsound,
palitically incorrect )

Sir,

Ofie cannot but condemn Mr. Ram’$ exit from
the Janata party, right on the eve of - the Assembly
eieatmm iakmg up. the “old &1;@ wors out”  dual
membercmp issue, aa his excuse for the same, as
“lreachamus and ungrateful”, on the part of a
ieader who had heen “lomised” by the Jarata during
the parlzmeniarv elections, sven pui{mg hxm and
‘his caste, above that of the party and its prog-
rammes, and far in excess of the actual influence
that he commanded amoﬁg the Indian voters. The
least that oné would expect fromn such': a “politician,
is ‘that he would be loyal to the” paﬁ” Es
-subseguent ordeals, and nottry to split its vanks.
even knowing that its january debacle owes itgelf,
to such a” sphit - in votes. ' Obviousty, #r. Ram is
only a sham fighter against authoritariaf forces; and
all hiz'sound and fury arainst the same. had never
been sincere: The painful corclusion, that “reckless
defections™ like that of Mr. Ram lead one'to, is that
they are “wreckers'all” and no one really is prepared
to'stand by democracy, at s hour of crisis, though
they may raise slogans in favour of democracy,
‘when it saits thewr own individual ambitions. seifish
ends. and pelitical careers. )

: Hardly & week had passed, since Mr, Ram
re-dedicated himsel{ o fight single mindedly autho-
ritarian. forces,. Doubtless. Mr. Ram’s “U7 turns,
make no: sense 1o Lhe wary and sirike one as
unscmpuicus acts ol & senile politician that would
take him to his doom, er back to square one,
namely. to his old boss Mrs. Gandhi, under whose
clandestine insiructions, he seems 10 be now acting.

Raismeg the issue of “dual membership”, by
4tself may not be wreng  Bub what one must
anderstand is, the dangerous implications it would
have for the present “‘unfinished sirugple” against
the “wnpunished” authoritarian force, which are
now stronger than ever, apd in a position to
liguidate s}l those who try 1o champion the cauvse
of democracy.

Frue, Hindu communalism and Muslim com-
munalism are evils that alkko have to be ultimately
fought and vangquished. But, as the saying goes,
“one thing at o time” and that done well, is the right
wav toachive one’s ambitions. . Trving to fight on
“100 many fronts””, at:the same time, like authori-
tarianism, communalism, casfeismn, capitalism el

can only jeopardiese cur prospects of sucoess apains
any one evil, b}f diffusing our forcvs, and
and tearing. them part. Doubtless, reasons of
strategy, f@rhsi suth %mﬁ!&anemxs acz;cm against afl
evile as ill-advised, and imprudent There is nothing
more dangerous, thar abandonmg the “unfished
struggle’” against authoriarianism’ in ihe middie,
for it can lead the ‘latter to finish off democratic
forces in the couniry, so that they may never again
rear their hewd, to be a ireat to i, even in the
distant future. Tactics in any struggle, may require
somve temporary compromises.  Is not Mrs. Gandhn
herseif, making some tactical compromises with
mustim commual elemenis like the Mushm  League,
inspite of her committment ' to secularism. just to
strengihen her zuthoritarian base 7.

Mr. Ram had no praper’ answer, 10 persistent
guestions by newsmen, whether his present defection
would not lead to the splittin of oppositition votes.
and whether communalism and  castelsm  are mo:rc
dangerous than authoritarianism because his exit
now is “logically untenab!e morally unsound and
politically incorrect. :

Had Mr. Ram kept in view, the 1977 pcrspev
tive’, he would not have f ouﬁé it dlﬁ“‘icui; to under-
staed, that if democracy is to successfully fight
dynastic rule, i this onental couniry of eurs, which
is dermally a ‘fertile g gbround’ for the same, it requires
the support of a large number of widely. disparate
elemems, that include Hmdu commual efements
at one end, and even communmists and  capi-
talists at the other. So, to try to itk the Jana
Sanghites on theii communal antecedents, again and
again, as Mr. wanis to, can only fead to edging
them of this' wide spectrum, of ’ pol;t;ca]ly positive
forces. And S0, Mr. Chandra Seekhar was right
in being prcpared to jettison Jagjivas, rather thap
to narrow the base of anti-authoritarian forces.
Mr, Ram’s poll-eve threat 1o defect to the Con (1)
during the pa: ligmentary elections, and his more
recent atiempis to Block any link up between the
Iapiz and the Lok Dal, did make one feel, that he
is more a liability than an dssci for the party.

Mr. Ram bad now commiited the same mis-
take of Raj Narain and Charan _Smgh whom he
bad earlier btronﬁly criticised as  ‘defectors’, for
guitting the Jania pario, on the ‘dual member ship”
isspe. Raising the issue, means organising a second
front against Hindu communal elements in Indian
politics, and diverting valueable forces from our
immediate fight against dynastic rule and despotism,
althoug the latter had not yet beem vanquished:
The auestions that pow arise are : if Mr. Ram did
feel so strongly on the dual membership issue, again

{ Contd. ornt page & )
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explained away. f.%{:}p&iifsixmicd analys
that government spending must be financed.
anged U_y £AX mar&dbt&. oy Dozm %meq privaie
“reduced. If it is

«,pcnﬂmgg and em;ﬁovme;ﬁ gre.
tinagced by new money,  inflatos iresuliz. But these
incomverisnt conchasions thave been  discarded by
Keynesun economisis,

THE “VISIBLE HAND”

“Third, ‘Keynesians- analyze  monstary, poliey in
terms  of uie - divect, obvicus, intended. effects on
interest’ ragessand thus  imvestment. o The -more
sophisticated but . desssobvious analysis-of the effect
of monetary policy on liguidity and thus en'spend-
ing tends. ia be ignored, Much more mpcnmn
ihe complex, ism*'siemf{. &l ots, Gi d{.ﬁ'j{iisﬂuai mﬂma
omrelative prices and s
u_amﬁﬁx a0t even e::ezm,;darw,

vious f:ﬁf&i;b agmn Egc&
xoﬁmge,, i

,irﬁ pﬁw :
mﬁ}%mg i ;;iegm ? The
3 " controls oo
1!12 ;rcefﬂorﬁ of
OEEE‘CI&ﬁw

's ufm'

__E mii anﬁ pmemm?iy
mzaf economi | plan mng
1. z%;ieiz_iiLi o ord _
Y : 'gm Huﬂ,ods ai thL _g}!i
setier rnmh@ﬁ ihcm 1o have
ﬁ& »Wma i,a;; dof ?_* What LGJEf‘

E‘D!mud"s frcazn a:mp dsumg

wxiab; mmr a%i imw s.mﬂd the ey
hand” of g vammmi Fail te be hdi@f ihd?k i
“invisible hzsz:;_;i {3f thc m&rkﬁi 7 :

And g0 ihgoes., Ehu SBVIous salaimn o pevcr%x
15 to iske. mensy Emm cmiddle-and - upper-income
mdividuals tand give it to the poor. The pbvious
solution 1o the “energy. erisis” i1s a Dollars, 10 billion
Llepartment vof -Huoergy., The obvious solution to
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clarifies the

deterioration &}f femf@ﬁ \mma

This Kcmevar; reagomng h&b set ELGBOEBLCS=_
iet alone humas progress, back hundreds of years.
Dvessing up feeble, unsophisticated reasoning in the
form of complex. models with elaborate empirical
iesis 10 defend them does pot alter the naturs of
the 'raascmngv The never gem.iﬁ}eiﬁijf__;xsz;ssﬁﬁﬁ
attempt by f:m*m‘ﬁ sts. to  restrain the g
public m';d their pmmaaﬁ represemtatives from
m“adss“zm o aceept direct, simphsuc bsmizsm z‘.c
é“v*i’“}’ pmhiez has ¢ol d?&&u {.ngﬂmei}
onomics profession has joi z‘nd the other side.
Em mawtaaia resulf is more gnd msre Qmemﬁ &m
m.mumm;;_m mu ENtire eConoIny:
_ RE?%}EE&-;&EG ?G‘-GUH' SEN‘SES

-The only bright spol on the horizon i the
gradual movement of many economisis away from
Kegpestan economics. The fizst evidence of this
was the surging populafuj of Mongtarism in the
1960s. and. sarly 19705, The Mam_{am{; Jhave

opposed. .« the  use  of  such . direct, . obvious
actions, -as o fiscal  policy, . wage, and  price

smzim%a apd national economic planning but they;

utfer from deficiencies of their owp—an excessively
pagrew concentraiion on the mepey supply and an
almaost . exclusive L{}mﬂzi‘"du{m On. aggregates.
These and other failings have led.to.at ie&st_zz
feveimg off i pot a fall in the popularity. of
w’ﬁﬂﬂ”ﬁ‘éﬁj‘i‘??ﬂ

i!} tHie second half of the 19705, the moit gxciing
trend Geevrting in %onﬁmgu is the revival of the
Austrian wew“pozm_ - Austrians, among all tcono-
18] have been ‘most consistent in”sticking ‘with
the ideas ntAdam Smith and extending them farther,
Their erphasis s always on individual sctivn dnd
{netditect, obscure, unintended conbequesves’of
such ‘action. * Thev $till constituie oply o small
eminority of he profession, but they offer the best
ope for the future, :

© Even if the battle within the profession is won,
We m!i will have the mueh more difficuit task of
conviricing the general p;ib ic and tHe gﬁsémwma
it miay be that we witl have 1o experzmcc wage and
price controls, national  economic planming, and
public service employment to 2 substantially gresier
extent thaw we have dome 50 far.im order for
economisis and: the public -io experience. the. dis-
astrousiresults of such policies.  Then, pechaps, it
will be . possible. 1o return 1o 2. more . rationgl,
paitgnt, sophisticaied wiew  gf economic, theory and
poiicy. : ‘
—Rgason




Rven two months after the January pavﬁzamen»

tary elections, we find people crmcmmg the press,
,}r'
the outcome of it, aad ms‘iead mo“gw givi mz Eh&‘;_

for pot being @bie to give a correct mdlf‘atmrr

impression, that ail three parties which coutesied
for power (fhe Janata, the Lok Dal and Cong(h
had an  ‘“equal chance” of w.s‘mmﬂ The wary,

however ihmk that the press is not o bl &me for
t}ii‘% Nor can it be ammced that it was hvmg in 2

world of its own, divorced from that of the peoE
and that it was bind to a‘edhﬁnec _b%auxf: it w
anti- -Endira at heart,
not guessed right, it is because like any rcuso al
person, they oo reasoned that the other (we'con-
senders for pewer, other than the Cong(l), had
also very strong cases for being voied (o power,

Take for instance, Janaia’s case —Rhany did
shink, that in gratitude for all that it did do, n
dismantling the authoritarian  structure of  Mrs,
Ciandhi, the people would, should and could veoie
for it, in overwhelming numbers.  There was morg
'reamf to do so, because it even replace cd My,
Desai with Mr Ram, o give itself a pro-Harijan
image, and 10 disassociate itself from the stigma
ihat came to be associated with Mr. Desal, because
of his aer“s doings. As for the reprehiensibic
“ipfighting” in the Fanata, about which many wege
sore ahout, the people could afterall end if at one
stroke, by voting hack to power, oaly those who
were creating trouble for it, either by staying in the
party, of hy defecting from it, on one excuse or
sther, in an unprincipled manner, that chagrined
many: Forther, there was the President’s injusiice

to be set right, for whiie he ofiered the Prime
Ministership on a trial basis to My. Charan Singh.
whose own party had just about 70 members in

- parlizment, he did not do the same to the Janata
Those who saw

which had about 200 members.
Iapata’s case in 18 Proper ‘perspeck
in ity context, Mrs, GGandhi had oaly slendes chances
" of winning, because not only various gow COmImis-
sions, but many ~press probes” had ‘nnéarthedd
painful facts, ¢hat made it clear, that she had

encugh of “nepotistic’ > and “sadistic”’ traits'in her,

that made one fee! dangerous, 1o entrust the casg
of the pation again, {0 her hands.

Aciuaiiy.‘ it Jjournali Jists ha&j

The Lok Dal's case was alse @ stropg ong

geapse Charan Singh, had a strong, fﬁi lowing i
me majority 1o india, and for whom. he seemed to
be actively. working. Further, he was offeringthe
neople, an alter native ¥ersion of the J&nam 5 sm
was free from those with affiliations  with 5
who. were scaring away. the, mmamms ilke thc
Mushims and Christians, ﬁ}@m yoting for Ihe Janata.
Eﬂfdci many thought with good rgasom, that ac,
Mirs. Gandhi was reduced 1o the _position of 2
“discredited leader”, apd was practically o ilm‘:hed
as .z political, permmhﬁy worth  talking  about,
because of her oWn and: that of her som's, dpings,
thai invifed strong Censure. from among Jdiscerning
sections of the people, doring the emergency and
even after, for which she . had . neither apologised,
nor had been adeguately ipunished - for, the. people
were left with no option, bt to-choose between the,
Sanata and the Lok &¥al, if they wanteda govl. af
the Centre. : which- conducted itself on democratic
lines, withowl any’ strez:k of: nepotism o1, autheri-
iarisnisns. ;

The persisient quarrelling between the fanata
and Lok Dal leaders, no doubt created & sonse of

#ndignation among the people, but, the wmy LLE{)HE-’E‘EE
“that even this had ity owp adv

worked pgninst power being mu}*epvézxcd ‘njr any
individual or proup, and that such competitive
straggie between several leaders, 1o get a herring for

_their-individul viewpoint, was in-the trug demecratic-

sradition, and engaged the people and the press, i

[ Cont from page 5 ]

in 1979 when the BLIY quit the party on the same :
issne, and again in Jfanoary 1980, when he wac,;
aspiring Lo become P with the heip of those very
elements,” whom he now spurns, for havimyg HSE .
connections 7 Obviously, he s a rank opp sortunist,
who changes his reasons and arguments, as it suits
his whims and pahhgai career, and therefore can .
pever win the respect of apy discerning «itizen :

Ram impressed one aga .
man with some principles, for be stoutly stood up
against defections, and the defeciors from the !
Janatap . ger seems so. T hough 3

i guite ihe Fanata,
fzaving the pariv (o
Yajpavee

Till vesterday, M

in their own se]h%h interests,
Juniors like My, Chandra Shekhar and My,
one feels that lovers of democracy, would find in it "
& beacon of light and bep. '

Sckhar Streeti,

Eipru-2. (AP (K. KUMARA SFKHAR)!

April, 1920




ome lively debater after another, on the working of

govt, I @ refreshing manner, that was unthinkable
in the decades in  which power rested enfirely in
tha E—vqﬂdc‘ n‘r-

the mﬂtmnkr‘c nf s riied oy l:vc"s; The

IRERRIIEINA tE L4 LEY ERas & xib-

opiimists even thowght, that out ‘of all this
democratic fighting or infighting, the way would be
prepared foi the nution to go dhead to  dizzier
heights-of" democratic. experiementalion, whatever
the din and noise that results from the same, when
not one but mukmi* voices, begin €6 nssert themsel

ves, enjoving in full bldst, the new wan liberty, Such’

optimists paturally did rot think that the country
wheuld ever choose m o0 back 1o old Mrs. (nmd%n

Pnnher the absence of daj‘,thxrg like & notice-
able “wave” infavour of Mrs. Gandhi. amopg . the
electorate; could have been responsible, for fhe
failiure of the press; . predicting the oulfcome of the
1980 parbiamentary elections. No doubt, people
gathered in large numbers to see Mrs;, Gandhi, but
there was seldom anyihiog

like even z vigerous

aappég"g” 5f Eé’an'ds, or

.xp{:skf; @m% ine spu:@ch.&:; generally ?fmfmu.ﬁ wzthm_
five minutes, even in farge towns, where thousarids
congregated Ohviowsty, they had only the darshan
of her old face, and nothing more. And yet, i they
veted for her “silentiy”, without much of a funfa
it was because thf‘v were  he P some i
biddings of “falih’” rather the ‘that
ihem that sizbility and price {2 sponiuies
ously follow, if she were voted (o power; so ihe
quietly voted fof her. Had ihey opéned their giﬁs
and tried to reason as o whe nie _shm;id vole
for her publicly they knew that : would only be
landing themselves i trouble, since they wotld he
up against her varions misdesds in officé. So, they
prepared to do quictly, in the privacy of the election
booth, whai they were diffident sven o tatk about
i public ! .

1‘»2]%%% ha;%

- 5.
ramplirmerds

grfom :

@_j& Mot Mahal,

J. Tats Hesad,

BOMBEAY-400 027
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THE DUNCAN _ROAD
FLOUR MILLS

HWawe wou tried the Cop Drand Flomr DRSIEE-
Factured by the Duncmsn amda Floony Mills 7
Prices e sconomicanl ard only the best gralins
are ground. The wwhole productioy: BYCooEs is
sutommatic, untoached by hand and hence oW

prodimee i the cleaneat mrstE the maat mnrnitslhey.

Write (0 .
The Manager

THE DUNCAN ROAD FLOUR MILLS
BOMBAY-400 ¢04.

Telephone : 35 21 08 Telegram : LOTEWALA

i
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