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Introduction

Mr. Manohar Lal Vashisht is a writer with a sense of commitment. In
his works he depicts the tragic plight of the underdogs of Indian society
who are the agonised victims of one form or the other aspect of
exploitation. He rips open the festered sores of Indian society with a view
to bringing amelioration in their tragic lot. His works are deeply rooted
in real life observations. They give the impression that the tragedy of the
downtrodden is the outcome of economic determinism but it can be
averted through humanism, love, sympathy and a humane consideration
of man as man. The sufferers are not the victims of Fate or God but of
society which is man made. Adverse social forces play the villain in his
writings.

Mr. Vashisht is one of those Indo-Anglian writers who are both of the
East and West, and who in their works portray the conflicts and tenisions
between these two opposite ways of life, and hint at the possible ways
of acnieving a synthesis of these two contrasted value systems. He is
both of India and of England. He was born in India in 1935. He graduated
from Punjab University in 1957. He started his working life as a school
teacher. He also worked as an Upper Division Clerk in the Audit and
Accounts Department of India for about six years. He went to England
in 1965. There he had to do unpleasant and ugliest jobs as a factory
labourer. After that he joined London G.P.O. as a postman for about six
years. In 1972 he had an accident while loading and unloading a truck
which disabled him for life. He was unable to find any suitable job because
of his disability. So it was extremely difficult for him to support his family.
Being unable to get any suitable work for many years, he accepted to
work as a low-paid worker in a firm ‘Remploy’ in London which mostly
employed severely disabled persons. He worked there for more than 15
years. After the death of his wife in 1995, he came back to India. Now he
is devoting the rest of his life to preach his philosophy of socialism and
humanism. He is an Indian in blood and colour but English in tastes,
opinions, morals and intellect.

Mr. Vashisht is a man with a metaphysical or philosophical bent of
mind. Having observed life, men and matters, objects and sttuations with

a penetrative vision, he has sympathiles which are broad-based and
human. He is an intellectual whom the surface things and interests do



not appeal. Well-versed in Hindu and Western philosophy, his
interpretations of things are not only profound but also human and
humane. Practising a sort of intellectual aloofness he is not ordinarily
taken in by the superficial sort of things. In short, he is a class by himself.

Mr. Vashisht is one of those prominent writers who have discussed
the various problems of modern life in one work after another. His works
are so many pieces of criticism of contemporary life. He is thus the critic
and interpreter of contemporary life. In his books we have a thread-bare
discussion of the problems of marriage, sex-relationship, labour disputes,
administration of law, caste or class prejudices. These problems are
treated by him in the context of society and social relationships. His
depiction of the contemporary society and its problems is realistic and
penetrating. He is a thought provoking writer. His writings are so many
question marks, compelling us to think out and answer. Mr. Vashisht has
a Tolstoyan reverence for all life. He is wedded to reality but once the veil
of his intellectual impartiality is lifted, the humanist Vashisht is clearly
revealed, voicing his strongest protest against the cruelty and injustice
of our society. As an artist, he has the creative gift and the inward
conviction and his so called arrogance arises from his assurance.
Inspired with integrity of purpose, he does not hesitate to express himself
in a blunt, forthright manner. He may sometimes seem coarse and brutal,
but his very brutality is an expression of his integrity of purpose.

There can be no doubt that Mr. Vashisht has a definite social and
moral aim in the writing of his books. He does not believe that an artist
should live in an ivory tower and should indulge in fanciful dreams about
the joys and delights of human existence. He is no believer in art for art
sake. He is a believer in using art as a vehicle for the advancement and
progress of humanity. This being the case, it is quite possible for an author
of his kind to become a preacher or at least a propagandist in his work.
He certainly wishes to raise the moral tone of society and to enlighten
the ill-treated and oppressed sections of society with regard to their
rights. Social and political awakening and reform are certainly among his
leading aims in writing his books. His writings are saturated with the
element of protest which is inseparably connected with his view of life.
His humanism makes him use art for the service of humanity. Caste, class
and national barriers have no significance for him, and he regards all
mankind as one. If there is any division, it is that of the rich and the poor,
of the haves and the have-nots, and his purpose is to focus attention on

the plight of the have-nots, arouse sympathy for them, and thus pave the
way for their betterment.



As a thinker Mr. Vashisht is characterised by fierce originality. He is
an intellectual irritant who is not afraid of speaking out what he feels
strongly and believes sincerely. Naturally possessed of a keen mind, he
refuses to follow the beaten track of human thought and strikes out an
altogether new path. He is a practical philosopher who stands by the
implication of his philosophy. His ideas are clear and perspicuous from
vagueness and obscurity. One important point on which Mr. Vashisht
differs from contemporary thinkers is that, while they have pointed out
the follies of men without caring to put them right, he has explained clearly
and succinctly the principles on which reformation can be achieved. In
his bocks he has given his wise and well thought out suggestions for
discarding our false and dogmatic ideas—religious, political or
economic—and for developing in us the moral qualities necessary to
usher in an era of peace, progress and prosperity for the whole of

mankind.

Mr. Vashisht looks upon religion as a matter of faith. Religious faiths,
which have sprung partly out of our tendency to believe in the existing
doctrines and partly out of fear and superstitions, have no intellectual
basis. On the other hand he is of the opinion that religious dogmas have
done more harm them good to mankind. These dogmas have often led
to fanaticism and are responsible for countless cruglties inflicted on men.
Science and technology can help to reduce religion’s grip on mankind
by establishing man's supremacy over nature. But social evils are still
there and so long as they continue to exist, men will keep turning to
religion for a supposed protection against these evils. Mr. Vashisht as an
optimist hopes that we will one day recognise our irrationalities and shake
them off. As such, he has a different conception of religion. His religion
is neither that of the Hindus nor of the Muslims nor any other Communal
religion but on the other hand he means a universal religion which seeks
truth and pleads for help to the helpless. It is a religion which is based
on social justice and promotes brotherhood, truth and happiness. He,
therefore, takes a broader rather than a narrow view of religion.

Mr. Vashisht condemns the insititution of private property. For him
it is an anti-social institution. It is an institution which creates social
barriers and divides the community. He feels that it is absolutely unjust
either for the state or the duly elected legislatures to recognise private
property or to legalise it. He cannot see any advantage which private
property has given to the community throughout its existence, and on
the contrary feels it has created misery among the people. It has created
many obstacles in the path of social development and advancement. It



is private property which makes man the seeker of wealth and thus
devoids him of values of real pleasures of life. He becomes indifferent to
the real vaules of life and moral standards. Wealth becomes the sole
object and for getting that he gets ready to sacrifice each and everything.
Though it is condemnable evil still it is surprising that it has become the
symbol of our status and measuring rod of our happiness. Itis unfortunate
that property often comes to those who have not created it. It comes to
them through inheritance. Mr. Vashisht is of the view that the possession
of property which is not self-acquired has a degrading influence on the
character of persons owning such property. Those who are owners of
vast property are not men of any integrity of character. In fact, large
property can generally be acquired only by dishonest and fraudulent
methods. Property, according to Mr. Vashisht, certainly undermines and
degrades human character. He feels no need or necessity for payment
of compensation by the state to the individuals for acquiring surplus
property. Concentration of wealth in the hands of only a few is as
dangerous as that of political authority in the hands of a few persons. He
favours free intellectual development which is possible only in a socialist
and not in any other system which denies intellectual liberty. He,
therefore, feels that gifted persons should be assigned more role.
Otherwise the society will become stagnant and dull. An individual should
not earn his property in such a way that the society is disturbed and
similarly society should not snatch property in a way that individual
development is hampered. He feels that before making any reward for

the surplus property the state should see to it that an individual has done
some socially useful work which justifies reward.

According to Mr. Vashisht liberty and equality must go side by side.
He believes that people have different capacities, needs and tastes and

as such different grades in our social life must exist. He feels that it is
absolutely wrong to believe that all have equal potentialities. Similarly he
feels that in our collective interests it is most essential that those who
have better faculties, must be properly rewarded. He understands by
equality providing of equal opportunities for rising in life. He very strongly
pleads that too much economic disparity should be dispensed with so
that political institutions can work for collective welfare. For him, vast

economic disparities are dangerous to successful working of political
institutions as well as individual freedom.

Mr. Vashisht has developed a style of his own. He shows his capacity
to express himself effectively through a style which may be shorn of
literary ornamentation and embellishment. His style may not be ornate



or flamboyant but it is certainly forceful and highly expressive. When
occasion demands, Mr. Vashisht can become rhetorical and even
bombastic. His English, whether in narration or in dialogue, has a
distinctly ‘Indian’ colouring. His style is a true reflection of his mind and
temperament. Most writers have a tendency to sit in an ivory tower and
allow their carefree speculations soar into the realms of fancy without
bothering about their utility for the laymen. But to Mr. Vashisht, every
literary piece is important because it can be of great use to mankind. So,
instead of indulging in aimless speculation, Mr. Vashisht endeavours to
bring his opinions down to the level of a common man. His style,
therefore, reflects the clear thinking mind of a logician. His main concern
in his writings is easy communication with his readers. So he has to base
his style on reason rather than on emotion.

‘Thoughts' is in the form of dialogues between ‘Master’ and ‘Seeker’.
This form is employed with Platonic grace. The very fact that Mr. Vashisht
has cast it into the form of a dialogue, where Master and Seeker, each
representing a different point of view, are allowed their full say, is evidence
of his tolerant and inquiring mind. It has the vivacity of a good
conversation in which the speakers pass easily from one point to another
and illumine the main discussion with remarks now and again on other
matters. The tone is not dogmatic but practical reasoning. He displays
an openness of mind to opposite arguments. He does not claim to know
the truth-his purpose is to advance towards greater and greater

approximation to truth.

In actual practice, such a state of affairs, as visualized by
Mr. Vashisht, may not be possible in some near future. However, such
dreams have always been dreamed by idealists, and Mr. Vashisht is no
exception in this respect. However, ideals have their value as a source
of encouragement and inspiration and the ideal which he has placed
before his readers should at least result in right thinking. It should be a
source of inspiration to all.

Prof. Amrit Lal

(M.A. Eng & Pol. Sc.)
578, Hargobind Nagar
Phagwara.



‘iﬁ GOD AND RELIGION

Seeker, “Master, how can I understand God ?”

Master, “God is wrapped in too many mists. If you go by
traditional definitions, you will be lost in grammar, words and letters.
Be practical and believe that ‘God is He who made the stars and
planets. God is He who made the known as well as unknown. God
is He who made the space and time. God is He who made the
principles by which the whole universe is working. God is He who
made all that exists in or out of the space. God is He who made all
that can or cannot come within the human senses, reason or
understanding. God is the final cause or the highest condition of all
kinds of existences.”

Seeker, “What is the highest truth ?”

Master, “The highest truth is the reality distinguished from all
illusions.”

Seeker, “Is it true that God guides the will of all individuals in
the direction He likes ?”

Master, “No. It is not true. In reality, God does not interfere
in human affairs.”

Seeker, “How do we know this ?”

Master, “By proceeding from known to the unknown.”
Seeker, “Prove it.”
) Ms::ter, “{o:‘ all :)eli{ngri; God is the final and unknown condition
ot existence. Let us take the case of human be;
final and unknown condi ol o from the

tion of existence i.e. G i
1 -e. God, all human beings
are qe_pendent on certa}n known conditions of our existence. These
R conditions are water, air, fire and soil. No human being can live or

exist without these known conditions. As our life or existence is
absolutely dependent on these conditions, we call them gods.”

Seeker, .“So a qu is a known absolute condition without which
one cannot live or exist.”

Master, “Yes. Just as human bein
absolute conditions of life or existe

gs are dgpendent on gods i.e.
nce, similarly these absolute

9
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conditions are dependent on many other conditions. Those many
other conditions are depedent on many other conditions. God is the
final condition on which all absolute or non-absolute conditions are
dependent. A lot of things or beings exist in nature. We cannot
know why all these things exist at all. Although we cannot know
the cause of their existence, yet we cannot ignore our relation with
them. We must try to understand the relation between man and
naturally existing many forces around him, and see how they can be
best utilized in the interest of all.”

Seeker, “What is the relation between man and absolute
conditions of his existence i.e. gods of water, air, fire and soil ?”

Master, “No god ever listens to any prayer or worship of any
human being, though some coincidences can or may be exploited to
feed the. whims or obscure beliefs, propagated by ignorant religious
men.

Seeker, the fact is that however great worshipper a man may
be of fire-god, but if he puts his hand in fire, the fire must burn it.
He can never stop fire-god from burning his hand by order, request,
prayer or worship. However great worshipper a man may be of
water-god, but if he does not know how to swim and is thrown in the
middle of an ocean, he must drown or die. No scream, shout, prayer
or worship of any human being can ever be heard by the water-god
or any other god i.e. condition of existence.”

Seeker, “And yet man cannot live without these gods !”

Master, “Absolutely true.”

Seeker, “So although all human beings are absolutely dependent
on water-god, yet all prayer and worship of water-god is completely
useless. Men can save themselves from the destructive side of water-
god only by learning how to swim, but never through worship or
prayer.”

Master, “No god i.e. known absolute condition or God i.e.
unknown absolute condition of existence can ever listen to any human
prayer or worship. God or gods do not interfere in human affairs on
the basis of worship or prayer. So God does not give more wealth to
some men because they believe in Him, worship or pray to Him. He
does not make men poor or rich as He I’kes.

Seeker, our social problems cannot be solved apart from our
spiritual problems. If we believe that God gives to whom he likes,
then nationalization of anything is not justified spiritually and
intellectually. The absolute fact is that God does not interfere in
human affairs and all human beings must share the wealth of the
world, nation, state, community ete, as equal human beings.”
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Seeker, “Master, why do all religions believe in God ? Why do
religious people believe in fear or love of God ?”

Master, “To most men fear of God is nothing but the fear of
their own petty or grave crimes to increase wealth, wrong done to
others, blunders, sexual offences, lack of security, weakness of social
system etc. Such fear also comes from breaking one’s own habits,
formed and strengthened under religious influences.

Cunning people harm the interests of innocent, ignorant, helpless
and weak people in the name of advacement, prosperity or luxurious
standard of living. When their conscience pricks, then they apologize
to God or gods, instead of to the real victims of their injustices. This
is what people call confession.

Seeker, to tell lies, to realize the wrong or evil done to others,
must cause a mental tension in the wrong-doer. Tension causes
pain. Tension caused by doing injustice to others must not be allowed
to ease without apology to the victim. There should be no confession
before any priest, god or God. There must not be any diversion of
apology. Apology must go to the proper person.

Promote victory over duality in oneself. Promote victory over
natural forces. Eliminate all immoral and irrational consciousness.

Never let religion become a part of education in any educational
institution. Posterity must be saved from the duality and obscurity
caused by religions. Ignore all religious men in a non-violent way.
Do not co-operate with religious leaders. Remove blind faith in God,

gods or holy places. Discourage people from going to religious places
and meetings.

Encourage people to share the making of a new society and a
system in which all human beings are free and equal. Make a
system in which strong bear the infirmities of the weak. None to
depend upon charity and none to have more than others, except for

extra service to society in the fields of research, invention and
discoveries.”

*kk



RULER

Seeker, “How about statelessne.s ?°

Master, “No.”
Seeker, “How about the least ruled is the best ruled ?”

Master, “No.”
Seeker, “How about dictatorship of military ?”

Master, “No.”

Seeker, “What kind of ruler do you want ?”

Master, “Rule will one who can solve our problems with just
and wise decisions.”

Seeker, “Then why not monarchy ?”

Master, “No monarchy at all. No reservation of power for any
particular family. Reservation of enormous ruling power can easily
hide many evil actions. The greater the power, the more dangerous
the abuse. Monarchs have been killing rivals, relatives and friends ;
blinding and mutilating limbs ; giving slow poison etc. Such negative
qualities have been much higher in rulers. Seeker, misdeeds of
rulers are not to be treated as part of Divine Providence, beneficial
for the public. None to kill others to come to power.”

Seeker, “How to check such crimes ?”

Master, “Murderous tendency of the rulers can be checked only
by limiting their powers and rights, in frequency as well as gravity.
So the power of the ruler must be shared by many.”

Seeker, “If too much power corrupts, lack of power may lead to
anarchy. Still worse !”

Master, “Although the supreme power of one is to be shared by
many, yet those ‘many’ are not to be mere puppets in the hands of
any particular group or class.”

Seeker, “What is the harm if a king can train his children to
exercise power in a just way ?”

12 Manohar Lal Vashisht
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Master, “Why cannot anybody else’s children be trained in the
same way ? No private ownership of power or privileges.”

Seeker, “Then how to choose a ruler ?”

Master, “Power should flow from the people, exercised in the

interest of the people, by the representatives of the people, selected
by the elected head of the state.”

Seeker, “How to choose the executive head of the state ?”

Master, “Only through competition in higher intelligence, wisdom,
knowledge, popularity, skill, saintliness and moral integrity.

The rulers are not to be the masters unchallengeable. They
should not think themselves to have been chosen by God. Common
people are not to live like slaves or animals. It is the people, not
God, who have to choose a ruler to serve them all in the best possible
way.

Too much power and no responsibility is the destruction of all.
All power of the ruler is a trust and all those who exercise it, must
be accountable to the people, through their representatives.”

Seeker, “What is the aim of a government ?”

Master, “The aim of every government is the happiness of
common masses, not the glory of ruler or God. The rulers are to be
the towers of moral and physical force. They must not force “heir
people to obey them blindly and feel insignificant. Seeker, he is no
great who makes others feel small. Great is he who makes the
small feel great.”

Seeker, “Should rulers be loved or feared ?”

.Master, “Fear is guilt. Fear will one who does something wrong
or illegal. Law-abiding people need not fear any ruler. A ruler will
be loved only if he loves and respects others.”

Seeker, “Should a ruler respect all others ?”

Master, “Every citizen has his own individual personality. All
are free and equal citizens. All should respect one another. Ruler is
no exception to this rule.”

Seeker, “How to make decisions ?”

Master, “Arrive at decisions in a democratic way, but implement
those decisions in a dictatorial way. People find it easy to say, but
difficult to do in practice. They can flatter the ruler to deviate from
the path, which affects their personal interests. But Seeker, such
flattery should have nothing to do with common good. Individual
greed of praise for muscles, beauty or intellect must not harm the
interests of those innocent and ignorant people who trust the ruler
blindly.”
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Seeker, “How should a ruler proceed and in which direction ?”
Master, “A ruler cannot solve any problem soon unless he thinks
that problem to be his only problem, requiring full attention and
concentration. He should proceed towards peace, freedom, social
justice and equality of man. He must abolish all religions and
capitalism.”

Seeker, “What are other qualities of a ruler ?”

Master, “He who is to rule must be a master of himself. No
ruler is to go above the grammar of conduet. A ruler is to be a
symbol of what all others are to be. A ruler cannot have 2 wives, if
all others are to have one, whether or not he has any child. A ruler
is to be a leader. Let he, his ministers and high officials take lead in
all walks of life, public or private. Let all feel the pinch equally.

Seeker, the actions of rulers will show their intentions. The
whole of their life is to be an open book before all future generations.”

Seeker, “That is true.”

Master, “To give power to one man, a group of men or a single
party, without economic equality, will definitely corrupt the rulers,
no matter how they become rulers. There must be common equal
pay for all workers. There must be incentives for higher jobs, research,
invention and service to society in any form. There should be ceilings
on savings. There should be no ownership of land. The highest paid
worker should not get more than 3 times of what the lowest paid
worker gets by working for the same time, in the same field of work.

Seeker, every ruler must try to establish Equality of Man, through
economic equality, as far as possible.”

*kk



CRITICISM AND
OPPOSITION

Seeker, “Is there any importance of criticism ?”

Master, “There must be some intellectuals and selfless critics
with razor-like brains, not to cut into pieces, but only to smooth and
shine the way. Our enemies come nearer the truth in their opinion
of us than we do in our opinion of ourselves. Critics do make us
aware of our weaknesses. Seeker, he who wrestles with us,
strengthens our nerves and sharpens our skills. Our critics are our
helpers. They do have their corrective value.”

Seeker, “Can there be criticism for the sake of criticism ?”

Master, “No. Criticism must go along a particular path. Critics
should be specially trained to preserve the socialist policy of economic
equality and one party democracy.”

Seeker, “Should a critic be independent ?”

Master, “We have already discussed that power must be shared
by many. When some people will not be able to come to power, they
will do their best to criticize those who exercise that power. Seeker,
critics are of no less calibre than those whom they criticize. They
are the guards of the guardians. It is the sacred duty of the critics
to see that government does not perform only molehills after promising
mountains. Although no miracles, yet no delays. There must be
some radical changes in the shortest possible time.

Every ruler must recognize the importance of such socialist critics
who believe in and support the same policy and philosophy. It is thé
critics who are to spur the government for radical changes. The
ruler must put them on equal footing with those who frame and
execute his policies. They should be official critjcs drawing the
same pay as government officials of their status. ’

Seeker, a ruler’s own harshly speaking critics are better than
sweet foreign advisors, having a totally different system. Criticism
by a person, believing in a different system, can lead astray. But
criticism by an official critic, believing in the same system wﬁ] add
to efficiency.” ’

Thoughts 15
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Seeker, “What will be the role of those official critics ?”

Master, “Even the strongest criticism cannot make any
government do what is contrary to its principles. So far as common
good is concerned, the official critics can do their best in national -
news-paper. The official critics are to watch the implementation of
national policy of economic equality and one party democracy. They
have to criticize defects and suggesst new methods for increasing
production and efficient distribution.”

Seeker, “Can anyone else also criticize ?”

Master, “A ruler should invite more and more criticism and
complaints on all aspects of life so that most common troubles and
their treatment can be discovered.

Seeker, it is very difficult to suggest at the proper time, but it is
easy to criticize later. So suggest only at proper time and only for
the common good of all. But one must understand that a suggestion
is not binding. An opinion is not an order. None should get angry
for his opinion or suggestion being ignored. Although an independent
opinion or suggestion may look good in itself, yet it may not be in
line with the government policy. Still all must suggest or express
their opinions in the most common matters.”

Seeker, “It is much easier to be critical than to be correct. If
independent, lame and impotent criticism is allowed to come forth,
does it not confuse the ruler ?”

Master, “Yes. Many people may not be able to give good
alternatives for what they criticize. Still people have every right to
express their genuine grievances. They have every right to demand
the fulfilment of their real basic needs. No one should be forced to
keep the injustices of society in his brain. Everyone should have the
right to express oneself without any physical violence.”

Seeker, “But there are people who are in the habit of opposing
everything, but proposing nothing. They are independent critics
who obstruct the path of progress. They are the cause of confusions,
What to do about them ?”

Master, “Seeker, one learns more from confusions, provided
that one can keep one’s mental balance. Voices of such critics are no
less than strong stormy waves from many sides. A ruler has to keep
his boat i.e.brain in balance. Great it is to control imbalances of
brain, yours as well as of others. A ruler must raise himself above
all imbalances, confusions and contradictions to prove his superiority.

Seeker, only superior brains can control confusions, sort out
truth and analyse illusions. How long can a ruler halt between two



Thoughts 17

opposite opinions ? He has to choose the right one. But he cannot
prove one to be right, unless he proves the other to be wrong. He
has to check everything within the framework of socialism, economic
equality and one party democracy. He should check inconsistency of
others through his memory. He should not be lost in the words and
statements of others. He should know their intentions through his
sixth sense i.e. sensitivity.”

Seeker, “What else should a ruler watch in the critics, official
or independent ?”

Master, “There can be settlements without debates, and debates
without any development. Do not in the critic let the man be lost.
There should be no criticism for the sake of criticism. There should
be no obstruction in the path of progress.

Seeker, no ruler should like a drop of reason in a flood of words.
Criticism must add light to discussions. It must lead to the highest
good. Power of the strong must be directed to the service of ali.
Private life of all must be kept equal or nearly equal through equal
basic pay to all workers.”

*kk



ONE PARTY DEMOCRACY

Seeker, “What is democracy ?”

Master, “It is a government of the people, for the people and by
the people.”

Seeker, “Does it mean that there must be 2 or more political
parties in a democractic country ?”

Master, “No. Certainly not. It means the participation of
people in making their own destiny by accepting non-intereference
of God in making the fate of humanity.”

Seeker, “Does it mean the participation by all or by majority ?”

Master, “Traditionally it is the rule of majority. But, in fact,
true participation of all is possible if there is only one party, and all
are compelled to become its members.”

Seeker, “Are you not in favour of many political parties and
rule of majority party ?” ,

Master, “I want to look after the real economic interest of all
through only one party in one state. Seeker, let me tell you the
position of majority. You may convince 10000 persons, individually,
that God has nothing to do with the distribution of wealth. When
they go away from you and attend a big kirtan, arranged by a rich
religious man, majority of them can easily agree with that tactful
rich religious man that God gives to whom He likes and does not
give to whorna He does not like, accepting thereby that God has
everything to do with the distribution of wealth. These two statements
are extremely contradictory. But majority of people will easily agree
with both statements ! What can you understand from this ?”

Seeker, “How about many political parties 7"

Master, “The purpose of a party is known from its effect in
material i.e. economic form. To an average man, one political party
is the same as all others.

All the members in all the political parties are not equally
intelligent, wise, patriotic etc. Real intellectuals and scholars seldom

18 Manohar Lal Vashisht
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come in politics. Many decent people do not take part in politics just
as elderly people do not take part in games.

Many politicians do not come to high positions by their merits.
Success of an average politician, like capitalists, is not in removing
ignorance of others, but in selfishly exploiting ignorance of others.
Their only skill lies in their crafty methods to befool others. At the
time of elections, even the richest candidate tries to look very simple
and humble to exploit those ignorants whose face he may not like to
see immediately after the election. Influential people are bribed
secretly. Even religious feeling are exploited.

Seeker, the present system does not give security to those who
have different opinions and parties. How can an M.P. be sure that a
particular voter gave him his vote, when he saw him in opponent’s
camp all the time ? After victory, that M.P. becomes powerful and
can harm that voter who did not vote for him. He will never let him
come to good position or power, so that the opponent remains weak
for ever. Still that M.P. is a representative of that voter in his
constituency. So the method to choose representatives is defective
because it gives no peace and security for having different views. It
gives fear to the defeated minorities. Fear creates hatred. Hence
the traditional method ends in hatred, not love. The society becomes
weak through political division.

Politicians always think of next elections, not of next generations
or next door neighbours. A considerable time, energy and money
are wasted to win next elections. The performance of good actions
by traditional democratic governments goes according to psychological
needs of the people, not their genuine material needs.

If one party is too strong, the others are only like show pieces in
museum. Such weak opposition does not have any real corrective
value. 1f 2 or more parties are equally strong, then it is very difficult
to take any effective step to implement diagonally opposite policy
which can be easily checked by strong opposition. Many M.Ps. can
be bribed to cross floor, not in the interest of their voters, but their
personal interest. Such inferior representatives may, in fact, be
representing a considerable population which does not like coalitions.
Who cares for their votes ? Such guilty men might have been
persuaded on the plea that if they do not co-operate with leaders of
other parties, how can they think of the national interest. In reality
this co-operation of such turncoats is only bought and is against the
conscience of the people whom they represent.”

Seeker, “Suppos2 no represgntative crosses floor and wants to
represent feelings and needs of his voters. Then what will happen if
two or more parties are equally strong ?”
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Master, “If all stick rigidly to their contradictory convictions,
there can be no solution of any problem. It is all destruction. Strong
will-power to achieve contradictory aims of life, by people living
together in one place, is the gravest cause of destruction.

I do not understand why people are divided on the basis of
politics ! Real wisdom consists in establishing Equality of Man, through
economic equality, with the help of only one political party in one
country.”

Seeker, “What do you say about membership in traditional

democracy ?”

Master, “No membership of any party can be forced. One may
choose the party he likes. One may choose not to join any party at
all. Many people do not agree with any party’s ideal. Even if they
join formally, they may or may not vote. Still all want to live in
peace. All need police protection. No court of law can de'ny. them
justice. They cannot be punished for believing or not believing in
God or religion, or for not voting. Children never vote and yet no
party can ignore them. They are the future of humanity. In every
family, the number of children is usually more than that of adults.

So in present democracy, it is not the majority of population, not
to speak of all adult population, which participates in forming a
government to make the destiny of all. True participation is possible
only when all adult population is forced to become member
automatically after reaching a particular age. This is possible when
there is only one party. So true and honest democracy or participation
of all adult population is possible only through one party in one
country.”

Seeker, “Does present democracy help economically all people
equally ?”

Master, “In reality it does not help all equally. When one party
comes to power, the opposition cannot co-operate, if the economic
policy is different. The rich fear their property, professions and
bank balances being nationalized. They take shelter of religious
whims and obscurities to preach ignorance. The working class fears
becoming poorer or have-nots.

Seeker, we cannot allow one party or class of society play cunning
pranks with the other party or class in the same society, and ignore
the real equal economic interest of all. We must establish economic
equality, and this is possible only through one economic policy and
one political party. Present democracy divides people into Haves
and Have-nots. So it is immoral democracy.”
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Seeker, “What are the real needs of all ?”

Master, “Real needs of all human beings are the same. A
capitalist does not know more than a communist, nor is the reverse,
what the genuine needs of us all are. Seeker, we all need food,
clothes, house, medicine, education, work, ability, efficiency, discipline,
punctuality, obedience, justice, peace, happiness, exploitation of
natural resources to make our life better, and research in matter as
well as method.”

A
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Seeker, “How can you bring economic equality and why is it
necessary ?”

Master, “Transfer of power from a king to a democratically
elected representative is insignificant, unless the cause of evil in
society is stopped. The root of all evil is the greed for more and more
wealth and power. Stop monopoly of power by one family. Stop
monopoly of wealth by a few families. Share power. Share wealth.
We did not like the kings because they could abuse power and become
selfish and corrupt. But if a democratically elected representative
becomes selfish and corrupt, then there is no sense in coming to
democracy from monarchy. Why to waste time, energy and money on
elections, if corruption and selfishness are to remain as on the past ?

Seeker, no man is as bad as economic disparity. We must abolish
‘gathering too much by too few.’

At present a socialist candidate may have even more capitalistic
bent of mind, unless checked in his personal and family life. When
brought at par in material gains with all others in society, he will
become a true and honest man and stop changing colours like a
camelion. If he wants honour, fame or high office, he will hav> to
exploit his metnal and physical faculties to serve others. He may
remove ignorance of others, but certainly not exploit ignorance of
others for selfish gains. Leadership should be linked with sacrifice
and service to others, not with more and more material possessions
for oneself. To have more material possessions than others is no
standard of greatness. One can have more even by cheating, deceiving,
stealing, snatching, frightening or even killing. Greatness should
be linked with wisdom, popularity and service to others.

Let all families have only one source of earning through equal
pay, which is possible only by the abolition of private sector. Let
one family have only one saving account in the country. Let all
families have the same limit for saving. When a candidate shall not
be able to earn more and save more, he will not bribe any voter to
vote for him.”

Seeker, “How will you define a family ?”
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Master, “A family consists of husband, wife and non-earnir:ng
children. Every possible step should be taken to keep the family
small.”

Seeker, “How will you interpret democracy ?”

Master, “Let us consider the essence of democracy, not only
traditional definition. The essence of democracy lies in equally looking
after the interests of all people, through their representatives.
Representation of all people is not necessarily possible only through
2 or more parties. Democracy has nothing to do with the number of
Parties, but it has everything to do with participation of all, after a
particular age, and looking after the equal interests of all without
considering age, caste, religion, colour etc. So true democracy is
possible, not by having many parties, but by compulsory participation
of people through one party. True democracy and econo.mic equality
are not possible through many parties. One aggressive pressure
group can make a responsible government irresponsible.”

Seeker, “Who will tell their weaknesses ?”

Master, “It can be done from within the single party as the

office. holders know their strong and weak points better than
outsiders.”

Seeker, “But if you believe in having only one party, the rich
men will not call you a democrat.”

Master, “Even if the rich men do not agree with me, still I am a
true democrat because I look after the equal economic interest of all.
Rich men are always in a tiny minority. Real majority always
consists of workers, not of rich capitalists and their legal advisors.
The minority of rich people fights for a luxurious standard of living.
But a vast majority of population only tries to cover its poverty by
false show off and boasting, because nobody likes to be called poor.
So I must remove false pride and wrong notions from the mind of
all, by bringing them all on equal economic level through single
democratic party.”

Seeker, “Explain reason for one party democracy in detail.”

Master, “Needs of all are the same. So pay of all should be the
same. Economic policy should be one and must aim at establishing
economic equality. Real and equal good of all population i.e. the
essence of democracy is possible only through one economic policy.
If there is to be only one economic policy, why so many political

parties ? Why should democracy mean more than one party ? Why
not democracy only with one party ?
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Does not one scientist, mechanic, doctor etc, make research and
discover something for the whole humanity ? Why cannot human-
hearted thoughts of one man or one party be applied to all ?

Seeker, it makes no difference to the common and contented
people whether the government is of one party or of one out of many
parties. All have to bow before law, whosoever may be in power. So

why not only one party in power to avoid wastage and promote the
policy of real good of all i.e. economic equality ?

Let us take the case of a country with 2 political parties, A and
B. Can anyone say that all the ministers in A party are more
corrupt than those in B party ? None can also say that all the
ministers of one party are equally honest and intelligent. If there
was only one party, does it mean that all the ministers in that party
will be more honest or dishonest than they were by being in two

parties ? If there is only one party, will all its ministers become
more or absolutely corrupt ?

The answer is No. Still there will be selfless critics. Still all
have to go by a fixed standard or policy. Moreover the real power
still lies with a large body of representatives who, in turn, are

responsible to the common people, thus ensuring that all people
remain the final makers of their own destiny.

Seeker, more important thing is economic equality, not many
political parties. Make the private life of all equal through equal
pay. Let one family have only one saving account in the country,
with ceilings on savings. Thus all parties will disappear and still it
will be true democracy. But people must be encouraged to become
members of that single party to participate in state affairs.

We cannot afford traditional democracy everywhere, not even in
one clas:s. In one class of students if you ask the stude,nts to study
or play in fine weather, the majority may avoid study. One teacher

knows the interest of the class better than all the students. who may
not even agree with him.” ’

Seeker, “In a class the number of teachers is less than that of
students. You ignore the majority here ! In a factory, the number of
supervisors is less than that of workers. But you do not let the

supervisor have much more pay ! A teacher has more pay and
privileges than students ! Is it not contradiction ?” pay

Master, “No. In a class we have to recognize superior wisdom
of the teacher. No other student of that class can teach that class
like that teacher. They all know less than the teacher and have to
Jearn from him. No student can pick up the job of that teacher in
the shortest possible time. It goes with age, study and training.

But in a factory, any intelligent worker can be made a supervisor

with short training, except in very skilled jobs. They all have nearly

same maturity and responsibility in their private life. Here we
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must recognize the private family needs of all. So we must give
same or nearly same pay and privileges to all.”

Seeker, “All right.”

Master, “Seeker, if 2 parties have similar policies, it is no sense
to have 2 parties. It is the worst thing to have 2 parties which are
equally strong and extremely contradictory. Even in one family, it
is not possible to live in peace with extremely strong contradictory
tastes.

Suppose one family has only one T.V. and all children are deeply
interested in different channels. It may be very very difficult for an
ordinary family to afford many T.Vs. The father or mother has to
find a solution, even if some children only weep and go to bed.
Father cannot please all, yet he is not a dictator. He does listen to
the genuine needs of all. He cannot refuse to buy even a useless
toy, selected by his youngest child. All members of the family cannot
have food of their choice all the times, yet mother consults them all
in spite of the fact that she cannot please all. All of us have to be
harsh as well as lenient at different times even in one family. All
have to learn to live within their limited resources.”

Seeker, “It is true.”

Master, “One country had 11 administrative zones. One zone
had excellent players of hockey, the others did not. The country
sent hockey-team to participate in world cup. If all the players were
taken from that exceptional zone, then victory was sure. But
democratically selected players, one from one zone, brought back 1
defeat with 11 goals. So democracy brought defeat in place of victory.

Seeker, traditional democracy can ignore even the national
interest. So a government should consider the real needs of all, but
must not go by the personal interest of anybody. It must provide
equipment to all players for their physical development, but none
should be allowed to go out if it brings dishonour to the country. It
is only by raising itself above traditional democracy, that a govt. can
look after real equal interest of all. Still it is not dictatorship.

Money wasted on unnecessary elections, should be spent on
education. When all will be educated and well looked after, then all
will be for the state. Then the high will help the low and the low
will love the high.”

Seeker, “What method do you suggest ?”

Master, “Highly educated and learned people should come to
the political front. They have more knowledge, even of those in
remote places, through books. There should be a written competition
for legislature. Papers should be set and checked by eminent

professors without any political influence. Results should be declared
by the election commissjop
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Election commission should arrange elections after every 5 years
on the basis of success in written test. There has to be no interview.
Next test has to be in popularity. Candidates may convince people

to vote for them, either individually or in special public places through
lectures.

As there is economic equality, none will bribe anyone. No
successful candidate can harm anyone who did not vote for him.

Whosoever may come to power, all workers must have suitable jobs
on equal pay, and house will go with job.

True democracy is possible only when there is economic equality,

compulsory voting and high intellectual level in Executive, Judiciary
and Legislature.

Training for leadership is essential. We must train younger
generations for better administration and leadership. After completing
education, membership of that single party should be compulsory.
If people are not educated and lake no interest in making their own

destiny, it is no democracy. After completing compulsory education,
anyone can prepare for test to enter politics.”

Seeker, “Should we choose M.Ps. on the basis of language,
religior, caste, colour, geography, population or any other ground ?”

Master, “Power must be linked with knowledge, experience,
intelligence and popularity.”
Seeker, “How about women ?”

Master, “They may share high positions in legislature.”

. Seeker, “Many mtemgeqt and most popular persons may be
living only in one small district or province. If they take power, it
might look like monopoly of power to most of the population. What
do you say to this ?”

Master, “A man in the smallest district or province may be the
most intelligent man. He can have more knowledge, experience and
ability. No nation, Stftl_te oi'] community should have any objection to

person or. a group of such persons as are able to ]
and look after the interest of all their fellow counfrye:sgn‘fhe country:

We. ‘,10 n.ot stop any cit'}zen from coming to power through
competition in our democratic state. If someone has to become
gomething in one’s life, one must create something in oneself by self-
offort. Mere chance or grace of God cannot be accepted as criterion

i iety. One must sh !
for greathess 1 e : ow something as the mark of
his exceptional Individuality.

So when a partiC\Jlar person or persons come to power in such a
civilized way, everybody else has to accept their greatness, no matter

from which corner of the country they have come to the political
front.”
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Seeker, “Why do we have strikes ?”

Master, “Because one’s right is more precious than peace of
others.”

Seeker, “Why do workers have unions ?”

Master, “To increase power to fight against injustices of society
such as less pay as compared with others for doing same or similar
amount or kind of work, ill-treatment to workers, rising prices,
conditions of work or of working place etc etc.”

Seeker, “Can there be any other cause of strikes ?”

Master, “Personal conflict between labour leaders and
management, motive of labour leaders to gain popularity for political
purposes etc. But it is selfishness to make others fight for personal

”

gains.
Seeker, “Yes.”

Master, “A rich industrialist tries to fight with two sides, his
workers and the suppliers of raw material. One rich private owner
can uproc hundreds, even thousands of families by closing his
industry. He can still live a luxurious life with the interest on his
incalculable wealth for years without doing any work. He may go to
another country and bribe the government there to ban the unions
of poor workers to exploit them by avoiding strikes. He does his
maximum that the workers remain ignorant and do not become
conscious of their rights. He spends considerable money to preach
and support religious dogmas of Rebirth or that God gives to only
whom he likes. His only safety is in avoiding urions and
enlightenment. He supports darkness and obscurity.”

Seeker, “If one union gets increased pay, the other comes forward.
Not to give equal increase to all is injustice, but to give is inflation.
No end of this vicious circle in society. Where can the rich
industrialists bring more money from to give to the workers ?”
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Master, “Seeker, it is not more money which poor workers really
want. It is the difference in private living standards of rich employers
and poor employees, which they want to abolish. If this difference
remains the same, there can be no permanent peace whether a
worker gets £ 10 P.W. or £ 100 P.W. No able-bodied man can be afraid
of working for 7-8 hours a day, provided that the job suits him. If a
particular' job is hard or unpleasant, it can be made easy and pleasant.
But it is nearly impossible to tolerate economic inequality, inferiority
and humiliation. Every human being has the right to be treated as
equal human being, but the wall of wealth comes in the way of this
right. This is why workers want to remove this wall of wealth so
that a man comes near another man and the Equality of Man is
established.”

Seeker, “How do workers try to be equal ?”

Master, “By shaking the society to know their problems. But
no one wants to understand your problem, unless you create a similar
problem for all others. Just as the rich owner tries to exploit the
weakness of workers, so do workers exploit weakness and helplessness
of all others. Everybody is helpless and cannot generate electricity
in his house. So the workers in this industry choose such hours,
days or reasons for strike as will tease all public and get them more
pay quickly. Transport is slowed or stopped during rush hours to
cause inconvenience to public. No electricity on Xmas and no coal in
winter. The aim of all such seemingly wicked actions is to prove

that Right to Equality, in fact, to economic equality is more precious
than peace of all others.”

Seeker, “How do rich industrialists and suppliers of raw material
deal with one another ?”

Master, “The rich industrialists try to create big reserves of
raw material for long time, against rising consciousness among poor
suppliers. But it is too capitalistic. It kills the initiative of the poor
people, even for their genuine rights.

Seeker, supply of raw material to rich industrialists must be
checked to make them interdependent. By interdependence none is
going to die or starve, nor is the world coming to an end. Only the
rich people will have to bring a change in their thinking and living.”

Seeker, “How are the strikes settled ?”

Master, “These are often settled through militancy, picketing
removal or transfer of bad officers, arbitration or judicial enquiry.

In the case of big battles, it is always the government which
comes in at last. When government comes in, all disputes are settled.
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So the best thing is that state should take over all industry and land
to stop such socially undesirable strikes. It should be done in the
name of Justice and Peace.”

Seeker, “It is true.”

Master, “Whenever a strong union goes on strike, the military
comes in and does the job in a better way. No strike by military was
heard over decades. If all other workers cannot live with their
wages, how do military men live ? Seeker, why cannot all workers
live like military men ? They are not greedy. They are well disciplined
and more courageous.

So the best solution is that state should take over everything.
No employer should be able to uproot even a single family. All men
should be equal and free from insecurity, which is the most deadly
weapon of capitalists.”

Seeker, “That is right. No one should live without work and no
one should live on interest.”

Master, “Let everybody feel the pinch equally. It is wrong that
a private rich owner can live on interest without work, while the
poor workers starve, go under debt and then come back to work
with faces full of shame. It encourages the private employer to
exploit more and more.”

Seeker, “So all workers must have equal pay. There must also
be ceiling on savings.”

Master, “But such highly moral actions are possible only when
everything is under state control. Seeker, the effect of this on the
rich is mere mental, but for poor workers — it is going from hell to
heaven.”

* k%



CAPITALISM AND
PRIVATE SECTOR

Seeker, “What is the relation between capitalism and private
sector ?*

Master, “Capitalism is greed, miserliness and false pride. Private
sector is the field to grow these vices. In private sector, it is impossible
to be pure and honest in daily dealings with the customers. A
private shopkeeper is like a woman with a wax face. He has lies in
the mouth like false teeth. He is an opportunist, cunning like a fox
to cheat and deceive others.

Private sector provides a vast field for the development of such
vices which, if practised by all, can lead to total destruction of moral
values.”

Seeker, “That is true.”

Master, “A business-minded person will not spare even the
nearest relative or friend.

There was a man who bought a cow and started selling milk as
side-business. He was a clerk and the nearest persons to become his
regular customers were his colleagues in the office and his neighbours.
He said to every customer secretly, “Do not tell others that I sell
milk to you, otherwise many customers will come to my door. I shall
give a little cheaper to you.” Thus by giving a little cheaper, he
shut the mouth of all customers. He started supplying milk to about
10 families. He always insisted and humbly requested all to keep
secret from one another. One day 2 of his colleagues talked to
eachother about inferior quality of the milk. There was no cream in
it at all. The secret came out that they bought milk from the same
colleague. Then they talked to others. They all found that it was
only one and the same man who supplied milk to them all. Then
the question arose ‘how could he supply milk of one cow to 10 families
and yet keep his own share 7 They secretly checked and found that
he never sold the pure milk of his cow to anybody. He only bought
creamless milk from a dairy at very cheap rate and sold at high
Thoughts 29
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price to his own colleagues. The milk was impure and, at the top of
that, he used to mix water in that. He was always thinking of high
profit, not of quality of milk sold to his nearest friends.”

Seeker, “It is very wicked.”

Master, “Private businless means wickedness and unchecked
greed. There is no answer when a private shopkeeper says, “I want
£ 40 instead of £ 20. I changed my mind. Do not buy if you cannot
afford or do not like.” He tries to exploit the needs of all. He keeps
double measures and weights, and double accounts. He does
adulteration, hoarding, blackmarketing etc etc.

Seeker, a man who hoards things to increase prices is too selfish.
He aways thinks of maximum profit. He gives bribe and evades
payment of tax. All actions of such people in private sector lead to
corruption in one or the other form.”

Seeker, “What is the subtitute for this system ?”

Master, “In private shop, one becomes corrupt easily because
there is none to check and stand at his head. If the same shop is
under state control, none can be allowed to indulge in corrupt
practices.

The relation between a private Halwai i.e. sweetmeat seller and
a sanitary inspector is quite different from that between a Halwai
and his supervisor, when both are paid equal pay in & state shop. In
the case of private shop, it creates more fear, greed, adulteration,
bribe and tax evasion. No such vice in the state shop means
improvement in human behaviour.

In private sector one cannot prosper without using methods which,
if noticed, can end in punishment, fine or imprisonment.

You cannot force a private Halwai to improve the quality of his
sweetmeats or hygenic conditions. If you do not like, do not buy. As
there is no equality of earnings, many poor people are tempted to
buy that cheap sweetmeat, though unhygenic. But in a state shop,
if the regulations force a paid Halwai to improve the quality of
sweetmeats and keep those covered from flies and mosquitos, he has
to do it. He can ask the supervisor for a glass case. On the other
hand, the same Halwai always avoids buying a glass case because
he has to pay for that from his own pocket. To spend for the sake of
poor customers is very difficult for a private Halwai.”

Seeker, “True.”
Master, “However all the private shopkeepers are not bad, but

all are compelled to copy one another and to discover new cunning
ways in competition for more and more material possessions. It is
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not only greed, miserliness and false pride, even the fear of insecurity
corrupts them to save more and more in the shortest possible time.

Seeker, there is no doubt that opening of a new private shop
keeps a man busy to support his family. It gives him happiness to
increase his business. He also helps the community in supplying
goods. But suppose he does not open a shop through private initiative.

Still he has to suppport his family. Still people need those goods
and have to buy them from somewhere.

Then why to leave many people on the mercy of a few people ?
Why not to re-organize everything along socialist lines, by removing
all fear of insecurity, bribe, adulteration, tax evasion, cheating,
deceiving, cunningness, wickedness and exploitaton of man by man
? Why not to abolish corruption in all forms ? Do you know what
kind of man private sector produces ? — Greedy pigs. Of course they
are hardworking and efficient, but not necessarily pure, honest and
moral. They are in a hurry and hungry for more and more material
wealth.”

Seeker, “If they are greedy pigs, whose fault is it ?”

Master, “Men are moulded by their circumstances. It is no
fault of men, but of system which allows them to start and develop
such vicious habits. It is more difficult for a man to get out of such
habits than to get into them. People are owned by their possessions
more than they own them. People get crazy for material wealth. So
this capitalist system and private sector must be abolished, if necessary

by force. Seeker, you can never abolish capitalism without the
abolition of private sector.”

Seeker, “Does it mean that we should not trust anybody in
private business ?”

Master, “It is not the question of trusting or mistrusting. The
main thing is to elimminate evil on this earth.”

Seeker, “Then what is the way out ?”

Master, “Abolish greed for gain. Abolish private sector.

Everything should be under state control. No ownership and
inheritance of land. No saving beyond a particular limit.”

Kk Kk



CAPITALISM AND
OTHER EVILS

Master, “Seeker