Two peéalmrly striking facts abous India are:
the richness of the cowntey, and the poverty of

its inhabitanis

Too Many Indians?
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w w0 equal ares, in iike peripd of
time, have so many famines oc-
cutred as in India. Including the
roqo famine, in which three miliion
died of starvation and associated dis-
eases, there have been no less than
twenty-five such holocausts since
i770. An average of one famine every
seven years, or four in a generation!
No one knows the total number of
deaths from starvation and the conse-
guent diseases following the recorded
farnine periods. In 1770, 1 the Prov-
nce of Bengal, 10 million people, or
one-third of the population, died,
while in 1o17-13, deaths totaled 13
million, Including the nfluenza toll.
fn the 1872 Beugal famine, prompt
eelief action by Viceroy Lord North-
brook prevented a sigle mortality.
The 1443 famine was atiribuied to
various causes by varlous groups.
British officials blamed evervone and
everything but themselves. The In-
dian Natiopalists blamed the inept
British admanisitation. Disinterested,
. competent observers, though cogni-
zant of the administrative breakdown,
nevertheless were more inclined to
blame the previous floods and hurri-
canes and the amazingly high Indian

birth rate. .
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One of these observers, after taking
many factors inte acoount — the
weather, the birth rate, the religious
scruples against birth control prac
tices, the primitive agricultural meth-
ods of the Indian ryvol (peasant), and
ihe exhausted earth of India—“reluct-
antly” concluded that there were “Just
oo many Indlans.”

AT FIRET GLANCE, and on the basis of
these factors considered responsible
for famine, this condusion sesms n
some degres plausible; but it cannot
stand in the realm of logie, or after an
examination of all the facts.

“Ton many’” of anyvihing must bear
& relalionship to “ton few” or oo
tittle” of something else. “Foo many
Indians” (there are aoo million} must
be related to the size of India, to the
food supply the Indians can produce,
or to both.

Indians have more than enough
physical room. The average density of
population in India is approximately
218 per square mile, ranging from a
heavy saturation of 834 in Cochin
State te five in Balychistan State.
Since the population deusity of Eng-
land and Wales combined Is 482, that
of Belgium 675 and Holland 577, the
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Indian density of 218 compares favor-
ably with conditions in other mature
civilizations.

Thus, in relation to the physical ¢l
mensions of India, there are not “too
many Indians.” Can the allegation,
then, be reiated to the capacity of ﬂ’lﬁ
Indians, with their continuing primi-
tive productive modes, to produce
enough feod to aveid famines?

There were not always 406 million
Indians; they did not alwa ays increase
in number at the rate of five million a
vear. Yet India had famines under the
Mogul emperors and in the early days
of British accupation, when the popu-
fation was much less than the current
figure, And, as famines in these earlier
periods were more frequent and equal-
iv costly in lives, it iz apparent that
the constancy of popuiation Increase
is not the basic canse of Indig’s pres-
ent-day famines.

India always has produced encugh
food to avoid famine! Incredible as
this statement mav sound io persons
who have been imbued with the over-
population docirine of Malthus, it is
nevertheless a fact, '

To quote the condusions of the
Famine Commission {1880} — there
had been no less than seven famines in
the preceding twenty-five years —
oo all Indian famines are to he
traced o occurrences of seasons of
unasaal drought, but Britlsh Indi
supariobly grows sufficiend Jood supplies
Jor ks populgiion. The prevention of
‘fa“ﬁine therefore, vesolves itself inio

wasures for increasing cultivation by
iry 1ga{a<m} while the mitigation of {am-
ine depends upon the means of corn-
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munication, timely relief works, wages
for these who can work, and gratui-
tous relief for those who cannot.™
Means of communication have hes
Aﬂ;pmwd since 1880, lrrigalion proj-
ects have been ests ,“Emh{,{, Ton a better
than modest scale. Yet India has had
many famines since then, culminating
in that of 1943, India’s miltions still
starve,and the average life expectancy
of a mative s thirty-two years. Why?

-
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1% 1833, during the heyday of The
Fast India Company, Montgomery
Martin made a survey of Bengal and
Behar, He wrote:

“It is impassible to avold remarking
two facts as peculiarly striking: first,
the richuess of the couniry surveved,
and second, the poverty of its inhabi-
tants. The annual deain of three mil-
lion pounds sterling has amounted in
thirty years, at 12 per cent {the usuoal
Indian rate) compounded interest, to
the enormous sum of 723900000
pounds sterling.””

e, Martin observed Y50 con-
stant and accumulating & drain” on g
people whose average wage s “two
to three pence a day™ was certaln 1o
result in econcmic ruin.

In 1837 Sir Frederick Tohn Shove of

the Be wal Civil Service said:

L };e {India) bas been dreaines
a large portion of the wealth she once
DOSLES d, amd her enerpies have heen
U“a,mjmd by oo sordid system of mis-
rule 1o which the interests of miltions
have been sacrificed for the henefits of
the fow."?

‘These authorities were Englishraen.

They knew what they were talking

ot




FOo0 MANY

ahout, The Indian ryot was not geb-
ting the fruils of his labor.

In 1755 The East India Company
smade 2 deal with the Mogul emperor,
¥or a guaranteed annual sum paid to
him, the company was empowered o
act as revenue minister {Diwan) and
to keep all collections over and above
the guarsuteed sum. Rack-renting fol-
lowed immediately. The company
doubled the land rent the first year by
coliecting £1,41r7,000. In 191 the
land revenue collected was £2,080,000;
in 1813, £4,000,000; in 1823, £13,600,-
ooo; in 1858, £15,700,000, These enor-
mous sums represented only two-
thirds of the company’s “rovenue”
And when one realizes that these
pounds sterling represented the value
of produce taken from the Indians and
shipped out of the country, with ne re-
turn, the famines of those days are
accounted for. Obviously, India was
being exploited shamefully by its
own rulers and by The East India
Company.

And this exploitation has continued
under different guises, by different
agencies, for different benchciaries.
There has been no letup. In 1859, the
year after the company collected
£135,700,000 as land revenue from the
users of Indian lands, Major Wingate,
Revenue Survey Commissioner for the
Bombay Presidency, had this to say:

“Pribute {s a transference of 2 por-
tion of the annual revenue of & subject
country to the ruling country without
any malerial equivalent being given in
exchange. lts effect Is to Impoverish
the one country and to enrich the
other , . . The exaciions of s tribute
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from Indiz, a3 a conguered country,
would sound harsh and tyrannical in -
English cars; so the real nature of the
Indian contribution (tribute) has bees
cavefully concealed from the British .
public under the less offensive appedla-
tion of ‘Home Charges on the Indian
Government.” '

One B, €, Dutt writes, in 1500, in "
Feomemic History of Tndia: :

“f sum reckoned at 20 million
pounds sterling or 1oo mmiilion dollars
in American money — sore authori-
ties put it much higher—is remitted
annually from Indis without any di-
rect equivalent. It should be bome in
mind that this sum is equal to one-
half the net revenue of India, . . . one-
half of what India pays every year in
tazes goss out of the country and is of
no further service to those who paid
the taxes, Do other country suffers
like this. Mo country on earth could
bear such an annual drain without
increasing  impoverizshment and 1e-
peated famines.”

Ty meet the government levies from
their low wages and to aveid starva-
tion in lean vears, the milliens of ryots
have been driven to horrowing money
at interest rates upwards of roo per
cent. And, a5 ancestral debt is collece
tible in India, it is Impossible for the
rvots fo relieve themselves of this
combination of inherited and sei-in-
curred indebtedness. Despite new laws
against the practice, the ryot oiten
will el himself to his creditor and so
render lifetime service, if need be, in
the payment of his debts, recetving in
yeturn a bare subsistence and thres
rupees a year, aboui one dollar®




Stated in terms of American money,
Tndia’s rural indebtedness has snow-
aled to:

Iprr FI,005,000,000
igzr1 G0 000
Iy35 3,9 50,000,000

Auother drain on Indian subsist-
ence, 45 & matter of shameful yecord,
was her payment of olf the ordinary
cxpenses of the following wars waged
in the expansion of the British Em-
pire:

First Afshan 1838542

First China 183040
Peysian 18356
Abyssinian 180764
Forak Expedition 1875

(Cost £41,000)
Second Afghan 187880

{Cost £17,000,000)
Egybtian 188z

(Cost £1,z00,000)
Soudan 188 5-8GF

Certainly this steady drain must
account, in part at least, for the ten
famine pericds immediately preced-
ing, during and succeeding the years
covered by these wars.

The “Home Charges” against the
Indian Government for 1920-120 were
£25,166,731 not. In addiiion, there
were emnual Army Contract Svstem
costs of £a7,300,000 {1028).8 When
India was hungry, ill, diseased, illiter-
ate, the expense of maintaining a mili-
tary establishment was greater than
the totals expended for:

Education £g,600,000
Public Works 3,600,000
Police G,000,000
Medical and Hygione 4,400,000
Agriculture 1,000,000
Low and Tustice 400,600

£38, 500,000
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Mo picture of the Indlan economy
would be complete without some con-
sideration of the British economic in-
terests involved in the annual dram
uppon Inedia,

Investors in Indian coal mines fre-
quently get returns of from 100 to
i2¢ por cent. Miners in the mines sarn
16 cents a day ®

Jute manuvfacturing, mainly i the
hands of Scottish investors, and the
principal export item of India (to the
value of ahout one-fourth of the total
exports), s also a Iucrative invest-
ment. Between the vears 1g18-27,
ffty-one of these jute mills paid as
much a3 100 per cent in at least one
vear; 1o pald never less than 4o per
cent; 29 pever less than zo per cent.
That is economic interest, and io
spare, for jute exports in 1010 had an
approximate value of £y5.000000.
For every §s500 profit to the Scottish
owners, $60 went to their Indian help

OBJECTIVE a8 one ray wish to be,
sooner or later differences of opinjon
as to Indian affalrs revolve on a
choice between iwo opposed political
philosophies — between the ideas of
Thomas Jefferson and of Warren
Hastings of India. Bald Hastings in
defense of himseH, replving to Burke's
accusation of his “abominable tyran-
ny and lust for power™:

“The peopie {of Indiz) have no
laws, no rights, no property. They are
nothing but a herd of slaves to be gov-
emed by the arbitrary will of a
master.”

Said Thomas Jefferson:

“The mass of mankind has not been
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bom with saddles on their backs, por a
favored few, bosted and gpurred,
ready to ride them Iegmmaid o by
the grace of God 7

When a cow suckles its calf, there
isn’t much miiL left for the buttery.
Any farm boy knows that, Converse-
ly, even the calf discovers that when a
farm boy takes its dam’s milk to the
buttery, there isn’t much milk left for
the calf. A simple fact, understood by
a farm boy and felt by a calf, hecomes
ohscure when economists and officials
talk in terms of political sclence as
they answer the problems of India’s
400 million. Among these people are
100,000,000 who from birth to death
are hungry and have no reason 1o
want to hive.

No, there are not “too many In-
dians.” They can and do produce
enough to feed themselves. The solu-
tion of their problem of hunger lies in
allowing the workers of India to re-

p fayfimg af ??/’oéé ﬂartfé
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tain enough of what they produce to
emable them to exist, in accordance
with humanitarian standards. The
simople truth of the matter is that jus-
tice has heen denied them. The appli-
cability of the buttery versus the calf
ilustration seems to have escaped,
somewhat inexplicably, many articu-
late ohservers,
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The Man Who Came to Dinner was the direct result of a typical
visit, by Mr. Alexander Woollcott, to Moss Hart's Bucks County
He bulied the servants, condemned the food, invited
friends of his own from Philadelphia to Sunday dinner, and wrote
in the guest book, “This is to certify that on my first visit to Moﬁ%
Hart’s house, I had one of the most unpiea,nant times I ever spent.”’
He also suggested that Moss write & play in whith he could star.

The next day Hart was describing Woollcott’s behavior to George
Kaufman, “Wouldn’t it have been horrible,” he ruminated,
he had broken a leg and been on my bands for the rest of the sum-
mer?” The collaborators looked at each other with dawning de-
light on their faces and took the cover off the typewriter.
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