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One Year of Non-Congress

Governments

M. D. Kini

INOT many rvould shed tears over the passing away,
r \ rather peacefully, of so many non-Congress
governments in Haryana, Puniab, Bihar, West Bengal
and Uttar Pradesh. It looks that the days of the United
Front in Madhya Pradesh are also numbered. Even
the stable DMK in Madras and the United Front
Government in Kerala have failed to make much
difierence to ttie common rnan. The only government
which has done something silently for the people is in
Orissa. Disenchantment of the people with the non-
Congress Governments is more rapid than that with
the Congress. What took twenty years for Congress
hai been achieved by the non-Congress governments
in one year. One of the reasons why people were dis-
appointed with the performance of the non-Congres_s
governments is that these parties promised too much
ivithout expecting that they would be called upon to
do it immediately. One can understand the failure of
Communist dominated United Front Governments in
lVest Bengal as well as in Kerala in ameliorating the
conditions of the people since they are more interested
iq creating "revolutionary situations" to overthrow
biurgeoisiJ set-up by sharpening class confict. The
failure of others is unpardonable' It may weaken the
faith of the people in parliamentary democracy itself.
And the r-rndc'rmining of this faith creates very bad
ancl sacl consequences. People rnay either become too
indi-fierent and embrace a kind of fatalism' Or, it may
make them more violent. Herein lies the tragedy of
the situation.

West Bengal has the unique distinction of being in
the headlines of nervspapers constantly during the last
year. Cheraos :rnd Naxalbari are the two big 1"hb"-
ments of the United Front government of West
tlengal. \larrv small factories rvere closecl, tluitc a

fc*' thotrsaucl people lost thcir crnployment, Statc
cxchcclrel lost i'r ferv lakhs of rcvenue, thanks to
llrcruo. Tcrror reigned supremc in Naxalbari fol a

couplc, ttl ttrtltrilrs. ,\ Ierv pcoitlc rverc killccl. Ancl thc
Conrnrunists qa\'() a previcu' of tlic slrilpe tlf things trl
comcr if cvcl tltcv cotnc to po\\'el'. Mr. Sr-rllodh

Banerjee's controversial brcradcast was another land-
mark. Then there was the continuous war with the
Centre on the allocation of foodgrains. Mr. Ajoy
Mukherjee's letter of resignation, that was never
delivered, marked the high watershed of the regime.
He was afraid thAt Communists would create another
Vietnam in West Bengal with the help of foreign
powers. But he changed his mind on the assurance of
the same Communists. Communist alibi and excuse
for their failure were the limitations put by the Con-
stitution, Judiciary and the Central Government.
Practically the same is true of Communist-ddminated
Kerala coalition. Mr. E. M. S. Namboodripad has made
history by being the only Chief Minister in India to
be convicted for the contempt of court. Kerala com-
munists should be given due credit for organising
Kerala Bandh against Centre while in power and
building up a Gopal Sena.

The DMK was pleasantly surprised when it was
catapulted into the throne in Madras. It was swept
into the office by the wave of the language controversy.
Ever since it has kept itself on the crest of this wave
by strengthening it. They are riding a tiger which they
will not be able to dismount. It had promised three
measures of rice for a rupee to all in Madras State'
Now it provides one measure of rice per rupee in
Madras and Coimbatore only. Its failure to redeem
its pledge on the bread front, has been made up by
organising a big circus. It organised the Second World
Tamil Conference on a massive scale.

The only non-Congress Government which has

done something for the people is in Orissa. It abolished
land revenue and earned kudos even from Dr' Lohia.
Recently, Hindu reported from Bhubhaneshwar:
"There \\'as it pcrceptible cliange in thc attitude and
behaviour of public servants torvitrds the people be-
cause of tlie liigh rnoral stttndards maintained by the
leaders in the administration, The police was behaving
in a responsible and restrained manner. The adminis-
tration has been generally free from political pressures

and therefore all decisions were taken on merit." This
is quite an achievement rvhich deserves u'ide publicity
and creates hope about the future.

Haryana is a class by itself. The defecting legisla-
tors havc brought popular ridiculc and contcmpt to
clemocracv itself. Nearly 37% of M.L.A's lravo crossccl

thc floor at least otrcc. Otte hacl chauged sicles fir'c
Iillr'r, olle fottr' Iirrre.r. [*o, Ilttt'e Iiirtcs .tLitl sir tlt,'titlictr;
trvice. At tlrc timc' rlI tltc tlt'clillrttiort ol Pl'csiclcrtt's

((lotttittrtt'rl r,;r /rrt!1, 'l)



Of Cabbages And Kings
Emdeeke

f)O you know why rve have so many political parties
v while U.S.A. and U.K. have only two or three
parties? Oli! it is very simple. We are more democratic.
We vote for a party of our choice, We have as many
parties as rve have opinions. A voter in U.K. or U.S'A.
votes for a party rvhich is likely to keep out the party
rvhich he dislikes most. Anti-voting is the main reason

for the trvo-party system, This, of course' is not my
discovery. This is a theory propounded by Harold
Perkin in the Guardian recently after years of observ-

ing the pattern of voting by his friends. He has appro-
ptiot"ty 

"utled 
it "Perkins Law of Anglo-Saxon Politics"'

Now, we have every reason to feel proud that we are

more democratic than the \\7est. But, this silver lining
has a big dark clbud. Norv that there is going on in

India what is called polarisation' we may become less

clemocratic' witl-r a tr'vo-party system!

It has been rvell saicl that in Italy a shapely blonde

can stop traffic'ivhile in England a dog on a leash and

and in U.S'A' a family rvith three children' But in

Rombay, as I. S. Johar puts it in Filn$ar-e,-only George

Fernandes can do it. I, for one, enjoyed the shos'put

.rp bv Fernancles' N'Iy only regret is that it is all

oier within so few a days. I enjoyecl the rvtrlking from

my place to the railu'ay station' nearly. a mile arvay'

VIany people, f am sure' have rediscovered the

fi"ut.,t". o? th" forgotten art of rvalking' I could go

i"," ao office witho.,i b"it'g reprimancled bv my boss'

rVn." tl.tnr', anvthing else, I liked the look of Flora

FountaiD arca. It lookecl so tnrtclt llctte| $'ithout lrusc's.

Onty ott.t"r. time I l.racl a similar feeliug \\rits on the cllr'

,t-,"'Stri',, Sena took out a procession to the Kala

Ctrnan. Not a single harvker was rvithin the sight of

Flora Four-rtain and its pavemeuts' for ottcc' tt'erc at

tl-rc clisposal of pedestrians! 

* *

Political leaclcrs masqtteraclit.tg as lirbour lcnclcrs

are llringing clisrcpute to lallolrr unitlns Tlrc B'E'S'T'

strike is ihc best exlnrple of this' It hirs Irot benefittecl

ilrrvirotlv, noi ('\'cl1 tltc ri olkt'r's' \tl$' it is thc trrrtl tlf
ilre llutrLrrr,',, 1,, 'l1 i11trl):;t:lLii' itticl stlilir' 'l'hc lJittlltrllctr

itrc contpliriil irrg il iirt tlrci r inlr<'rt'rlt frr rlt litnrt'tltal Ii ght

rs s,,rrrg;i t. 5c dt'itic'cl hr. :r {:.r'tltc'orrtirtq lt'qislitiort,
()tre of tlrr. r.lirrrst's ltlolrilrits tit'trttltlsttrtliorr ri itiritr

l

ten metres of the Bank premises. I do not find much of
a restriction here. A couple of years back, during a strike
in the Syndicate Bank in Bombay, I reliably learnt, the
Bankmen had the discourtesy to spit on the officers
inside the premises of the Bank. It is even alleged that
these "gentlemen" had the temerity to follow the
officers chanting funeral hymns. A few months back I
was a mute witness to a similar act. Two meek old
gentlemen rvere follolved by a dozen fferceJooking
youngmen shouting militant slogans even inside the
local railway compartment. The only crime that these
old men had committed was not to join a strike by LIC
employees against automation, even after the LIC had
promised not to retrench anybody on that ground.
There is something wrong somewhere when trade
unions descend to this level. One thing is certain:
labour barons become more irresponsible with more
power.

Now that the municipal elections are here, it is a
problem for me whom to vote. I would have gladly vot-
ed for Shiv Sena, if not for anything else, at least for
the prornise of getting Flora Fountain area rid of all
hawkers. But one thing terrifies me about thern. Bal
Thackeray recently declarecl that they wish to make
Bombay beautiful by keeping it clean. So far so good.
But he also promised that he would see that nobody
thror.vs any rubbish on the roads. That is excellent. He
ftrrtlrer said that he would ask his sainiks to slap if
anybody does so. That's it. This militant efficiency is
lritlrcr tliscoucerting.

Su'atantra has prornised to eliminatc all non-civic
issues out of tlre Corporation. I am all for it. They are
a sensible ancl practical people. But, they have not
been ablc to reach the people. They havc failed to
catch the in-ragintrtion of the masses. Am I u'asting my
vote? Declicatior-r and lronestv of Jan Sangh is com-
menclable. But, the militant nationalism is too militant
for me. Thcir outlook is too rigicl for my taste. One of
thcir speriikcrs even clisapprovecl clapping 'r-rccause it
r's not an Inclian custorn. Congress cleserves pririse for
lrcing fir'nr cluring thc illegal strikc of thc R.E.S.T.. Ilut I
rLrn tin'rl ol ()onqri'ss. So. rnr' 1-rlolrlt'nr lcrnitirrs. llrrt it
lrrrs lrt,r'n solvccl fol rnc lx tlrc lrrrlcarrr'rrrcv rit tlrr.
Cor'polirtion. I hrvc br:cu cUsfranchisccl. I lrai'c no

',rrtt' iLttr'l sr, lui,{' ll() I)ii;l,lt'nr.'rtltotrr i,) \(ri('.
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Need of the Hour

A NUMBER of anti-Congress United Front Govern-
A ments have already fallen and the few that remain
may not last long. This result was inevitable as the
only bond that united the diverse parties which
formed the Governments was hatred for the Congress.
Such a negative sentiment could not hold them to-
gether for long. As soon as the Governments began to
tackle problems differences began to erupt as there
was no common agreement on how to solve them. It
was moreover realised that each party was utilising
its position in the Government for strengthening itself
rather than for advancing public good. Under the cir-
cumstance the break-up of the uneasy, unprincipled
coalitions was but a matter of time.

In their chagrin over the loss of power non-Congress
parties find it convenient to put the whole blame for
their misfortune on the shoulders of the Congress. It
is, they contend, the evil machinations of the Con-
gress which are responsible for the dissentions in their
ranks. In that connection they point to the resolution
recently adopted by the Congress at its annual session
in Hyderabad. It is clear, however, that this is nothing
but a face-saving device. If they had remained united,
the Congress could not have subverted them. And, if
they had the right to gang up against the Congress,
the latter had an equal right to work against them.
The fact remains, however, that they fell mainly
through internal disruption and not through the
machinations of any external agency.

It is regrettable that in most cases the fall of the
United Front N4inistries has led to the imposition of
the Presiclent's Rule. That happened in Haryana
immecliately uncl irfter a feu'months in Bcngal. U.P.
has follorved and Biliar may not be far behind. This
is, indeecl, a sacl development rvhich reflects very
badly on the functioning of democracy in the country.
lv'Iid-term elections will follow in due course, but they
rnay not lead to the formation of stable governments,
unless all parties, including the Congress, undertake
a good amount of rethinking on the strategy and
tactics to be adopted for tlte solution of peoplis pro-
blems.

The non-Congress parties clo not appear to have
learnt anv lesson from their experience of the last few
rrronths. T'lrov rlc still thinkirrq in terms of lr rrnited
front to fight thc Congress in the elections. As u result,
they may conceivably succeed in denying the Con-

!{rc'ss it rtrrjoritr', lrtrt that tvill not strrelv cnrtblc thcm
to fortn a stable golcrnment'. Thcrc s'ill bc a repeti-

Freedom First

tion of the previous experience and again the imposi-
tion of the President's Rule. That will be the most
effective way of discrediting democracy and rendering
its functioning impossible. Are non-Congress parties
believing in democracy interested in bringing about
this result?

They could also be a little more clear-headed about
their allies, the Communists, Rightists as well as
Leftists. Both have during the last few months given
ample evidence of the fact that they have no faith
in and no attachment to democracy and that they are
out to use every democratic process and institution
only for strengthening their party. They have also
proved that they have no feelings of loyalty for their
allies and will not miss any opportunity to undermine
the strength and influence of the parties associated
with them. Will not this experience teach them to be
on their guard against the Communists?

If in spite of all this, non-Congress democratic
parties persist in running after a heterogenous united
front based only on blind anti-Congressism, the con-
clusion that will follow will be that they are interested
only in the loaves and fishes of office and not in build-
ing up a democratic alternative to the Congress. Demo-
crats can then have little regard for them.

The Congress, on the other hand, also appears to
have leamt little from the bitter experiences of the
last year. If it had learnt anything it would have taken
steps to purge from its ranks corrupt and discredited
persons who are responsible for giving it a bad name
amongst the people. That rvould have immediately
improved its image. As a result of its failure to take
that step, in spite of their disappointment and dis-
illusionment with other parties, the people are not
turning in the direction of the Congress as they would
have done otherwise.

Another important lesson the Congress has to learn
is that it can no longer claim a monopoly of power.
It must be prepared to share it rvith others if, as pro-
fessed, it is reallv interestecl in preserving democracy
ancl political stabilitv. It rnust get ready to make
alliances rvith likeminded parties and groups. It must
also win back tlie support of those rvho left it in recent
times for reasons rvhich had nothing to do either with
programme or ideology. They left it out of disgust
with the actions and policies of some leaders. The
Congress must be broadminded enough to welcome
them back into its fold or, in case that is not possible,
to establish relirtions of cooperation and collaboration
rvith them. Its attitucle so far has L'reen one of irrational
rigidity. It must be replaced norv by an attitude of
compromise ancl accommoclation.

The nced of thc hotrr is to hrinli lngctler I'll tl'rs.
rrfio believe in clemocracy ancl are pledged to lvork
for a rapicl but peaceful social change. Unless they
cornc togctlrcr thc1, u'ill not bc irblc to rc.sisi thc forccs
of disruption rvhich are sceking to gain the upper

/[o tes
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hand. They are eyident everywhere, in States under
the Congress mle as well as in other areas. United
Front Governments in Bengal, Bihar and U.P. en-
couraged them instead of curbing them. In the end
they turned against the U.F. Governments themselves
and brought about their downfall. The President's
Rule imposed in some States has provided a short
respite; but it is not a permanent cure. A permanent
cure will become possible only if there is a realign-
ment of genuinely democratic forces and a rethink-
ing on the ways and means for tackling the problems
before the country.

Kutch Award
tTtHE Kutch award of the International Court of
f Justice has gone against India on some points.

They are essentially minor points and Pakistan does
not get more then ten per cent of the area to which
she had staked a claim. The alvard can be therefore
regarded by far and large as a vindication of the
Indian case.

Even on this pragmatic ground the award should
have won immediate acceptance. But there are some
people in the country who would not like to accept an
arvard unless it is wholly in their favour. This is a
position which no reasonable person will accept. An
arvard of a freely selected Tribunal must be accepted
bv both parties, irrespective of the fact whether it
accepts or rejects the claim or claims of either. With-
out this commitment there can be no settlement of a
dispute through arbitration.

Inclia has all along advocated peaceful settlement
of border disputes. A peaceful settlement involves
arbitration by a third party when the two parties are
not able to arrive at an agreement. In the case of Rann
of Kutch there was already an acceptance of the fact
that there was a dispute and an agreement to refer
the dispute to arbitration. The late Prime Minister
Lal Bahadur Shastri ancl his Got'crnmcut urercll' qn1'e

ellect to that prior commitment. Their rrction rvas
endorsed by Parliament. It is too late in the cliry' uorv
to condemn that step merely because the award has
gor.re against us on some minor points.

It is heroic to say that lve will not part rvith even
an inch of our territory. But the statement begs the
question. The question is whether and what part of
the territory belongs to us. As the issue u'as in dispute
it rvas referred to the Tribunal for clecision. Accord-
ing to its decision, the particular territory does not
belong to us. Tliere is therefore no question of
strlrcnclerir.rg an)' part of our territolr'. What rvill
Itappcrr aftcr tlrc inrplt'nrr:r-rtiition of tltt' uri'nrcl is onlv
this that tlrc territorv rvliich bclorrg.s to Pirkistirrr rr'ill
go back to her. Or.rr insistence on regarding it ils orlr
tt'rritorv u'ill rrot crtt'rv t'onvic'tirrtt to rllrvl)()(l\- rr.)\\'
tlrat an Itrtcrnational Trillrnrl lins <lcci<lcr.l uqrrinst rrs.

,l
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It is, of course, easy to arouse passions on an issue
like this. That is what the Jan Sangh and the Samyukta
Socialist Party are trying to do. They will utilise this
for their campaign against the Congress and the Cen-
tral Government. It is not likely, however, that they
rvill get much support in the country. Their action
and attitude are understandable, but what can one
say of an eminent person like Mr. M. C. Chagla, a
one-time Education and External Affairs Minister and
a former Chief Justice of a High Court, who has
chosen to advise against the acceptance of the award?
According to him, it is vitiated because it is based on
political and not on judicial considerations. Mr. Chagla
forgets that, once parfies are allowed to indulge in
such arguments, no arvard will be safe as a dissatisffed
party will always ffnd one argument or the other. for
rejecting it. Mr. Chagla has rendered a distinct Qis-
service to the country by joining his voice with
those who are out to prevent the country and the
Government from adopting an honourable course.

The honourable course is to accept the decision and
implement it as early as possible. The decision may
have partly gone against us, but it is binding upon us.
We cannot get away from our international commit-
ment rvithout irreparable damage to our prestige and
standing in the world community of nations. The
Government of India have realised this and have de-
clared their decision to accept and implernent the
arvard. This is a highly cpmmendable decision. It is
to be hoped that the Government will remain firm and
rvill take early steps to implement it. It is to be fur-
tlier hoped that this conect action on our part will
to some extent at least help to improve our relations
rvitl'r Pakistan.

MOSCOW'S HAI\ID IN INDTA
Peter Sager

An LPH Publication-

A pcnctrating study and assessment of Soviet
Propaganda in India. In his book, Sager has
revealed the rnagnitude, motive and meaning of
this propaganda. 272 pages, with 48 pages Art
illustrations.

Price:

Acailaltlc ot all

Paperback: Rs. 10.00
Clothbound : Rs. 15.00

bookshop.s

L,l L l',lN I Il IBO TII EItS
liombrv - Nerv Delhi - l\tadras - Calcutta
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'Little Summit' In New DeIhi
"Atreya"

[NDIA'S Republic Day Celebrations on the 26th of
I1ur,,r"ry 1968, provided the background for serious
confabulations between Prime Minister Kosygin,
President Tito and Prime Minister Indira Gandhi. The
fact that the visit of hime Minister Kosygin was not
merely for the ceremonial purpose of joining Republic
Day celebrations was quite obvious. According to
earlier reports, initiative and earnest endeavours to
ensure a visit by Mr. Kosygin came from Mrs. Gandhi,
and Mr. Kosygin had pleaded inability to attend the
Republic Day celebrations. However, the Soviet Prime
Minister subsequently decided to come to Delhi for
a more serious visit than a mere ceremonial one. This
is clear from the fact that the Soviet Prime Minister
came with a team of officials. This indicated that Mr.
Kosygin attached much greater importance to the visit
than mere reciprocity of the fratemal visit which
N{rs. Indira Gandhi made to the Soviet Union a few
months ago to participate in the 50th Anniversary
celebrations of the Russian Revolution.

President Tito was also invited for the Republic Day
celebrations and he arrived with Madame Tito. The
visit of the Yugoslav President and his Lady, however,
seemed to be primarily ceremonial, and related to
personal friendship rvith Mrs. Indira Gandhi rather
than a special concern for official consultations.

N{rs. Gandhi seemed to have attached much greater
significance to the Soviet Prime lr4inister's visit than
rvas the case with the Soviet Prime Minister in regard
to India. The West Asian crisis, India-Pakistan Rela-
tions, reviving of the stagnant Indian economy, the
lessening of Mrs. Gandhi's leadership eminence in the
Indian political complex, appeared to be the main
motivations for arrangement of this meeting. From the
point of vier.r' of the visiting clignataries, Inclia's rolc
must havc prescutecl an trnintpressive factor in all these
issues. On the lVest Asian crisis, Inclia coulcl hardly
make any positive contribution on account of a very
close and identical alignment tvith Soviet, Yugoslav
and Arab positions. India's role in the West Asian
crisis, for the purposes of the Nerv Delhi little summit
conference could have been nothing better than a
chorus of claque in support of each of the three parti-
cipants. The hard reality of the West Asian crisis that
hurt Inclia utrnost is tl.re closure of the Suez Canal and
r1o way by rvhicl-r it could be reopenecl in the foresec-
able ftrture. Iror the Sovict Union ancl Yugoslavirr, Srrcz
c''l<lsrrlr,'rlocs ryrt lr'Prr.scnt.,,r'..1r rr plinfrrl frr<:t us fr,'.
Inclia. \Irs. Ganclhi cotrlcl not possibll, seek frorn lie.r
Yugoslav and Soviet guests xn1, guiclelines on hos' the
\\'cst ^\siarr prolrk'rn c.rrrrltl lrr, cr1rritirlrlr-.sollcrl lrricl tlrt.

canal reopened, because she and the Indian Govern-
ment have been too busy in a stance more partisan than
the Arabs themselves. Apart from anything else, this
has resulted in a barren situation with no creative
contributions possible by India excepting mutually
self-congratulatory feelings among the three partici-
pants. But the price for India in the long closure of
Suez Canal is rather heavy to pay for the emotional
satiifaction of being in the closesf possible alignment
with Arab, Yugoslav and Soviet positions on this issue.

On the India-Pakistan question as well, India's
bargaining capacity before Soviet Union and Yugo-
slavia is practically non-existent. The Tashkent Agree-
ment transferred the initiative on Kashmir problem
from West to USSR. The real challenge for India was
how to transfer the initiative in this problem to herself
from others, and this task has never been accomplished
in all the two decades.

The stagnation in Indian economic policies closely
patterned on the Soviet inspiration represented
another issue for serious confabulations with the
visiting Soviet dignitaries. This question should have
been the real meat of the New Delhi confabulations
that necessitated high-power teams on both sides. If
the situation has become difficult with the West on
the question of aid to India, it is no less so with the
Soviet Union. Soviet aid and numerous Soviet projects
in India under the public sector are going through
numerous stresses and strains. Apart from limitations
on the Soviet side for increasing aid to India, the poli-
tical and economic developments in India do not pro-
vide incentives for the Soviets for massive under-
writing of India even if they could do so. The cautious
balancing act done by the Soviet Union between India
ancl Pakistan after the Tashkent Agreement, the conti-
nuecl attack on Indian leaders and Government poli-
cies by the Radio for Peace and Progress u'hich cannot
be clone rvithout officitrl Soviet approval, the annoy-
ance of the Soviet Government at the dismissal of the
West Bengal Ministry, the Soviet anger at the third
drarnatic defection after Tarasov and Svetlana, on
Indian soil, are all factors not very much in India's
favour in Soviet eyes.

Inclia's constant aclvocacy of pacifism to big pow€rrs,
but her refusal to subscribe to the nuclear non-proli-
feration treaty betn'een U.S. rnd U.S.S.R., the small
vcstigcs of gentrir.re non-aliqnrnc'nt on this issue by
Trrrlia. justi{icd hv thc dt'linrlrrcncv of Pckinc antl
bcllicositl.of Peking behaviour, in short genuine se'lf-
intercst of Inclia, must have irritated the Soviet Union
irr sorrrt'clcgrcc,.
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The Soviet Prime Minister was not at all inhibited
in attacking the United States. New Delhi, on the eve
of, on and after the Republic Day, was no longer
considered non-aligned and therefore inhibitive for
the Soviet Prime Minister to unleash a broadside
against the United States, with Indian Prime Minister
watching. These attacks were made by the Soviet
lryr" Minister in reply to the toast proposed to him by
Indira Gandhi and in the Soviet Prime Minister's toait
in reply. Strong attacks on the United States, which the
Indian Government also considers to be a friend of
India, were made at a reception given to the Soviet
Prime Minister by the Indo-Soviet Cultural Society, a
front of the Moscow-leaning section of the Communist
Party of India. A similar scathing attack on the United
States was made by Mr. Kosygin at the Civic Recep-
tion accorded to him in Delhi.

The Soviet Prime Minister visited Hardwar and
Rishikesh where Soviet projects are located. Before his
departure back to the Soviet Union, Mr. Kosygin had
a meeting with the leaders of the Moscow-lining
faction of the Communist Party of India, consisting
of S. A. Dange, Rajeshwar Rao and G. Adhikari.

In the Joint communique signed by Mr. Kosygin
and Mrs. Indira Gandhi the following points are of
considerable signift cance: -'Both sides conffrmed their intention to continue
regularly their exchange of opinions on political
matters of mutual interest.

"(They) expressed their concern about the war in
Vietnam. They were deeply concerned that there had
been so far no stoppage of the bombing of the
territory of D.R,V. They consider that unconditional
stoppage of the bombing of the D.R.V. lvould create
conditions for negotiations aimed at a political settle-
ment. (They) reaffirmed their support for Cambodia
in her determination to preserve her sovereignty,
independence and neutrality in accordance with the
Geneva Agreements of 1954 and agreed that there was
no justification to violate Can-rboclia's frontiers.. .

"'fhc ts'o sides attach great importance to personirl
contacts and the exchange of opinions betrveen lead-
ing personalities of the trvo countries."

Ir,Irs. Indira Gandhi rvas officially invited to visit the
Soviet Union and she was reported to have accepted
the invitation with "much pleasurd'.

Critics of Indian Prime Minister have commented
that she rvorked out the visit of IvIr. Kosygin and
Presiclent Tito to bolster her position rvithin the ruling
party ancl also to provide a morale booster to the
flngging "socialist" fringe rvithin the ruling party',
Intcrcrstingly cnough, this comment rvas also rnade bv
supportcrs of tlre Primc \Iinister ancl thc "left flingr"'.
.'\ corrirncrrt h lllit: oI 17th Febrtrarl' rtttts thu.s:

"soviet l'rirne Nlinister Kosygin's visit also provided
rrn o('r.tsiolr lor \lrs. Glrndhi to assct't hcrsc'l[. Iivt'rv
lrlirristt'r l'lro met \{r. Kosl'gin \rras Accolnpaniccl lx,

/'l
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the topmost officials of the External Afiairs Ministry.
This represented a break from practice, and is believed
to have its own significance in relation to the Prime
Minister's views on how discussions with important
foreign dignitaries should be conducted, and by
whom."

Peking comment was true to expectations. It
characterised the meeting as "international scheming
by a number of accomplices and running dogs of U.S.
imperialism." Peking attached sinister significance to
Mr. Kosygin 'iushing to India" immediately after
seeing Mr. Harold Wilson, and said this was to "plot
jointly with President Tito and Mrs. Indira Gandhi
on behalf of the common enemy of the world's people

- the U.S. Imperialism." The "closed conference"
rvhich Mr. Chester Bowles had with President Tito
was cited by Peking as evidence of the conspiracy
being hatched in New Delhi.

The U.S. Government has evinced keen interest in
the comment in the Joint comrnunique concerning the
"intention of both sides ( India and USSR) to continue
regularly their exchange of opinions on political
matters of mutual interest."

The operative features of the New Delhi little
summit will manifest themselves during the coming
months.
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The Image Of The EconomistIndian
M. R. Pai

fF the image of the Indian politician today is ar deplorable one, that of the Indian economist seems
t_o offer a competition to it. No less a person than the
doyen of Indian economists, Prof. C. N. Vakil, had
to plead before the economists gathered at the Golden
Jubilee Conference of the Indian Economic Associa-
tion to take care of their doings in order to maintain
professional dignity and prosperity.

He said: "It is a poor state of afiairs when the
$egrge of_competence in economic matters is adjudged
by_ the jelliness or the malleability of view-points- of
individuals in the face of conflicting pofitical or
opportunistic pressures. The standards of economic
competence nwst be set n:ithin the profession and not
withou.t.It is here that a strong Economic Association
means a strong buhvark for democracy."

The politicians fell from public grace because of
their own doings. The fall of the Indian economists is
likewise their own doing.

The era of planning opened new opportunities to
economists to come before public eyes by rendering
a useful service by employing the tools of economiei
to solve the economic problems of the country. But
that opportunity seems to have been lost.

Many economists have used their economic tools
for demonstrably political pu{poses, and in the
bargain sacrificed what should constitute professional
standards. An impression has gained ground that
rnany have fallen prey to the lure of public office, ancl
that the butter of government patronage has been
allowed to be applied to the economist's research
bread.

This careerism has advanced to such a stage that
even among economists, the very mention of the namc
of a former academician nou. ir-r governmental autho-
ritv is greeted rvitlr sneels.

trIany economists har,e proved thenrselves in public
eye as mere theoreticians incapablc of getting in
touch rvith economic realities. This has happened in
trvo rvays.

Some of them seemed too eager at one stage to en-
dorse government's economic policies which are sub-
sequently discredited in practice. At that stage, rvith
ticle of public criticism running strong against the
Government's policies, thcse cconon-rists started cri-
ticising the .r'ery policies they earlier endorsed. One
major insttrnce is thirt of the Sccond Plan.

r\n official pultlication. cornprisinq Papr:rs llelatinq
to tlic l,'ornltrlation of tlte Seconcl l'lan, gives tlie vie*'s
of tlic Pi.rncl of Ecotroruists of tlie Planrring Conlnissiori
on thc Scconrl l'lan Draft. \\/itlr tlrtr crc.cption of Prrit.

B. R. Shenoy, whose minute of dissent proved proph-
etic, all others endorsed the Plan. Later on, when the
Plan brought disaster to the country, some of the eco-
nomists started vehemently criticising the Plan. The
public was thus free to draw its own conclusions; these
economists had either endorsed the Plan to please the
Government and mobilised sufficient courage to criti-
cise it only rvhen the public became restive, or that
they were mere theoreticians who had no idea of
realities.

Another way economists were discredited was when
they handled economic afiairs from position of power.
Some of them, known for their discourses on economic
subjects, made complete shambles of their portfolios.

Lack of restraint is another reason for the fall of the
Indian economist in public eyes. One instance is the
recent report on industrial licencing. This valuable
analysis has been vitiated because, in the process of
analysis, an impression has been created that it is an
attack on one business house. It is of the essence of
public policy that individuals should not be singled
out for attack unless they are guilty of transgressing
the laws of the country in which case established pro-
cedures are to be followed i

Also the reference to "Marwari Capital", "Gujarati
Capital" and "Parsi Capital" in an official document, at
a time when the need for national integration in the
face of sub-nationalism is great, is a deplorable lapse
on the part of the author of the report who should have
knorvn better than to lay stress on communal aspects
of ownership of capital.

Lack of restraint, and a possible desire for publicity,
once again characterise the same report when the
economist by his own admission, "oversteps" the terms
of refcrence, and recommends nationalisation of com-
nrerciirl banks.

Another gltrring exarnple of economists giving up a
scientific npproach to economic problem is to be found
in the so-called report of four economists on bank
nationalisation. It is not a research document, but a

tendentious pamphlet based on the apparent ide<llo-
gical bias of its authors in favour of bank nationalisa-
tion. Economists, like other citizens, are free to hold
any icleology of their choice. But they should be care-
ftrl to prcrscnt their iclcological thesis as itleologiuil
/hesis not as a research. document.In presenting it as a
rcport clf cconurnists they seern to hirve lent them-
selves as a tools in the lrands of professional politicians.
['rof. \"akil aptl1, rernarkcd at the recent contclcncc
that: "We rrlust rellrember tliat ecoloniists are not
siririts. Tlrtrv lxir-c: tltt:it' orvn cirrc'et'ist qoals atrcl rspila-



Freedom Flrst

tions. They too are tempted by the lure of office, by
the glamour attached to association with those rvho
rvield power and authority. The dreams of all econom-
ists may not wholly be in the sphere of scholarship.
It is therefore not proper to consider the viewpoint of
any economist as the economic viewpoint under all
circumstances. Hence, it is a special task of all econo-
mists, or it should become their task, that they should
drastically and ruthlessly criticise one another's view-
points. They should constantly lay before the profes-
sion and before the public the difierent aspects of an
economic issue. Only then can the public be made
aware of when and where an economist rvho steps into
the world of policy has drawn a conclusion based upon
his non-economic bias, or upon the non-economist in-
fluences operating upon him. It is well known that
the men in authority are always on the quest for those
who will support their particular positions. The public
may be deluded in thinking that such and such an eco-
nomist influences the politician or the authorities,
though more often that not, it is the latter, rvho by

Itlarch 1968

picking the suitable brand of advisers, gets some techni-
cal support for his own positions."

The independence of many economists has been
seriously compromised by their acceptance of research
assignments from Governmental agencies, parti-
cularly the Planning Commission. In private, some
economists admit this as having happened in their case,
They regret their inability to appear on public plat-
forms where they may have to express views which
rvould be unpalatable to the powers that be, and thus
jeopardise the patronage doled out to them.

Many an Indian economist has fallen into another
trap also. He has sought to become a politician in
order to gain "popularity''. At best they have become
half-backed politicians just as many a full-fledged poli-
tician has become a half-baked economist with disastr-
ous results to the country. The economic mess in the
country is a tribute to the combined efiorts of both.

Unless the economists adopt a code of conduct and
assert their independence of thinking and maintain
their integrity, they will incur the wrath of the public
for dereliction of their duty.

NON-CONGRESS GOVERN/!4ENTS - Continued from pagc 7

rule, Haryana had a Ministry of 23 in a House of 8l
and the United Front had the support of 40. Techni-
cally, the Centre was not legally correct in imposing
President's rule lvhen the Ministry had the support of
a maiority in the legislature. The Centre could have
rvaited a little longer, given a longer rope to the United
Front and kept itself scrupulously aloof till the ruling
coalition lost its majority. Centre has to maintain not
merely constitutional proprieties but seem to be doing
it. The eight-party United Front government of
Punjab headed by Mr. Gurunam Singh had one thing
to its credit. It had promoted Hindu-Sikh unity which
never existed before. And the odium of bringing this
qovernnrent clorvn shoulcl squirrelv be placed on the
shotrlclers of tlic Congress. Congress supported the
clefection of 16 U.F. membels headecl by Mr. Lachman
Singh Gill to form a minority government.

The fall of the United Front governments in Bihar
and Uttar Pradesh is mainly due to their own internirl
strains and contradictions. The constituents of the
Unitecl Front were not even united on their minimum
programme. In Bihar, for example, there was a con-
troversy over the recognition of Urdu ancl about some
lancl refornrs. In U.P. thcre rvas a ragirrg controversY
over thc release of the arrcstccl State government cm-
plovet's ancl tlrc abolition ttf lancl re\'('nrre. Thcrt: rverc
lrllt'qations tlrnt irll ttrirristt'rs 11't'rtr strt'tltltlicrrintl tlrcir
orvn llartics trsinq tlre ollicial rttacltirtclt' ancl tlrat all
a<lvisorv comrnittees of the ministries u'ere filled rvith
prirtr-tnctt. Trr [r.P.. Cotttlttttttists arlrl S.S.l'. ttritlistcrs
resignecl so thet thev coultl freelv criticisc ancl agitatc.

The Congress has not covered itself with glory in
Bihar by supporting the ministry of Soshit Dal headed
by N{r. B. P. Mandal. Mr. Mandal is not a member of
the legislature and he was a minister for six months.
Norv he has been nominated to the Council by the
Governor.

There are rtrmblings in the ruling Samyukta
Viclhayak Dal of N'ladhya Pradesh. The Chief Minister
Mr. G. N. Singh has promised to support a Soshit Dal
of Adivasis and Harijans. The constituents of S.V.D.
are suspicious of each other.

The problem of defection has assumed gigantic
proportions. No party has come out of this unscathed.
Ancl, er-er1' partl' has bLrrnt its fingers. The blnn-re for
this state of affairs sliotrlcl be shared by all parties.
If tho so-called nrajor national parties refuse to rervard
clefectors u'ith ministersltips, there u'ould not be any
more clefections.

The Unitecl Flont governments all over India have
failed. But, they should succeed. Because on their
success depends the success of democracy. The Con-
gress rvhich providecl a stable government upto now
hrrs lo.st ground and is losing it rrrpiclly. No alternative
party seems to be emcrging to take its place. All
opposition parties nre gaining at thc cost of Congress.
.\ncl tlrc tlnitcd lrr.6rrls st'cr1 t9 lrr, ilevitithlc. So. [I.F.
tIovcnrr]rcnts slrorrlrI sttcrct'ccl. trl:u' bcr, otrt of thc cr-
periencc of the working of the U'F. governlnents,
polurisution of politir:ll lrott't's tttrv trrkc plact: ltttrl rt

trlo or three partt' svstttn lnllv elnerg('in lnrlia ttlo.



Withdrawal Of British Forces
Adam Adil

"tftHE sun never sets on the British Empire" rvas the
r complacent British belief in the 19th and the ffrst

half of the 2fth century. Even while facing worst days
of the Second World War, Prime Minister Winston
Churchill in a fit of imperialistic arrogance, declared
that he had not become His l\4ajesty's First Minister to
preside over the liquidation of the British Empire.

But hardly did the then proud Britishers or the
doggedly strong-willed Churchill realise that even the
mighty British empire was subject to change and
would be ultimately liquidated, and that Britain would
be reduced to a second rate power. Recently British
Chancellor of Exchequer Roy Jenkins admitted "we
are no longer a superpo*e.." 

-

The metamorphosis in the character of Britain as a
rvorlcl power began rvith the decision of Labour
Covernment in the .rvake of its coming to porver in
1945 under the leadership of Prime Minister Clement
Attlee, to grant freedom to British colonial countries
like India, Burma and Ceylon. These and other coun-
tries which were under hegemony of Britain for rvell
over a century became free in 1947 and after. Now,
there are ferv countries on British imperialistic roll.
Such countries as are still on that roll, like Swaziland,
are scheduled to attain freedom rvithin a short rvhile.

Nearly 20 years after the momentous British deci-
sion to permit the liquidation of British empire, Eng-
land has taken another, no less a momentous, decision.
That is to liquidate its military bases east of Suez.
These bases had remained as the last relics of British
imperial might and reminded the porvers that be that
Britain rvas still a power to count.

As a result of this decision, Britain rvill rvithdrarv
35,000 troops from Singapore and 6,000 from the
Pcrsian Gulf ilreas, bv 1971. It u'ill retain onlv 10,000
troops in Hong Kong. The mitin rcason behincl thc
clccision to u'ithclrarv forces is Blitain's inability to
bear thc heavy financial burden involved in rnaintain-
ing such a large force on foreign soil. It cost lJritain
nearly 2.4 billion dollars.

The decision to withdrarv British forces east of Suez
is a simple one so far as Britain is concerned. But it has
created a number of problems for other countries
especially in those u,hich dcrived fir.rancial and politi-
cal stabilitl, frorn those forces.

Uncloubtedly' the u'ithdras'al of British forces s,ill
c'rcltc a ltig prlu'cl vacuultr in tltc t'cgion corrrplisirrg
tlrc l''c'tlt'r'atii-,rr ol Ilalavsia lrrcl tlr., ir.r.ri-llr i.;l.Lir.l ,,1

Singaptllr.. This rc'gion, cou)-tantl)' rrnclcr tlrc slirrclou'
of Chinese tlircat hncl its morale boostecl bv the prc-
.serrcc oI tlrc I]r'itish trclops as uell ls lrv tlre stlategic

accessibility of the British fleet on Far Eastern waters.
The withdrawal of the British troops would in a way
result in tl-re loss of self conftdence on the part of
counhies affected to resist Chinese threat. Fortunately,
however, both the Federation of Malaysia and Singa-
pore have taken steps towards organising a NATO-
style defence agreement with Australia and New
Zealand. Although such an agreement may not ade-
quately compensate for the pull-back of the British
troops, it is bound to lay the foundation of a permanent
defence arrangement which will ensure the safety and
security of the region. Further, on its own Singapore is
moving closer to Japan, which will help the island's
Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew, to quote his own words,
"to develop my own muscles."

The porver vaclrum in the Middle East, where the
British troops guarded the Persian Gulf oil route will
not be as great as that in the Far East. A number of
oil States namely Iran, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and
Bahrain, have already shown a desire for a strong self-
help alliance. Further, troops afiected in this region by
the withdrawal is not as large as in the Far East.
Secondly, the oil States did not have to depend upon
the British troops for their economic stability as has
been the case rvith Singapore. Yet, the pull-back does
constitute a risk rvhich the oil countries must safeguard
against. The most likely trouble-makers in the region
u'ill be the militant leftist parties or groups who are
under the influence either of Russia or China.

Whatever may be the repurcussion of the British deci-
sion to rvithdrarv troops from east of Suez, the British
financial plight due to large defence commitments is
genuine. Britain has 4,29,000 men in uniform; its nary
has always been in the trim and streaming regularly
thr<-xreh the oceans of thc s,orlcl, its military bases are
situatccl at rnost strategic plitces, its air forcc keeps
ir rlatch flom Curns,all to Hong Kong, it maintains
52,000 troops on the Rhine, and supports a sizable part
of \\/est's clefence potentiality. AII this means money-
trcmenclous money, rvl-riclr Britain, under present
circnmstances, carl hardly afford. Recently, Britain
rvas forcecl to cancel an order for 50 U.S.A.-111 srving-
rving jet craft in order to save one billion dollars over
ten )'ears.

Uncler tlre circrrnrstanct's Rritair.r's decision to s'ith-
clras' its troops from the east of Suez is understanclallle.
IJtrt tlrc clccision call.s lor ct'rtititr itnurccliatc salcgtrnrds
.r{.iiii.,I sr,iiriiiiliii"t ir,lilir.iti.,i, ir, [1,., it[]..tc'cl rcgiorrl;.
Fortunatel,r', as statccl carlic'r' tlie regior.rs thernselvcs
lrrt' alclt ugairrst srr<lr rt rlittrgrrr rurd are plannitrg to tlrke

l0trtllirtttt't/ tttt ltLtgc l0)



Higher Education In India+
R. Srinivasan

HILE higher education in India ambles along
there gather books and more books analysing

the maladies, suggesting cures, and generally ofiering
wholesome advice. Either the suggestions remain
mere paper exercises or perhaps the advisors get
vicarious satisfaction-you may not be able to politick
through the countless committees and boards that
infest our universities, but you may at least write to
get things off your chest. Thus most writings on the
improvement of higher education remain mainly
academic exercises; the universe that is analyzed may
well exist in the Antipodes or on the moon. For this,
certainly the analysts are not to be blamed. We have
to lay the blame on the system. What is true of higher
and lower education in our country is true of our
public co4>orations, of our transport service or our
government.

Therefore, educationists take each othert washing
and the system if anything needs a thorough cleans-
ing, a more thorough clean-up than was envisaged
nearly seventy years ago. Our educational system is
responsive only to student mobs who will gherao
university officials, to trrcliticians who will happily use
it for bestowing their favours, to the baits of the
University Grants Commission and to the big stick and
soft words of Foundations, native and foreign. In this
context writings on Indian educatiorr remind us of
those exotic plants kept in the waiting rooms of inter-
national air terminals; artificially Iighted by elech'i-
city, they have no value except as poor decoration.

Against this state of educational affairs, a ferv
optimists have been battling, but in vain. Professor
Shah collected a magniffcient volume of essays on
Education, Scientific Policg and Underdeoeloped
countries. Along with Principal Airan he edited
another volume, Climbing a Wall of Gl.ass. While the
earlier mentioned book rvas noticed rvell by the press,
in the educational circles, curiotrsly', there rvas not a
ripple. The present volume on higher education
originally appeared in a special issue of the Quest.
The Quest contributions were supplemented by about
half a dozen pieces and the result is the present
volume. Its merits are several, It contains some
excellent analysis on the system of higher education;
for instance, the piece by Edwarcl Shils has been
rescued from the near oblivion of nn olcl Encounter
file. One n.ray not at all agree rvith Professor Kamat's
trnalysis of the recommendations of the Education
Commission. IIc i.s too u'on'iecl al;out thc possibility
of <:astcisrn crccpir.rg into higlrcr cclrrc.ation, s-crc tlit'
universities to be classifiecl into major, minor ancl

'Editcd by .\. U. Shtrh, Lalvani, Ilornbay
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infant. But why should not casteism of a sort enter
into education? The ffrst class of a university exami-
nation do form a caste-for "a non-ffrst class" cannot
enter into the charmed circle. Colgate University is not
Harvard; neither is Agra, Delhi. Why not then recog-
nize this? But whatever, the opinions of Professor
Kamat, they are worthwhile reading, thinking has gone
into his formulations and one can respectfully differ
from him. Principal Dhabolkar takes the limited
theme of creatively channelizing the widely prevalent
unrest among the youth of the colleges, and his sug-
gestions are definitely worthy of consideration. Pro-
fessor Hulbe's piece on the work that his college did
by way of rural reform is virtually a repetition of an
earlier piece that he wrote in another book on educa-
tion. The only saving grace of its inclusion here, is
that the other book has joined the diplodocus. Professor
Taylor again repeats a theme on which he has written
earlier-the reform of our examination system and a
proposal for boldly reorganizing the entire scheme.
But though his theme is old, his suggestions are novel
and the details worked out indicate careful considera-
tion of the problems from several angles. Mr. V. V.
John's essay is inconsequential and the volume would
have lost nothing by its exclusion.

Though academic men perhaps have some claim to
lvrite on higher education, have other sections for-
feited the right? The businessmen, the bankers, the
political leaders, the social reformers have as much a
stake in higher education as have educationists-in fact
education is too precious to be left solely to the educa-
tionists; the public should debate the issues involved.
If this is a legitimate claim, the book does suffer from
a rather narrow orientation-for no non-academic
person has been asked to contribute to this volume.

Surprisingly, when one tries to think of another
book on higher education in India, rvhich has a similar
tvide coverage, one finds that there is none such. This
is perhaps the greatest value of this. But the lack of
an index makes it difficult to use and the editor would
perhaps agree with your revierver that this indeed is
a serious shortcoming.

(Continued front page 9)
effective precautions. But United States has its orvn
role to perform in this respect. It may not seek to fill
the power vacuum createcl in the regions by its orvn
military presence. But it cannot obviously absolve it-
self of its responsibility, in the interest of *'orld peace
and the political stabilitv of these areas, of strengthcn-
ing ancl consolirlating tlrcr mutrral dr:fcnct: arrangc)
ments among countrics both in thc Iiar East and the
Nlicldle East, affectecl b1' thc British clccision for troop
pull-back.I967. lts. l5



Revieovs
'.lhe South East AsianWorld

Prof. Keith Buchanan, G. Bell ,& Sons, London (1967),
27s. 6d.

SOUTH East Asia has now acquired immense im-
u portance in world politics.. As a result there is a

spate of books and articles on the region. Prof.
Buchanan's book, however, stands as a class by itself.
It has many ra{e qualities such as depth of scholar-
ship, an original point of view and a comprehensive
presentation of the subject. The book enables the
ieader to have a panoramic view of the region, of the
life there and of its manifold problems. It is written
in a mallifuent style.

Prof Buchanan rightly claims this volume to be
prima.rly concerned with trends and forces that have
been shaping the diverse nations of the region. In the
opinion of the author there are many common pro-
blems in S.E. Asia despite glaring diversities. He
discerns the growth of a cultural revolution in the area

as a reaction to the humiliating treatment meted out
to the indigenous culture by the colonialists'

The term 'predeveloped region' is used to describe
S.E. Asia as this was in the past a region of developed
and sophisticated societies whose plogress lvas retarded
and stiflled by Westeln colonialism'

The easy accessibility of these countries, their rich
rice-growing soil and the absence of dense population
are the reasons cited to explain the heavy migration
into the area as well as the racial, cultttral, religious
and linguistic diversities to. be found there.

The author narrates how the second World War
altered the situation and how the Japanese success

<iisproved the rnyth of European invincibility and how
the Japanese controlled areas began to smoulder rvith
nationalist feelings which gradually weakened the
colonial structure. One of the most important aspects

of political geography of S.E. Asia, we are told, is.the
si:erch for national identitl' as those countries hacl to
acccpt after inclepertcleuce territorial clcularciltiotrs
rrrbitrarily settled by the foreigner. Prof. Buchar.ran

rnaintains tliat the gcopolitical study' of this region
u'ould be incomplete r'vithout reference to the per-
sonalities of Charisrnatic leaders and their ideologies.

Three geopolitical forces clash or converge here in
the region according to the author' They are:

( 1) the struggle of the emergent countries to assert

tlieir inclividualities ancl achieve itn economic
breaktl'rrough

(2) thc influt'nc'e of thc Asian communist regime
(rl) the trttt:nrpts of thcr \Vest ancl csllt'citrllv tlrc U.S'

ttt ciritnrtei tirc filst lLttti cotttttctticl tiic s(:r'(/lrLl.

Thc countric's of thc rc'gion are goitrg throlrqlr rr

:;torrrtr- 1-lt'r'iod of trirnsition. Tlrt. tlt'u'rt-gilrlcs lll'c

struggling in their experiments with different political
systems. It is a struggle between life and death to them.

The reader is fascinated as he glances at the'plates'
which include many attractive pictures depicting the
life, art, architecture, agriculture and natural vegetation
of the region very graphically. This section enhances
the intrinsic value of the book.

V. B. PereNxen

Can lndira Accept This ChallengeP
S. Viiayanand Bharathi, Distributors, Vora & Co., Bombay,
Rs. 20l-.

HIS big book of over 500 pages is a bold attempt
towards exposition of problems facing the country

since the stmggle for Independence entered the final'
stage. In the introductory chapter, the author has
discussed, rather deeply, the working of the Indian
National Congress. Here, he has also taken pains to
analyse the role of religion in Indian politics.

After Independence, Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru, as the
ffrst Prime Minister, started shaping the destiny of the
country. It was difficult for any author not to take
a note of his decisions and directives. While uphold-
ing the bold and sound decisions of Mr. Nehru and
supporting his bravq and timely actions, Shri Bharathi
spares no wofds to expose his short-falls and his wrong
decisions. Pointed reference has been made by the
author to the dreams of Nehm which were based, he
says, on no scientific basis. The chapter on Nehru and
his policies is rather lengthy but rightly so.

The author needs to be complimented for his efforts
to make his study complete from all angles. Firstly,
it is an objective stucly. Secondly, he has scmpulously
refrained from being drawn into party politics. This
has helped him to paint an unbaised picture of the
political life as it exists toclay.

The chapter on 'Defence of India' needs particular
rnention. Every reader can clraw from it lessons for
himself and for the country. In fact, this chapter
should be also read abroad. It provides a suitable
reply to the question 'Defence against whom?' which
usecl to be a favourite question of N4r. Nel-rru and his
rlrrr:;t inc{ffcient Dt'fcr-tcc' \Iinistcr at the timc rl'ht.rtr
(lornrnunist China inr,nclecl Inclia in 1962.

f irc question "\\/hat is Planned Economy?" has also
becn ablv discussecl in thc chapter devoted to plan-
ning.

On the bnckground of the national vacuum created
by Mr. Nchlu's death, N{r. Shastri assumed the res-
por.rsibilitl' b1' bccoming thc sccond Primc Nlinister of
the s'orld's largest clenrocracy. His career was, ltotl'-
cver, short. tr'lrs Inclir:r Ganclhi ]ras been leading thr:
c'ountrv sincc lris trntirnclv clcath. Thc author
intloclrrccs hcr. l-rrrt stops thcle. Presrrmabh', to rvait
rrn<1 s,irtcir lrou' slrt' rro\'('s lru'ilter'. Ilc lrrrs onlr' ltosecl
l)rt r1it..;i,,,i,. l-.,,, l,,.lii., .i.t.'i,l il;;.; .lilill.;r';,r.' IIi
Itlls tlttt llt'<'srltlt.rl t':rtisr'cr it' 

.{crIr-rr.r G..arcil,

)l
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rloans round with many voices. Come, #;;t"l"il
'Tis not too late to seek d newer world."

Mr. Johnson has made it clear where he stands. He
is a global American. This is the real issue of the elec-
tion, and on this issue Mr. Johnson represents what is
radical and adventurous in the American spirit.

-Tha Economist, December 30.

Begistered No. MII272

-Tenng*m,

Democratic socialism, like vintage capitalism, is the
natural victim of modem technology and associated
organization and planning. I

-J. I(. Galbraith, former U.S. Ambassador in India,
The Netp Industrial Stata, February 3.

It was the sudden gleam in the human mind that
generated ideas. Committees did not discover penicil-
lin or invent the jet engine.

-Dr. Atma Ram, Tim.es of lndia, January 4.

Now I can tell you that the so-called planning never
helps the peasants but creates difficulties!

-Gulzarilal Nanda, March of the Nation, February 3.

Tito seems convinced he has found a way to make a
Communist system rvork-abandon it.

-U.5. News & World Report, January 15.

It is patriotic to die, but not to lie, for one's country.

-Aleksandr Girizburg, Soviet writer, quoted in

Tinte,lanuary 19.

People with a little, rather than people with noth-
ing, make revolutions.

-Colin Cross, Obsorcer, February 4.

In India more than in most countries the political
climate is determinecl largel-v bv the economic atmos-
phere.

-Frank lvloraes, The Indian Exptess, February 5.

If any millowner closes his mill saying no profit, we
shall catch him and put him in prison and make him
do hard labour until he vomits every pie of the rvorkers'
money.

-S. A. Dange, Tlrc Llindu, February' 2.

Burn the Courts, Tear the Constitution, Hang Indira
Gandhi.

-Slogans raised by students of Marxist-led Kerala
Students'Fecleration, The Indiut Exprcss, February 19.
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The eventual fate of South and Southeast Asia
depends more and more on the decisions of America,
China and Russia than on the decisions of the nations
of the area.

-Singapore's Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yerv
quotecl in Tinrc, February 23.

'['lrc r\lr,rrxist part,v has c'stablishccl itst'lf as tltt' mttst
prosperous capitalist crntct'priscr in the State (Kerala).

-fVL Sivirran"t. 'l'he Economic 'I'irrtcs. F'ebrrran' 27
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