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THE PRINCIFLES OF HANDLOOM‘
INDUSTRY

The reader will have noticed that in his
reply (Harijan, 9-6-'51) to Shri H. K. Mahtab's
article on the Handloom Problem Shri Shrikrish-
nadas Jaju has used considerable restraint.
Shri Mahtab's logic, I am afraid, is more likely to
confound the reader than help him think about
the problem more clearly. Maybe, he himself
is not clear; for some of the arguments ad-
vanced by him go to show that either the Gov-
ernment or he or both have no clear idea as to
whom out of the various rivals in textiles they
should choose or give priority ; and hence the
only policy they pursue is to try to placate the
one who makes the greatest noise at a given
- moment., One can understand a government not
believing in handicrafts at all on the ground that
sinece the invention of the power-driven machi-
nery, all handicrafts must be wound up as un-
economical, and the artisans oceupied in them
asked to find other jobs. Government might give
them some doles now and then, but they must
not expect to get the raw material for their
handieraft if that raw material is required for
a power industry. But Shri Mahtab is not pre-
pared to say this and wants to shift the respon-
sibility of finding sufficient raw material for
them upon the A.IS.A. And he finds fault with
it for not doing so. But he does not seem to be
conscious of the self-contradiction in the first
and the last paragraphs of his article. For, in
the first paragraph he asserts that since the time
of Gandhiji, who held ““that unless there was'
(universal) hand-spinning on a large-scale, the
problem of the handloom would not be solved,’
the situation has so much changed that the
problem of the handloom can be solved even
without widespread hand-spinning.” If so, how
does the alleged failure of the ATS.A. to extend
hand-spinning come in the way of solving the
problem of the handloom weavers ? Rather he
should have advised the trustees of the ALSA.
to wind it up and create a new organization for
spreading a big net of spinning mills, If he had
said this he would have been consistent and
earned high tributes from some of our pro-indus-
trialist organs like, say, the Mail of Madras,
which are keenly opposed to the Khadi scheme,
‘But the concrete suggestion which he has made
at the end is: “ individuals and private organi-
zations should come forward and take up the
production of yarn by hand-spinning and bring
about a regional self-sufficiency, so far as supply
of cloth is concerned. This is the effective solu-
tion of all the problems, which I have hinted
above !

~ Shri Mahtab refers to the change of circum-

‘stances as a result of the Partition. But what-

ever these might be, they do not affect the fol-
lowing propositions : :

(1) that only hand-spinning will solve the
problem of large-scale unemployment, by provi-
ding partial employment to the masses and full
employment to handloom weavers ;

(2) if power-loom, whether centralized or
decentralized is prohibited, and mechanization is
confined to spinning, it may be possible to find
employment for the handloom weaver ; but the
problem of the partial unemployment of the
masses will remain unsolved ;

(3) that neither hand-spinning nor hand-
loom weaving can succeed if either of them has
to face the competition of the mill-industry ;

(4) that hence, the mill-industry should
either entirely stop, or it should be co-ordinated
with the khadi industry, and its scope should be
limited to fabrics made for export or to such
cloth for special purposes as cannot be made
on the handloom ;

(5) that nothing is costlier to the nation
than having to keep its hands idle, while its
mouths which are constantly multiplying have
to be fed ; :

(6) that humanly speaking, there appears
to be no prospect of finding sufficient employ-
ment'for crores of our people, if articles are pro-
duced as much as possible by power-driven
machine ; and large numbers of men and cattle
must be systematically killed off annually so that
mechanization might prosper and the standard
of living of the survivors might rise :

(7) that the killing would require the em-
ployment of one or more of the following violent
means : starvation, execution of the indi-
gent, forced expulsions, compulsory sterilization,
killings on the ground of race, religion, ism ete., -
conquests of territories for colonization, total
wars ;

(8) that if this is to be avoided the respon-
sibility to find full employment for one’s
nationals must be regarded by every govern-
ment as more important than increasing the
volume of foreign trade, and encouraging luxu-
rious living in the name of raising the standard
of living ; : 2

(9) that the test of cheapness is not the dif-
ference between the so-called money prices of
mill-cloth, handloom cloth or khadi-cloth, (or
mechanically produced and hand-made ‘goods)
but the total national difference between the
heat calories consumed by the people and those
returned by them in the form of produced arti-
cles.

- These propositions are good now as they
were before Independence and Partition. They
are matters about which the Government has
to make up its mind. The question is whether















