INDIA: DEMOCRACY OR DICTATORSHIF?

In thie program we take o brief look at the historioal
osontext of recent wnreat in India ond the subsequent
deelaration of the "state of energensy” on June 26, 1975,

After two hundered years of British rule and decades of struggle
against it in which millions of Indians with differing ideologios
took part, India attained “indepsndence™ im 1947. For many the dawn
of "freedom” meant that finally India could plough its own course to
solve complex social, econcmie and political problems,

Inheriting the reins of powar, the Congresa Party, under the
leadership of the late Jawaharlal Hehru, the father of Mrs. Gandhi,
embraced a parlimentary form of government. The conskitution assured
the people liberty and justice. On the economic front, & system of
mixed econony with private and public sectors co-existing side by side
was instituted.

In 1951, India inaugurated its Pirst Five-Year Plan; Eoday, the
country is passing throuwgh it Fifch Plan., At its inception, the central
objectives of thae plan were to "initiate a process of dAevelopmant which
will raise living standards and open out to the people new opportunities
far a richer and more varied life."

However, in the recent past the government has started to avoid
tackling the issues of equality and good life. The reasons are chvious,
Tha government has failed in improving the standard of living for the
majority. The task of energizing the community for adeguate cubtpit
and better production has not beeon fulfilled,

puring the last twenty-five years India has made some strides in
alleviating the socis=econamie ills of the society. Industrialization
has proceeded at the average annual rate of about 6%. Im the agri-
cultural seoctor, some mechanisation has occured. A limited amount of
land has been redistributed to some of the landless tillers. Because
of these kinds of headways and because of the introduction of new
technology, annual per capita eereal grains production batween 1350
to 1974 has climbed by 48%.

In a sense, this ia an impressive acgcomplishment when weighod
against the backaround of a population explesioa, which in the same
period Lnereased from 350 million to 575 million. Gains have also beon
scored in the fields of literacy and health. Part of the infrastructure,
that is railroads, roads, canals, and various forms of communications, ao
essential for the developmental process has also been modernized,
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These accomplishmants by themselves do not tsll ua wery much
unless we ask the following two questions:
1.) Given the fact that India is relatively richly endowed with
natiral resources, has the pace of econecnic progress kept un with
the minimun requirements of Indian society?
2.) Who has or which sections of the population have shoulderad
the main burden of economic construstion, and who has benefited
most from it?

In response to both of these guestions, even the pro-Congress
Party econcomists concur with their crities that the overall per=-
formance of the Indian cconomy has been disaprointing. On the
stratification question, thay also agras that net anly has the gap
between the haves and hawe-nots within India compounded at an un=
desirable rate, but the gan batween India and advanced nations has
also increased, The real nroducers of wealth have not nroserticnally
ahared in the froits of production. BDased en the past trends, it
may be comjectured that Tndia's future proscects under the leader-
ship of tha Congress Party do not look very promising. India has
yet to generate sufficient capital to make even small dents on mass
poverty.

For instance, the per capita income which increased from 550
in 1948-49 to $37 in 1973, amounting to less than 52 a year incroase,
is so inadequate that in no way can it deal with the problems of
fending, clothing and sheltering the vast majority of Indian people.
It may be interssting to note that this alow pace of econcmic develop-
ment has now placed India in the category of what some economists
call the Fourth World. India is not even among the first hundred
eountries ranked by income per head.

Tha problems af social and econamic development are further
compounded by the fact that the distribution of pnational income is
lopaided. How can you have meaningfull progress whan absut 200
million peaple, almost equal to the entire population of the United
States, earn lesz than 55 a month. Instead of mohilizing and encour-
aging these pecple to get involwved, Mras. Gandhl now is telling them
not to exercise their fundamental civil rights.

Population can be a source of strength if productively out to
work. But, in the case of India, millions cannot find work. The
number of unemployed and underemployed roaming the cities and country=
gide stands at 17 million. A develooing econoay needs skilled peopla
and yet the Indian economy cannot absorb 100,000 Indians with scientifiec,
enginearing and medical gualifications. This un-utilized labor repre-
sents an investment in human respurces with zero dividends to society.
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@: Could you tell wm what the attuntion ia in regand to lomd veform?

As is well known, India is a country where 20% of the people reside in
villages and depend wpon the land for their livelihond. Since the sapply
of arable land is limited, it becomes imperative that monopoly of big land-
lords be broken and the surplus land he distributed asang thoss poor wha
till it. In the face of public pressures, the government of India has Ffor
long, in theory, supported the idea of land reforms, but not much has eome
out of it. To guote two well-known Indian economists, Dandokar and Rath:
“Begqinning with the First Five-Year Plan, suggestions have besn made that a
coiling be placed on how mush land an individual may hold, and thar the
excess land be distributed te those who have no land or hawve very little land.
Effective action alang these lines has baeen rather meager to dake.” In
India 1% of the people cantrol 20% of the land. Another set of figures point
out that the top 5% of households elaim as much as 40% of the rural land,
while the bottom 80% account for only 35% of the land, If nothing radical
has been done to restructure the land arrangements, it is because Mrs. Candhi's
pelitical strength greatly rests with the well-to=-do landlords who have contin-
wously discouraged and resisted reformist measures.

Over the last 25 years the workers and peasants have periodically argan-
ized themselves and have, through strikes and other movemsnts, agitated
against economic injustices, corruption of the officials and the mismanagement
of the economy.

At times, they have succeeded in extracting concessions from the gow=
ernment, and at other times their demands have been met with increased
repression.,



