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Its Achievements

And F ailures
Saadi

minority, who did not c<lunt in the organisational or
governmental set-up. It was clear that the trvo leaders
who dominated the Bhubaneshwal scene and enjoyed
the support of the vast rnajority of the delegates
rvere Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri and ]r4r. S. K. Patil,
who brought to bear sobriety and rnature thinking
upon the Bhubaneshwar resolutions. Probably Mr.
Nehru's absence also made a difierence; the delegates
applied their minds to the problbms of the day with
a sense of responsibility unlike other tirnes whcn they
rvould leave the thinking part to N'lr. Nehru.

Whatever may be the weaknesses of the Bhuba-
neshwar resolution, it must be irdmitted that it
represents the genuine desire of the Congressrnen to
irnprove tlie lot of the Indian people. The difficulty
involved in defining socialisnr <:oncretely is a leal
one, for socialisrn means difierent thing to different
people and as Professor C. E. \I. Joad said socialism
rvas like a hat s'hich had lost its shape because too
rnauy people had worn it. Hence to blanre Congress
delegates for their failure to define socialism clearly
at Bhubaneshu'irr s'ould be out of place. Even Karl
.l![ar.x, u'ho clainred to have evolved a scientific theory
of socjalisnr, could not define it clearll'. Except that
he was a good social thinker and nrade a cornple-
hensivc analysis of capitalist s,vstent, s'hiclr rvith
the passage of tiure, has provecl partlv incorrect.
\larx could not bring out in arrv of his books. a clear
picture of socialist society, be1'<lnd the stage of social
levolutit.rrr arrcl the cstablislunent of thc dictatorship
of the proletariat. I{is concept of thc ultirnate wither-
ing as'ay of tlie stirte is also a Lazv one. All the
subsequent efforts at defining s<lcialisnr including
those by Bernard Sharv, Sydnel' Webb and Harold
Lasky have met u'ith tlte snme fate. Therefore, Con-
gress perfounance at Bhubanesltrvar rvas in no way
surprising.

The failure t-rf tshubueshrvar, therefore, lies not
in its failure to deffne socialisnr, but in its inability
to tackle certain pressing econontic problems, espe-
cially that of increasing poverty of the people. As a
rnatter of fact, the preoccupation rvith the impossible
task of deffning socialism, diverted the attgntion of
tlre clelegate, fio* the iminediate need of irlcre.rsing
tlrc rvealth of the country by expandilrg industrial
arrd agricultural production rvhiclr itlonc can lrelp to
rlccrease the extent o[ povertf in the cnuntry. Fur-
tlrer', tlrele is the alliecl problem of stepping up
cxpolts, u,hiclr is cssetrtial for irnpaltirtg irnpcrtus to

NSPITE of the best efforts of Congress leaders as
)ecember 11, rvell as rank and ffle to deffue clearly their. concept

i socialism, the resolution on democtacy and socia-
. in -insidioutm, adoptecl at the 68th Plenary Seision of the'
ing but withl6;"n Nitional Congress at Bhubaneshwar is iu no

'ay less ambiguous than tlre ones adopted by thc
)ecember l3:ganisation frdnr tinre to time, embodyiirg its social

:jectives, right from its Karachi session in 1931. The
rt rs oDvroushubaneshwar resolution too, at best, embodies pious
linn Express.ishes of a generation of Congressmen, who wintecl
)ecember 16, ,"*" thir country by lr"iuely trying to bring

.)out social revolrrtion in the country by peaceful
ttsterNehru)rcl legitirnate means. yct tlre Bhubaneslnvar r.esoltr-

?rarero 
p.ot1")"n hai its orur achie'erneuts, for. it recognises certain

head ol thgndamental tenets of denrocratic socialisnr rvheu it
glt]:i:l* . r1's "socialism does not nrerell' signify changes in
ljecember url 

""onomic 
relirticns i:r the roc-iety'. It in;oh,es

.r r. i, rrrdarnental clranges iu the social structrrre, in \r'ays

."-^|l-t:-l:io thirrkirrg und ',iats of liring.....Caste and classI DOOrer now"""lve no place in socielist order......Old ideas about
rivileue on tlrr' |111qi5 of hirtlr ol ciiste ot clllss or-usturl I trlrcs.

^ - -.-"'-:i(urey or thc hieralc'hv ol'o{licc slrorrld be cliscirrdecl.
IJecember o'he iignity of Jabotrr" shorrlcl be recognisecl. Incleed,

re dignity of the inclividual in every grade of life
vlrs. Suc^eto,u119. be ensured." Especially in the context of thc:

; C;;;;;;rnditions prevailing. in Iudia today. recognitiorr of
""'lese important social objectives is very essential; and

le or 
'arlia-gain, 

in vierv of ther t1'rannies established in 'the
arne of socialisrn in cornrnutrist countries, emph:rsis

,ecember l4.n.th" dignity of the indiviclrrirl is equally necessary.
'='Apparently the so-called "progressives" - the left

betr'c.n the'ilg qltremists -.wel'e rre:rrly strccr,ssful in imposing
ii" gif. ----reir dogmas such as the nationalisation of banks

,rl.r Cou,I."rrnd the unrestricted extension of state en_terprise 
-in

)"";il;-t:U sectors of econornv, orr Congress and that the----- -.enerality of Congressmelt wel'e being unwittingly
c irr the gprken in b1' their rabid vehemence. This irnpression

i ,.,rd Scsi'ias creirtecl by nervspitpers rvlro playecl up the

rrrcti'c lyilppeeclres of tlre cxtnrmists. likc \lr. Krishrrir \{cnon
ty. nd lVlr. K. D. \lalaviva. Actuall,v, however, thesc
o't,rnbcr ll.xtlentistr cotrlcl carrl u'ith thern onlv irn insignifican{
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inCustrial expansion and also of utilising the foreign
k'ans properly and judiciously so as to quicken the
pace of general economic progress.

It is true that it was vaguely realised that one
clrnnrt serve the poor by depriving the rich of the
r','i'-reivithals at their comrnand and that nationalisa-
liorr of all means of production is no solution. But
ilrc point u'as not pressed in a positive manner. lvlr.
S. ii. Patil, the keen realist that he is, has been saying
ti:ai equal distribution of wealth would only mean
.i.r equal distribution of poverty - an argument
u'hich is forcefully borne out by the annual per capita
jn( o:ne today which is less than Rs. 300. The moment
il is realised that per capita income is an index of
tiri: income whjch will accrue to an individual if the
eliire wealth of the nation is equally distributed
ar;.cngst all citizens, the theory of equal disbibution
falls to the ground. The solution of the problem of
poverty lies in the increase in the national produc-
tion, which with appropriate planning towards social
u'elfare accompanied with democratic social legisla-
tion, can lead to equitable distribution - a lesson
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which India can fruidully learn from the examples of
Britain, West Germany and Scandinavian countries.
Bhubaneshrvar did not, horvever, apply its mind
seriously in these directions.

Again, corruption was sought to be condemned,
but no serious thinking at &scovering its causes or
the steps for its eradication rvas done. Therefore, the
condemnation of corruption also remained merely a
pious wish. The fact that the stranglehold of
bureaucracy instead of loosening has tightened, and
this, in turn, has led to comrption *t all adminisha-
tive levels thus vitiating even the efiective function-
ing of democratic traditions, rvas also overJooked. The
problem of bureaucracy, which is indeed a serious
one, was not touched at all.

Yet, Bhubaneshwar constihrtes an important mile.
stone in the history of Congress, as it represents the
sincere desire of Congressmen to clear their minds
of the ideological confusion, which vras so charac-
teristic of them in recent years, and to grapple with
the problems of the day in a realistic manner.

o

to

been the ambition of Nasser to create United Arab
Republic, comprising all Arab states under a common
socialistic parliamentary constitution. Egypt and
Sy'ria, ioined in a federation, but after an experiment
of three years, Syria rvithdrerv in 1961. In April 1963,
a tripartite union of Egypt, S;nia and Iraq rvas
proclaimed. The proclaimed aim of the U.A.R. u'as
"unity is a revolution especially because it is strongl,'-
connected rvith the question of Palestine and the
national duty to liberate it." The statement rnentioned
the need for military unity.

The interual situation in Egypt hardly jrrstifies the
bravado with rvhich Nasser has conducted his foreign
policy. Egypt has proclaimed itself the leader of
the ill-assorted groups which have undermined the
power of Britain in Arabia. It has promoted revolts
in dissenting states. A vast army is bogged in Yemen
and returning officers are presented with a Nasser
baby car made in Egypt, to compensate for the
destruction of half th-e 

-forces in a hopeleti *at.
Egypt, rvith a fertile basin, watered by the Nile for
thousands of years, today, lives on American aid
and bankers'loans. In the name of Socialism, individ-
ual business enterprise and the middle class have
been stilled; there is no public opinion and no real
criticism is permitted; voting for parliament is on the
staudard lines in a one party dictatorship.

In this situation Nasser has been eminently success-

l-

Israel And Arab States
Raman Desai

JT may be well to remember that the Arab statesr are mainly the residuary legatees of the Ottoman
Erripire. The Palestine Mandate in favour of the
British in 1922, divided Palestine into Israel and

Jordan, the latter comprising nearly four-fifths of the
area. Britain gave up the N{andate in 19-18. The
United Nations General Assembly then intended to
create an Arab State rvith 4,500 square miles of
area which would have accommodated the displaced
and nomadic Arabs totalling nearly' a rnillion pel'sons.
But this Arab State received no support from any of
the participants and rnost of the territory' intended
for the Arab States was annexed by Egypt and

Jordan. It is interesting to recall these events to shorv
how far the sympathy for the Arab refugees governs
the political manoeuvrings of the Arab leaders.

The population of Israel in 196l stood at about
2.2 million persons. The non-Jervish population in
1962, Christian, Arab, Druse, numbered 2A5,000
persons. Ever since 1948, the Arab States have enter-
ed into sundry alliances to boycott Israel and ioin in
amred attacks. But the relations betrveen the Arabian
states and Egypt have been invariably strained,
varied only by repeated attempts by Egypt under
President Nasscr to undermine authority in those
States rvhich clid not subscribe to his supremacy.

Ever since Nasser succeeded Naguib as Premier
in 1954 and rvas elected President in 1956, it has
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ful in playing on the West and the communist coun-
tries for rivalry in foreign aid. Like all despots he
turns his country's attention to the popular, if
dangerous, target of Israel. Egypt has barred Israel
shipping, and even cargoes destined for Israel, from
the Suez Canal. In December 1963, the Arab states
rvidened the boycott by threatening British ffrms,
which dealt with Israel, rvith blacklisting and refusal
of import licences in Arab states. In this threat,
electrical ffrms, gold mining concerns and even
insurance companies were involved. The matter came
to a head with the resignation of Lord Mancroft, a

Jewish Director of Norwich Union Insurance Com-
pany, with the obiect of not embarrassing the com-
pany's interests in Arabian states. The British people
and the Government reacted strongly against this kind
of interference in the domestic affairs of Britislr
ftrms and their right to trade overseas.

The latest attemDt of the Arab states to unite in
hate of Israel is the decision at a summit session on
the 17th January ,1964-to combine'into a joint military
command. The Assembly accused Israel of threaten-
ing Arab security and world peace through its scheme
to use the rvaters of the ]ordan river to fertilise the
desert of Neger'. The Assembly called for "liberation
from Zionist imperialism" and agreed to unite for
"organising the Palestine people and enabling them
to liberate their orvn country." The Israel proiect
on the Jordan rvas termed "aggression against the
Arab rvaters." After all this the Assembly, under-
standably, declared its faith in non-alignment and
peaceful co-existence, in the fashion of sanctimonious
oriental incantation popularised by our Indian elders.

The present quarrel relating to Israel utilising the
s,aters of the Jordan river, although in reality an
cxcuse for a quarrel, has a long history. Israel has a
coastal plain, fertile and u'atcred; but it has also a
semi-desert region, the Negcv in the South. Negev
extends frorn Beersheba to Aqaba on the gulf of the
Elath. Rainfall is adequate in the North at about
40 inches in the year but rneagre at 8 inches in the
Central and totally inadequate in the South. Israel
proposes to develop the Negev region, which when
lyaterecl could accommodate a large number of
imrnigrants, and has huge resources irr phosphates,
copper, oil, gas and potash. By bringing a 100-
mile pipeline from the Jordan, it is proposed to irri-
gate one lac acres of land.

Israei plans to tap the Lake Kinneret which lies in
its territory. The Lake has an area of 64 sq. miles
and of its rvater content Israel will utilise only one-
fifth. The Arab states claim that the neighbouring
areas, throrrgh which Jordan passes, will be denuded
of rvater. But Syria has trvo large rivers including
the mighty Euphrates; Lebanon has several rivers aud
Jorclan has tlrree rivers rvhich-arnply serve their needs.
In 1953, Mr. Eric Johnston as Eisenhos'er's represen-
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tative, undertook the task of negotiating an agreed
poLcy of rvater control irr these areas and after two
years' research, the tecl,nical experts of Israel, Syria,
Jordan and Lebanon agreed on a common scheme.
This technically approved scheme vuas rejected by
the Arab states, precisely on political grounds. When
the Arabs insist that Israel as a State should be liqui-
dated, there would appear to be no common ground
at any technical level of cooperation in any ffeld of
activity. It has now been alleged that Israel is bent
on diverting the Jordan unilaterally. But the Yarmak
river, which also feeds Israel, has been diverted by
the kingdom of Jordan since lg58 unilaterally and
Syria has started drawing on the same river in the
North. It is alleged that because of Israel's activities
the rvaters -of the lorver Jordan will become saline;
actually, it appears that it is the diversion of the
sweet waters of the Yarmak, by the kingdom of
Jordan, which sweet waters joining the saline waters
of the Jordan river kept the latter at a low enough
salinity to .suit irigation, which will make the
u'aters too saliue for crops. Thus the game of
accusing the rv:rrden by the poacher, continues in
the noisy rvorld of Arab politics,

Our foreign policy rvhich has supported the Arab
States and Nasser in particular has hitherto been
reticent in taking sides in this particular matter. Mr.
Nehru has not been favourably inclined to Israel
generally and one call, at best, expect him to remain
non-aligne<l in this controversr'. But there is no reason
rvhy public opinion in India should uot stress un-
equivocally rvhere justice resides. The parties in
opposition should nou' combine to fonnulate a com-
mon rational foreign policy', based on our needs for
securitl', rvhen it is cluitc obvious that N'Ir. Nehru's
foreign policy lies in sharnbles. And in this policy the
first statcnrcnt shorrkl bc that mcrnbers of thc
Uuited Nations should not be permitted to form
alliances to extirpate niilitarily an unrvanted neigh-
bour, and that Israel has corne to stay notrvithstand-
ing the clamour of our fair u'eatler friends from the
Alab states. Our sl,mpathies must sulely lie with a
people who have been houncled for generations and
rvho onll' the other day suffeled a massacre of over
six million of their kinsmen at the hands of Hitler.
Today in \\rest Germany there remain only 2I,000

Jews in a population of 5.5 crores and it is a fact that
Adenaur lyould have liked to extend a cordial hand
to Israel but w'as afraid of incurring the wrath of
Arab States. No such inhibition should prevail with
the people of India, rvhose proud racial memories
include asylum to Christians, within a hundred years
of Christ, to Jews after the destruction of the ternple
of Jerusalem, to Parsis 1200 1'ears ago; ancl our pride
is all the more robust that thc descendants of these
refugces havc, anrply reu'arclecl the country b1' tlreir
devotion.



Ministerial Corruption
A. G. Mulgaonkar

T\ : r,cent months, the subject of corruption in high
rpl r.es has been receiving a great deal of attention.
r:,-,i ..r;,ly among the public, but also among leaders
cI 1 ,. Congress and it would now appear as if even
ilre ''ovemment is waking up. For long the official
(lr,r::'r',,'ss attifude rvas: "Corruption? There is none;
it j'; ril chrrracter assassination. Didn't Lord Denning
sa)' : ) his report that public men are rnore vulner-
ablc irrday than they rvere and further that scandal-
o!rs ;lformation arbout u'ell-knou'n people has becomc
a nuu'ketable commodity." But rvhat is being convcn-
ierrtly' forgotten is the very important addition to the
first sentence of Lord Deuning. What he actually
said n,rrs that "public rnen Are more vulnerable today
rnore ttran they rvere; and it behoves them, eveu
nroi'e than ever, to give no cause fclr scandal." Thcr
ftrll irnplications of this acldendum seern to have
(:.\.'.:t)cd a large number of people, including even
1lr. Nehru. In his note to the President on the Kairon
affiijr, he justified his orvn attihrdc to the rvhole
qtrcstion of ministerial corruption or rather to
clrarq,,'s of corruption against ministers by quoting
tlre nrthoritv of the ffrst part of the scntence of Lord
Denning and omittiug the latter. The sentence in
\lr. Nehlu's note rvas: "public men have becomc
rnrrre vuhrerable since scandalous information is a

nrarketable cornrnodity u'hich has buyers." The omis-
sion is significant as shou'ing the rvhole attitude of
IIr. Nerlrru and his Government and, indeed, the
rvholc Congrcss Pirrtv to the qucstion of rninisterial
corrtrption. Public rnerr (nrore than others) are cer-
tainlv utorc vulrtcniblt'toclav tltan tltev rlere. arrrl

thcrefore Lord Dcnning ernphasises (ancl \{r. Nchnr
omits ) that it behoves them, even more than ever,
to give no cause for scandal. Correctly interpreted,
thcrefore, that scntencc means incxorably that u'hen-
evcr public men do give cause for scandal, they must
rrcccssirrily ans\\'er for it, Instead, rvhat rve find is
concertcd effort at ',r'hite-rvashing olr every occasion
a scandal involving a political figure (belonging to
the nrling parry") errupts.

In this connection a statemeltt on Administrativc:
Proccdure, nreant for tlre Secretariat officers, laid
bcforc Parliament by the Prime lr{inister, on the 10th
August 1961, may be relevant. He stated that lreads
of depirrtment should report on corruption in their
office and corruption should be dealt rvith in a plan-
ned nranner. He rvent on to state: "Powers rvill also
bc taken by Government fol rveeding out officials
u'ho arc incffective and against rvhorn suspiciott
exists arnorrrrting to lnor:rl conviction."

Thrrs tltc "suspicirtu uurouuting to tttot'al convic-

{

tion" is good enough for a govenrurent officer but
surely, in a far stronger measure the same criteria for
enquiry' rnust be adopted for \Iinistels. You canlloi
have a double standard for ministers and Govern-
rnent servants and if any such disclirnination should
exist, the scveriby should rest more heavily on the
\linister than on Govemrnent servants.

In dealing rvith the problem of corruption in high
places in its several aspects including its eradication
u'c havc first of all to considel its origin. When we
talk of colruptiou in high places, \vc necessarily mean
not orrlv tlrc politiciarrs (i.c. political leaders irres-
pectivc of their party alfiliations ) but also high
ofFcials of governrnent ilt Secretariirl level. There-
forc iu cousidering the rvhole question unless tve
keep in nrind the distinction bets'ecn the hvo kinds
of c'orrtrption. politicirl and ollicial. some coufusion
is likely to arise. Iu any case, the reuredies to deal
u ith tlreur must of necessity dillcr altbough it is, of
cours(', possible that cases nray arise in which one
lras bcc.n influenced by the other. To any one tvho
lras hacl a fairly' closc contact rvith political life in
this corrntrl' ciuring the last thirty or forty years and
also rviih olEcial life, the de'terioration in both is most
tiislrt'atrtening and causes a serious doubt in one's
nrinil :rbout the grorvth of denroc'ratic instihrtions in
tl,is c<-r'.rntrr'. Tlrere c'anntrt be the slightest doubt
tlrai if corruption on the scrrlc it exists at present
continrrcs rrrrcheckecl the f rrture of this countrf is
cl,rik urrcl the plospect of a clenroc'r'.rtic rval' of lifc
t.ikirrg rtxlt is porlr. If u'e take ir goocl look at some of
tlr<' Lltir-r -'\rrrc'ricrtrt counttit's. litr,:l cvt'n sorne nearer
to orrr llorclers. u'e rvill firrrl tlrr.ir tlcrrrocrutic institu-
tions floundering in the nrud of political cormption.
Lct us thercfore recognise thc cril of corruption for
u'hat it is: thitt it is a dire pelil faciug tlie country
ancl that it is second to none, uot cvcn to the Chinese
nrcnucc, in its darrgcrous possillilitr'. Inclirr's histor.v-
is replete s'ith exarnples of col'r'upt n'rinisters being
in trcacherous lcaguc s'ith thc crtelnv across the
lroldcr at the same tirne.

'l-lre <lrrcstion. tlrcrcforc, <ttrc ltust iIIls\\'cr is, rvhl'
colrtrption Irrs irrclcased so tlanl Iirncs over sittce
indcpcnrlencc. One main cause can easily be pointed
out ancl it is that thc Congress and the country no
less. havc, allorved tlternsclves to bc dominated by
slogans. Intleccl, Congress Raj has becomc principally
rr slogirrr raj. Tlrc latcst example of this is lr'lr. Nanda's
tr:cr:nt declalation thirt corrtrption u'as on tlre wauc
;rn<l that u'ithin t\\'o years it rvotrlcl be rooted out.
(irrn anyorrc llclicve tlris? If Ilr. Nanda himself llc-
lievr:s tlris. Ilr.rrr it rrit-tst lrc alis ,,1 tltc rvolst crrses of
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self-dec,eption. Mr. Morarji Desai clairns that comrp-
tion today is much less than in British Cays. Let us
be frank and admit that corruption has taken deep
roots and can only be rootecl out by the sterneit
neasures even when sornetirnes, as is bound to
happen, some prominent ffgures in public life are
involved. During the last forty years a climate of
hypocrisy has pervaded in the public life of the
country. In that climate, men of straw, talking glibly
of their own worth and services, even of their- purity,
have succeeded in climbing the band-rvagon bf the
Congress organisation, eventually, in quite a fer,v
instances, reaching ministerial rank. It is India's
tragedy that m:rny such men being in power ( or
having been in power because the icy hand of death
or nemesis oth6rwise has overtaken some few) should
guide its destinies and shape its future. In India, we
see a curious phenomenon, which must be peculiar
to this country, that men discarded as having lost
the conftdence of their countrymen for on-e reason or
another (including want of probity) should continue
to be prominent in public life instead of retiring into
a well-merited oblivion. Cromwellian integrity was
the term applied recently by a foreign correspondent
to a well-known Congress leader, forgetting that
Cromwell nominated his own son, Richard, succ€ssor
in his own oftce of Lord Protector. Poor ffsh that
Richard was, within a few weeks of succeeding his
father, he desired nothing better than to retire to the
country, thus making the return of the Stuart Charles
II easy and the collapse of the Cromrvellian revolu-
tion certain. Slogans, long after they lnrr" ltecome
nothing but empty shibboleths (as in the case of
prohibition) continue to hold porverful attraction for
Congressmen, leaders and follou'ers alike. It is small
rvonder that in this political atmosphere the phoney
aseetic or the big-mouthed hypcrcrite shoulcl come to
the top. Is it surprising that rvl'ren such a politician
has reached a position of power that he should use
it for the purpose of enriching himself? This, then,
apart from the innumerable opportunity provided by
a large licence-hungry section in the commercial and
industrial rvorld, is at the root of corruption. It is to
be expected as only logical from this that contact
men should flourish in this foul environment and that
some of these contact men should be near relations
or close friends of such politicians.

Having reached this conclusion rve naturally ask
orrrselves the question: horv do we combat this
situation? Before this, perhaps, we have to ask
another qestion: do rve reallv ancl seriorrslv mean
to combat this situation? Of course, primarily it is
the task of the Government and the ruling party. But
Ieft to itself the mling party and the Government
have shou'n little inelination to tackle this matter
seriously. They have to be acquitted of any serious-
ness becarrse they refuse to take one simple step
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which would have efiectively curbed this evil i.e. of
calling upon (by legislation, if necessary) every
minister to declare his own and his dependents' asseti.
True a minister may say that he has no control even
ove.r his son but legislation can take care of tbat.

In Britain, since the early 17th century, when Sir
Francis Bacun was heavily ffned for corruption and
deprived of his office of Lord Chancellor, the most
rigorous steps have always been taken to put it down.
In recent years, J. H. Thomas was thrown out of
Cabinet office and public life for giving advance in-
folmation about budget taxartion; and Belcher for
using his ministerial position to thwart some prose-
cution against a social contact, sullered a similar fate
in the post-\\'ar era. The judges in England have
repeatedly urged that as social conditions and
standards change, the larv rnnst meet the sifuation and
remedy the evils which have sprung up. Lord Mac-
millan's famous statement (individual judgements in
the House of Lords are called statements ) "the con-
ception of legal responsibility rnay develop in adapta-
tion to altering social conditions and standards. The
criterion of judgement must adjust and adapt itself
to the changing circumstances of life", is often cited.
English judges do not hesitate to say as Lord Denning
did that a country which failed to give a remedy in
this case (involving huge losses owing to a carelessly
prepared balance sheet) would scarcely be in a state
of civilisation.

Let us, therefore, frankly admit the existence of
this evil of ministerial comrption - rvhether on a large
or small scale matters little and take a firm decision
to deal rvith it sternly. Like Sir Francis Bacon,
ministers rnay clairn that they often decide against
those that pay and that the paynrents rvere made to
others or to causes like partv funcls. The rlere fact
of pavment mnst be deemed suflicierrt to invite an
inqtriry if it rvas macle to procure a favorrr'. A political
reason rvhy the timo has come for the Congress to
set its house in order may be rnentioned here. The
Congress rvhich has been since 1947 in ovenvhelming
power not only at the Center but in every constihrent
state, no longer enjoys its former prestige in the
country. Pride and prestige are said to go before a
fall; in any case the Congress organisation, in most
states, is a house divided agairst itself and Goa is
more than an indication. The Congress itself has been
passing legislation of an oppressive ancl conffscatory
rratrrre; in some cases, rvith retrosper:tive effect, by
amending the constitution. Property, r'ested genera-
tions ago, has been diverted; similarly, liability
fastened posthumously. Let Congress leaclers l'e-
rnember that these constitutional subterfuges to rvhich
it has resorted to push throtrgh its controversial pro-
gramme bound to shorv in future to manv in the
opposition ranks the way to remedy an evil rvhich
thc Congress in its da1's of po\r'er u'oulcl not.
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Once there, the decision to deal with this situation
is taken with intention to carry it out vigorously, the
question of lvays and means to implement it is not
difficult to solve. The idea of instituting the ofice of
Ombudsman in this country has attracted many. It
is therefore useful to see what functions he pertormed
in the countries where this ofice has been already in
existence for some years. In Sweden and Denmark
the Ombudsman has already been functioning for
several years and in New Zealand since recently, In
Denrrrar\ the Ombudsman is elected by Parliament
and once elected, parliament cannot interfere with
him; he can only be dismissed. tlis authority extends
to the poliie, the armed forces, the prisons, the
hospital and mental health autborities and to the
rvhole civic service, including the stafis of ministries
and Government departments. Parliament, the Law
Courts and autonomous local councils are outside his
jurisdiction. Whenever he considers that a minister
should be made ansrverable at law he can recommend
Parliament to take action. He cannot himself alter any
aclministrative decision nor impose any penalties or
as'ard damages to anyone. [,Ie_ cqn order the Public
Plosecutor to prosecute or require GoVernr4ent depart-
ment to institute a clisciplinary inquiry. It is claimed
that the autlrorities almost ahvays act on his sugges-
tions. The nunrber of complaints remains steady at
irrouncl 1,0(K) n year. In Nerv Zealand, the recently
appointed Ombudsman claims: "l\{y staff and I ffnd
nl.rnv cAses of real distress caused by what appears
to he cold. irnpartial and often irnplacable application
r.f tile nrles. \ltc try to resnrrect humanity from tlre
f;les." In Euslancl, too. the idea of creating the
r'lTicc of an Omhuclsman does ffgure frorn time to
tin.re in ne\\'spitpers and in public discussions but tlre
tlend of infornrc'd oltinion seenls to be irr the direction
ol furrction:rl conrrnittecs of the ts'o Ilorrses of Parlia-
rrrent. The reasorl for tlris seerns to be the appaling
glos'th of porver in the hands of ministers and the
belief that tlre onlv constitutionirl check permissible is
lrv Parliament.

It is clear flonr r,r'lrirt is statetl above tlrat the insti-
tutirrrr of tlre Onrbuclsnritn is ahnost entirely for the
l)lrrl)osc of clealing rvith' aclministr:rtive lapses, i.e.
rrltert. po\\'er has been rvrongly rrsed or wrongly un-
rrsed. It does not derrl s'ith ministerial corrrrption at
rrll. Tlrerefore \r,e, in India, have to devise sornething
rliffelent to meet the situirtion and to do so tvithin
the franres'ork of orrr Constitution if possible. Irr
Indirr. the best solrrtion would be to empower the
President ancl the respective Governors of the States
to oltle'r srrch inquiries wlrenever enough material is
phcecl before thenr. eitlrer by affidavit or otherwise,
to rvarrirnt this step. The first essential step, of course,
u'oulcl bc to lccislate for every minister to ffle a ftrll
list of his os'n assets and of his dependents. Thc
I)rcsirlcnt an<l llr<, Govo'nols shoulcl also be proviclcd
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with independent secretarial assistance where the
information provided by the ministers themselves or
brought to their notice in any other manner could
be scrutinised. It ma1' be necessary to provide by
law for information from the incorne-tax department
to be made available to his Secretariat provided to
the President or the Governor. The President or the
Governor (with a right of appeal in the case of a
Governor to the President) in the light of the material
laid before him, in his individua! iudgement, will
have power to decide whether an inquiry is called
for. He may request the Chief Justice of the State
High Court to nominate a judge to advise him whe-
ther a prima facie case is made out or whether
further proof of any particular nature is necessary
before a full inquiry can be ordered. In the case of
the President, it will be a iudge of the Supreme Court
who will advice him. When it is considered that a
prima facie case exists, a full and public inquiry must
be ordered. At this stage the procedure should be
Iike any judicial trial and the tribunal may be con-
sisting of only one or more iudges, who are at tho
moment in active service in any one of the High
Courts or the Supreme Court. It is not possible to
indicate more than a bare outline of a possible way
to meet a situation, which threatens the national well-
being for generations to come, brought about by a
nonpossumus attitude on the part of the leaders of
the nrling party. But if the pressure of public opinion
bririgs about a chanqe in its attitude, the people of
this crrnntn' cirn u'ell congratulate themselves.

t-

Zcno in Der Kurier, IVest Ilcrlin
"Brrt 1'orr lrirve no relatives on orrr side."

l)esk labcled: "Visitor's passes." C)n dress: "freedom."
(--or:rtcst,: Nr:ru )'ork T irrrcs ll/celilrl Rrl it'rr'

htieir,dq'



I\ew Prohibition Policy
S. R. Mohan Das

WfHEN Mr. V. P. Naik announced a revision of the
v v State Government's Prohibition Policy, the entire

articulated reaction has been one of acclamation.
Different groups have acclaimed the revision of
policy for different reasons, but tiie acclamation is
thore. After the first flush of rvelcome for his policies,
IWr. Naik has had to face also angry opposition from
some powerful quarters. Former Union Finance
Minister, Mr. Morarji Desai and Mr. Girlzarilal
Nanda, and the Maharashtra wing of the Indian
National Trade Union Congress have shongly reacted
against any relaxation of the Prohibition policy by Mr.
Naikt Mihistry. Mr. Morarji Desai hal used strong
expressions in denouncing the relaxation and
challenged that if given an opportunity, he would
show that the evils arising out of Prohibition policy
corrld be rooted out within a year in Bombay. He has
gone further and reportedly said that if a Govern-
ment could not make a success of prohibition, it
should get out.

The Maharashtra INTUC issued a call to its
members to ignore altogether the relaxation of
prohibition; in other words, it exhorted on its mem-
bers not to avail themselves of the facilities that would
be available under the relaxation. At the recent
Bhubaneshrvar session of the All India Congress
Cornmittee, Mr. Nanda spearheaded the opposition
to Mr. Naik's proposed relaxation, particularly in re-
gard to the free availability of drinks containing
irlcolrol percentaqe of 3.5. tr{r. Naik hurriedly rvith-
.1t'"1", &t least for the nonce, this particular comnrit-
rnt'nt of his relrrre'cl policy, pending consideration of
Tek Chand Committee report.

Both the acclamation of the new policy and the
rigid condemnation of any relaxation, are based on
superfieial and often emotional reactions. Much of the
acclirmation or condemnation is on grounds that have
nothing to do with alcohol or-its consumption in
drinks. Many persons who never drink and therefore
ha.ve not been directly affected by even the rigidest
forrn of Prohibition policy, have welcorned the relaxa-
tion on the sinrple grorrnd that it is impossible to
lcsisL:te people into temperance, morality and good-
ness, that evils of alcobolisrn are of suclr a cornplex
and psychological nature that tlrey cannot be eradi-
cated by the simple expedient of Prohibition which
has fopped in practically all the countries u'lrere it
u'as tried out.

Similarly, the relaxation has been u'elcorned for the
political implications in the policy. Prohibition, along
rvith numerorrs other fetishes nrrrtured in Free India,
lrad becorne another "sacred coul' s'hich corrld bc

ill-treated, beaten, starved, but could never bc insult-
ed with impunity in terms of symbol-worshipl prohibi-
tion along with Khadi, is all that is left in both th6
Central Governmental policies and Congress I{igh
Command policies, of the Gandhian policies we itr
enthusiastically endorsed and inherited when we
became free. These are the two remaining vestiges
of Gandhian influence existing within the-Congress
Party of today, merely as the shadows and syrnbols
of Gandhian mantle to compensate for the toial loss
of the substance of Gandhian teachings in Congress
ranks. When one such shadow is sought to be dis-
carded, there is a cry of outrage arising out of guilt
feelings and fears at the exposure of illusions.

Other acclamations of the relaxation arise from the
so-called "economic reasons", the loss of revenue etc.
Such arguments are as shallow as the righteous
indignation over the relaxation.

What precisely are the problems involved in Pro-
hibition and the revision of Prohibition policy? The
ftrst signiffcant fact is of course the one already
mentioned, viz. morality, temperance and good con-
duct cannot be brought about by legislation. The
second signiftcant fact is alcoholism rvhich is sought
to be prevented by prohibition canuot be done so.
But equally true is'the fact that alcoholism is an
irnportant psychological and sociological problem that
a srrcietv must tackle if it wants to survive as a
healthy and dynarnic cornnrur.rity. If blanket prohibi-
tion does not solve the problem of alcoholism, scrap-
ping of prohibition still leaves the problem as it is.

\\/hile articulate opinion has u'elcornecl the relrrra-
tion for the various rcrilsolts citcd above, it u'oulcl be
clangerous to assurne that prohibition has been an
unmired evil. If a srlrvey is taken ar.nonq the rvomen
poptrlation of Bombay exclusively, there u'ill be a sur-
prising artronnt of strplrort for cclntinrring Prohibition.
in spite of the aclmitted futilitl' of its effeitiveness tvith
tegarcl to chronic drinkers. Tlre srrl'rport s'ill come in
relirtion to the fact that the neu' generltion at least has
rnanaged to conre up rvithout lleing habitrrated, In
other words, Prohibition, during the past 15 years, has
atleast helped in qrrarantining the ncu' generation
al'av fronr acquaintainship rvith alcoholic dhnks and
to this extent has contributed constructively.

The striking thing about consumption of alcohol
is that it is not a goal in itself for the person u'ishing
to indulge in it. It is a symbol of escape from a series
of problems and tensions created by thenr. It is also
an escape frorn ennui and boredom rvhen prcvailing
corrclitions do not offer immediate ancl long range
goals for life. Similarly prolribition is not an end in
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itself, but a restraint through w'hich it is hoped to
emancipate the escaping individual away from alco-
hol. But restraints have never been cures at anv tine,
ancl Prohibition, even as alcoholism, has tended to
become end in itself. For the moral crusader,
Prohibition is the end in itself and for the chroni-
cally disintegrated personality alcoholism is.

Most of these questions were understood and real-
ized in USA, U.K., France and Finland and while
lhe restraint method,of blanket Prohibition was tried
and given up in USA as no cure, other remedies
rvere thought of and have been constantly ovolved and
rvorked out. For it has been realized that alcoholisrn
is a difficult psychological and sociological problem
rvhjp'h neccls perennial and lolrg-term methods with a

lot of ingenuity to control and might not be wholly
solvecl in terms of the absolute mathematical solutions
that the moral crusaders insist upon.

The tendency to sink into desperate forms of
escape from tensions is assttaged by allowing "safety-
valve" type of escape from tensions. This is done by
allowing drinks upto 3.5% alcohol, by the setting up
of non-alcoholic beverage stands like tea ancl cofree

shops, cokl drink bars etc. In U.K. N'lr. Lloyd Georgg
eucouraged temperance not by blanket and rigid
prohibition, but by setting up numerous attractive
and cosy tea shops in areas where people, after a
hard da 's rvork needed some pleasant relief from
drudgery and tended to run to the pubs. He banned
sellirig of liquor by itself, and instead permitted its
serving along with food. By such intelligent meas-

,.,rer, it rval possible to divert and channelise the
trrges of the people.

in \laharaihtra, the relaxation of the Prohibition
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policy will have no tangible signiffcance if it is not
bolstered up w'ith constructive policies concerning the
methods to deal v''ith problems of alcoholism. Allo'v-
ing free sale of drinks with 3.5% alcoholic content
would result in serious abuses unless the Government
ensures such supplies with the prescribed alcohol
content and nothing more. If manufacture of sueh
alcoholic beverages are allorved by non-governmental
agencies, a proper supervision should be ensured that
the alcoholic content does not exceed 3.5%.

Secondly, great care must be taken in setting up
centres for consumption of drinks. There is under-
standably a lot of anxiety that only economic con-
siderations will prevail with the current tendencies
in the Government for augmenting, revenues by any
means. In other words, there is a fear that in the
setting up of shops and centres for selling alcoholic
beverages, all sorts of unhealthy forces will play a
dominant part and the State Government, basking in
the sunshine of acclamation over the relaxation of
prohibition should do well to exercise great caution
about this problem and not be tempted by the pos-
sibility of realising large amounts of money in such
measures as auclioning of liquor shops that are to be
opened. It would do well to obtain information from
countries like the U.K. on every one of these ques-
tions if it wants to tackle the problems in a healthy
manner.

Finally the policy-makers should never forget that
the problem of alcoholism rvill be always there. As
lvas aptly remarked: 'Alcohol preserves many things,
but Dignity is one thing that cannot be presen'ed by
alcohol."

its turgid prose rvith its cultivated eccentricities of
style, but also its closg:, incisive analysis of New Delhi's
doings. Right upto the invasion he u'rote, ceaselessly
crying out against the ditherings of our rulers. T{e'
predicted that the Chinese u'ould rvithdrarv. With-
draw they did and I\,Ir. Nanporia gracluated into
punditry. I'Ie rvas avidly read for any light he c.ould
tlrrorv on tlre ba{Hing situation. N{r. Nanporia u'illingly
obliged. He modestly reprinted extracts from his pro-
phetic articles to clispel tlre "general bervilclerment".
Rut the more articles he u'rote lirter, the mor.e he
"general bervilclerment" grew. Only this time the sub-
ject was not New Delhi but Mr. Nanporia.

He has published in a book form his articles* of
the period between Septenrber 1962 and June 1963 "a"
a convenient reference for intelestcd readers". They"TlIIi SINO-INDIAN DISPUTE bv N. J. Nanporia ?imes

ol lndirr, Ils. 3.
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New Delhi And China
A. G. Noorani

T.TOWHERE has the Government of Inclia been so
l\ hnp"l"rsly and so consistently' rvrong as in its
policy lowards China. lVith a safe ntajority-and 

-a
iveak opposition in Parliament, it persisted with
appeasern".tt to the point u'lrere all hopes of an hono-

"i"bl" settlement were ruled out and the choice was

narrorvecl to abject surrender or a prolonged irnpasse.

In this episode the Indian press, barring, of course,

the red-yeilorv iournals and the CPI chain, played- a
rvorthy iole at ci made up to a certajn extent for the
u,eakness of the opposition. Among the commentators
rvho kept a vigil rvas I{r. N. J. Nanporia. 

-
Week in and u'eek out his column would pour forth

I
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are useful if only because they help explain much that
he writes now.

Earlier in the day, we ffnd the author bemoaning
his Nerv Delhi's "lack of an overall policy in leference
to rvhich immediate answers can be found from tinre
ttl tirne". The criticisrn was only too u'ell merited then
(It is equally iustified today). "Ani' 'ltonnuilisation'
of the border involving a redrrction of tensions to the
point rvhere no dispute apparently remains u'ill be
quite contrary to the Indian interest. The issue must
be kept alive, at rvhatever cost, by a readiness to re-
act tc'r every Chinese provocation without debate or
hesitation. Only in this way can adequate pressure be
maintained on the Chinese and can they be pcrsuaded
tlrat they cannot get alvay with a fait accomytli".

I\{r. Nrrnporia rvas in favoul of a coherent policy
u'hose airn u'as to keep up pressur'e on the'Chinese till
they lvithdreu'.

As he rernarked on the morrow of the invasion, "un-
comprornising toughness is the dircct and only road
to petrce". The entire article tvas an excellent piece
of analysis. "The NEFA offensive is a rnilitary afiair
hut u'ith a political objective-that of pressurising Nerv
Delhi into negotiating a compromise in Ladakh in
exchange for a Chinese recognition of the N,Iclr{ahon
Line". What was his recipe? "The only possible
Indian answer to this is to demonstrate - by action
nnd not verbally - Nerv Delhi's outright rejection of
an1' negotiations for the drrration. One such demon-
stration may' be to sever diplornatic relatious rvhich
rvill bc cousistent q'ith the admirable resistance of
the Indian forces in NEFA". He rvas all for action.
"To restrict Indian forces to the southern part of tlie
(\lc\Iahon) Line rnay be to place them at a dis-
advantage".

\Vlrat of U.S. aidi "The strggestion that non-aligu-
mcnt n'ill bc cornprorrrised if in a situation like the
prcscrrt orrc Inclia accepts aid flonr *'herevcr it is
availablc is quite ridicul<lus. Sirould uon-alignrnent
ancl the uirtional iutcrest conflict thclc should be no
hesitation in abandoning non-alignrnent".

It is very interesting to note that in all the articles
prcdicting the Chiucse rvithdrau'irl the prediction
rvas coupled s'ith an advice - don't negotiate. "Nego-
tiations rvill mean complete surrellder of the condi-
tions Nerv Delhi insisted upon upto September 8
ancl also a concession to the Chinese of the objective
thcy have patientll,, fanatically and ruthlessly g,orked
fol cluring all thc years after their initial invasion
of Ladakh". (Nerv Delhi's principal condition rvas
that China should rvithdrarv prior to the negotia-
tions. ) \,h'. Niurporia u'ould have had India go so
far irs to refuse to discuss not only "a settlement" but
cven "a reductiou of tensions".

Hc rcpeatccl tlre prediction. "Wlierr the positions
o[ Scptcnrbcr' 8 arc restored", he cautioned, "Nerv
Delhi rnust be fully prepared for the next phase of
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the overall Chinese manoeuvre. Peking rvill have been
suitably irnpressed by India's determination to
iurswel force with force. It q,ill also be necessary to
il('r'suade the Chinese erithel that New Delhi refuses
to talk or thet if it cloes the purpose rvill be sirnply
t'o insist on a complete Chinesc rvithdrawal from all
sectoIS".

Trvo days after this was rvritten the Chinese de-
clared a ce:rse-fire. Mr. Nanporia's prediction had
come true. Neithel the false lull nor the second
offensive shook his faith in the prediction he made,
nor in the advice he tendered. They went together.
Conseqrrently, now that the soundness of his analvsis
had been proved in the rnost telling rnanller, one
s'ould have cxpected him to press his aclvice all the
more strongl)' on New Delhi.

But rvitliin ir month u'e find him suggesting "a
formulir u{rich al'ranges for the rvithdrawal of Chinese
troops to the positions of Septernber 8, 1962 and for
a clemilitarised zone wlficlt cloes not cteprioe lndia of
tlrc right to tcoccuptJ lost territorlJ at e luter date,
if necessar,v" (italics nrirre). Quite apalt from the fact
that this contradicted his eirrlier objection to
"tranquilisation", as rvell as to talks for "reduction of
tensions", his folmula was inhelently contradictory.
A demilitarized zone is intended to and does efiec-
tively foreclose future action.

In keeping rvith this shift, rvhen the Colombo
Proposals rvere published, I\lr. Nanpolia advocated
their acceptance and rvrote cottternptuously of lr{r.
Nehru's "Critics iu Disarray"'.

The Colombo Prop<lsals not only provided for a

denrilitalized zone but one to be jointly "adninisteret'
b1' the aggressol and his victim. Hos' tlte latter could
cvcr regain the lemoter areas if the forrvard belt is
stabilised in a joint administration, neither Nerv
Delhi uor its recent convelt could explairt. 'fhe latter
cotrlcl onlt, cortsole lrinrself: "It does not follorv that
negotiutirirs on tlre substantivc isstte at'e iuevitablc
0r' neccssAr)".

The critics had rnade tu'o points, First, that the
Colombo Ploposals fa.voured the Chinese; next, that
tlicy rrrled out recot'ety' of the last territory. I\'Ir.
Nanporia, rvithout adrnitting it, later (N{arclt 11, 1963)
lecognised both. "Peking's refusal so far to accept the
Colornbo Proposals does not mean that tltere is any-
tlring in these proposals inconsistent with Peking's
interests". (The rcader might incidentally recall here
\,1r. Narrporia's earlie{ dictunt "anything that suits
Clrinese intercsts can hardly be consistent rvith lndian
interests". )

"Neu' Delhi's insurance agairtst the dangers o[
ncgotiation is the very feeble self-assultlncc that
rregotiirtiorrs can be divided into thrce ueat stages -
for a fornral cease fir'e, for thc reduction of tensions
and, presunrablv, for a discussion of the substarrtive
issrre" ( italics ruine ). This is precisely what the
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critics had pointed out, that no such division was
possible, that negotiations uithwt preconditiolt^s
rvould enslre, and, with China's gains stabiiised,Indian
interests rvould sufier. Ntr. Nanporia trad then thought
that negotiations were neither "inevitable" nor "neces-

saryt. Apparently his appreciation had improved.
Without his realising it he had awakened to the

dangers the critics, he so lightly dismissed, had
pointed out. "Since China's purpose has always been,
even during the October-November invasion, to bring
lndia to the negotiating table its overall manoeuwe
uill be helpeil fonoard if, with the psychological
advantage on its side, Peking accepts the Col.ombo
Proposals with all the appropriate gestures". ( italics
mine)

Peking, naturally, was in no hurry to accept the
Colombo Proposals. It already enforced in the stale-
mate its two reservations to the Proposals: Indian
troops did not go up to the lr4cMahon Line and
kept out of the demilitarized zone in Ladakh. Mr.
Nanporia was too alert not to recognise this. 'As time
passes t}re sense of crisis will diminish and Peking
will be encouraged to believe that the status quo is
being accepted, even in India, as the equivalent o[
a ffnil solution". Thus he very belatedly woke up to
the fact that the Proposals rvere in Peking's interests
and paved the way to negotiations on Peking's terms.
The book ends with the plea that "it is essential to
break the present stalemate and confront the Chinese
q'ith the choice of having either to accept the
Colornbo proposals or to retaliate in force. The pro-
babilitf is, as u'e have seen, that the Chinese will
negotiaie rvhich, for India, rvill have the further
adv'antage of unsettling the sfafus quo and acquiring
a fruther instalment of time for the next step."

Concretely, he suggestecl Indian reoccupation of
the evacuated areas. Beyond tliat he could shed littlc
light. In the six months since this latest advice was

given India has taken no such military' initiative. It
[as not even rvithdrarvn its acceptance of the Colombo
Proposals, for reasons similiar to its withdrawal of
the concessions on Kashmir to Pakistan' Peking has

not accepted the Colornbo Proposals.
lVhat would one expect lvlr. Nanporiir, logically,

to do? Advise rejection of Colombo Proposals?
Against negotiations? Nothing of the sort. On January
13, 1964 there rvas a veiled hint that rve need not
even insist, as hitherto, on China's unreserved accep-
tance of the Colombo Proposals. The rveek following
he made himself all too plain:

"simply to insist on tlre Colonrbo proposals as the
only rnagic mantra by which the problenr can be
solved is to coufuse a tactical step with a principle.
It s'as for tactical reilsons necessary for Nerv Delhi
to irccept the proposals and insist on the accompany-
ing clariffcations but these reasons are now no longer
valjcl and India's insistcuce has had the boomeratlg

l0
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efiect of paralying its own policy and denying it the
choice of action it should have."

The wheel has turned a full circle. The advocate
of firmness has become the apostle of appeasement.
Only on'April 22, 1963 Mr. Nanporia had written:

"lf under the Colnnbo proposals swbstantioe nego-
tiatiorrs are opened lndia u:ill lwoe conceded to
China what Peking lws aluwys uanted. The failure
of the Oaober-Nooembu inoasion will then be tans-
formed into a oictory u:hich is the meaning of the
Chhwse Tnecept that in certoin conditiotts o uith-
drausal or an advance can equally serve the same
purpose." (italics mine)

Now he is suggesting much worse. Apparently,
Mr. Nanporia has radically revised not so much his
views on the Colornbo Proposals, as his entire
approach to China. Thus in his latest article he
rwites, "Grievous though India's experiences have
been on the border the dispute with China is an
hwident whereas France's initiative (for recognition)
represents a trend witlr incalculable consequences for
the future" (italics mile). This very Chinese view
is diametrically opposed to the view Mr. Nanporia
held when he advocated firmness:

"China, of course, will not evacuato Ladakh
simply because Nerv Delhi stands ffrm but this is a
problem the nation rnust learn to live with inde-
Snitely, patiently and with determination becausa

frmncss or ueakness in rchtion to it uiL dztermine
the course of Sitw-Inclian rekftiorx in the decades to
come." (italics mine)

The pity of it is that cveu the memory has under-
gone a revision and facts have become 'unfacts." In
January 1964 rve are told that "the Colombo Porvers
specifically remain either strictll' neutral or are
beginning to allorv their sympathies for India to be
drained away as the border probleur continues to
fester". In the very hour of our ueed rl'e knou'rvhich
rvay these nations hrrned. Even \Ir. Nchru remarked
'What is clear to tts is not so clear to tlrem". And
Mr. Nanporia? Well, in the very ffrst of the pro-
phetic articles, "A Trap in the lv{aking" (Nov' 5,

1962) he spoke derisively of "The Soviet Union, Presi-
dent Nasser with his peace-loving associates, and the
larger mass of indifferent observers elservhere are
standing at the sidelines eager to persuade Mr.
Nehru to negotiate at the slightest opportunity". To
urge the victim to negotiate at thc behest of thc
aggressor is a very odd way of being "strictly neu[aI".
It might perhaps be necessary for you to dissemble
your love. But rvhy did you kick me downstairs?
India might ask.

The question, horvever retnains. Why the change?
It is a question rvhich every reader tnust ask for
hinrself. It could hardly be an isolated revision. One
suspects it has something to do with a certain shift
on the larger question. A ycar ago l\{r. Nnnporia



Fobruarg 7064

could write 'tho impression has been created over
the years that the West was always eager to acquire
the privilege of sending arms aid io India and tfere.
by compromise the carefully protected and delicately
nourished non-alignment policy. It can now be seen
that the West is not in the least interested in this
policy and will provide aid only in the degree that
it is necessary to counter the Chinese manoeuvre at
the leve.l prescribed by Peking."

But by last April the iron had errtered his soul.
"There does- appear to have been a subtle, yet by
no means slight, modiffcation of the U.S. attitude
towards New Delhi and its possible role in South
East Asia". Neither the ever sensitive Mr. Nehru
nor even lvlr. Menon could speak of a "modiftcation".
But never mind, Mr, Nanporia was convinced, far
too convinced to care to let the reader know the
factual basis fo,r his warning. All he could say
was 'hothing so obvious as an identiffcation with the
western bloc has been suggested or implied by
Washington. Yet references to India's role in South-
East Asia, to the need for a 'true perspective', and
to a policy by India of setting an example for the
other Asian States appear to anticipate sorne funda-
mental adjustments in Indian policy". Not a single
statement rvas quoted in support. From then on came
opposition to the air exercises, to the VOA agreenrent
and to the U.S. Seventh Fleet.

The climax is reached in the latest article (Jan.
20,-1964), "France's ability to act as a kind of counter
force to the U.S. in South-East Asia rvill be consider-
ably' strengthened if it manages to establish a nwdus
tiaendi with Peking". Peking's isolation is coming to
an end and the French initiative is 'a very welcome
fruition of Nerv Delhi's own policy". So open the door
and settle up rvith the former Bhai. End China's isola-
tiou is the latest tlieme.

.rtlas! Only a year ago this very writer rvas ridicul-
ing this very idea:

"Nerv Delhi clearly pictured itself even at this
point, particularly in the international ffeld, as a
charnpion of communist China, au interpreter of its
motives and as a sort of more articulate 'big brother"
rvho rvould explain Peking to the outside world."

A publicist has every right to revise his opinions.
He does orve it to himself no less to his readers
to say as much, and to explain rvhy his opinions have
changed. lvlr. Nanporia has not cared to do eithcr,
yet continues conffdently to contradict himself. Like
the country court judge, he almost proclaims, '"This
court may often be in error. It is never in doubl"

When a writer contladicts himseU so endlessly,
only two conclusions are possible. Lack of candour,
sometirne or the other; or, a hopeless confusion of
nrind. In N{r. Nanporia's case, I believe, it is the
latter.

THE US 7TH FLEET

Among China's ar.moury are said to be, besides
several rvarships, about 2g submarines, and when
some of them surreptitiously surfaced near our.
east coast early in 1963 (with what purpose is not
lanown), the country took choked 

- briath. That
was the time when the Chinese invasion and despoi-
lation of otu northern frontiers was still fresh in'our
minds. As far as is known, u,e do not yet posiess a
submarine; we are probably going to tuy sorne in
due course. True the Chinese iubmarines did not dcr
what "Emden" did in World War I; but the dis-
c9v9ry of_their p_resence near our coasts in the Bay
of Bengal u'trs disconcerting indeed. Britain has a
fleet in the Malaysian regiou, nevertheless, it is
apparent that the entire bottom of South-East Asian
srrb-continent is bare and exposed to the ill-winds
of aggression and piracy. The Arnerican Zth Fleet
based around Formosa has obviously contained
China's expansionist aims in the eastern Paciffc; China
broke_ out, horvever, along land frontiers of many
neighbouring countries. The presence of her sub-
ruarines in the Ba1'of Bengal sho*'ed that she could
break out of the ring of the Anrericau Fleet. The
extension of the US 7th Fleet's operation, therefore,
was in itself an extension of the purpose of the
American Fleet. There is no international law to
restrict the rnovenrent of ships of any nation on the
'open' high seas; tel'ritorial rvaters up to 12 rniles from
coast of any couritr;' are lros,ever respected. The ex-
tension of the Americau 7th Fleet's operation to tlre
Indian Ocean, thelefore, does not strictly infringe. any
international larv or the sovereignty of any country. In
the context of China's growing expansionist and

'aggressive mentality, the US 7th Fleet's presence in
the Indian Ocean ntay serve a rvholesome purpose.

(Occasional Coruments in AICC Econonic Reoieo, January g.)
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Wirh Manv Voices
l\loans iouutl s ith nrauy voices. Corne, r$Frtirtl
'Tis nct too late to st:ek a newer .rdild.t'

-Tenngson.

T'he best fertiliser for a piece of land is the foo',- Probably no Arnerican can understand the Asiatic
prints of its owner. concept of "face". This is perhaps fortunate. In vierv

-President Lyndon B. johnson, Nerosweek, Jan, 20. of how much "face" the U.S. has lost in the Orient,
we rvould have to bum Washington to recover it.

-l\{rs. Clare Booth Luce, Nafional Reoieu,

I

A cornmittec consists of the unu'illing selected frc,tr
tlre urrsuitable to do the unnecessary.

-Mr. John Marsh, Director - British lnstitute
of \'lanagement, Guttrilian, l\'{anchcster, lanuarl' II. The Left had another handicap at

neshwar) session. Nehru suddenly fell
present during the deliberations, he
accommodated the Left half way.

November 5.

the (Bhuba- a '
ill. If he'were

would havo

Control of exchange,
cormption, and rvhen

-\lr. Lobo

rvhen inadequate, will lead to
complete, to communism.
Prabhtr, Suaraiga, fanuary ll.

It take brains and capital to catch up rvith the
United States.

-Itr. Khruslrcher'. JIurc'lt of tlrc Natiort, Jatruarr' {.

One w'ord may be said about the craze for ceilings.
\{ay I suggest, as a change, a little more concern for
thc floor?

-N'Ir. Purshottiiin Trikamdas, Hindustot Times,
January 3.

The Nehru Era. rvhic'li started s'ith a bold, iuspiring
florrrislr, seenretl io b(' content u'ith a rvhimpering
ffnale.

-\lr. Ilrrmcsh 'f lrlpar, I:t<tttorttic \l'ccl./ry. Jarrtrary' Il.

Instead of rvriting a lot about Capital, make a lot
of Capital.

-Karl \larx's father in a letter to his son.
Time, January I7.

-Blitt, January 18.

To build steel plants rvith foreign aid, with foreign
teehnicians and knou'-how is no industrialisation.

-lt{r. Patnaik, Current, January 14.

H<lw strange that Soviet Asia does not know the
ceiling fanl

-\{r. Ralph Parker, Times of lndb, January 3.

I rlill not chauge rny beliefs to
offer ir choice, not an cclto.

I clistrust i.rn!'one
advocutes rernedies

-Lord Halifax

wln votes. I u'ill

-\lr'. Barrv Goldrvater, while arurouncing
candiclatrrre for Republican nominatiou

for Prcsiclentship, Time, January 10.

rvho foresces conseqLrences atrd
to avelt them.
on eve of World War II, quoted

in Tinw, january 10.

I ne'r'er use the g'old
despicable rvr-'rd in the

-\ Ir. IJ:rln'

Americans arc "lvanhoes"

Iove u'ith tlre rtnclerdog, but
underdog reirlly is.

\Iv lestless son, dorr't tire yourself any more'

-Calcrrtta newspaper addressing Mr. Nehru.
rluotecl in Titrtc, Jitrtuar'1' ]J.

'hate'. I think it is the most
English language.
Golds'ater, ?inre, Jantrarl' 17.

rvho are perpetually in
confused about rvho the

It has norv been establisircd that to beconre a poli-
tical leader in Cyprus you must have the right quali-
fication - you tmust have killed someone'

-\{r. Zekia Bey, Jrrdge of Cnrriot Supreme Court,
Time, January 10'

Thcre is ohly o.te reasorl for Bombay, the fine
practice of making lnoney.- 

-Bombal' editot', quoted in Tinrc, January 10.

Tlrc riurgc of disscrrt betu'een Dr' l,ohil and

rnyself is nirrrirver tlrau tlrat between il{r. Patil and
\{r. N{enorr.

-\'lr. \{. ll. \'lasrrni. 7'inres of Indfu, Jrrrtuary 24,
-\[rnc. Nlrrr. Nrrliortnl Rcoictc. Novcnrbct' 5.
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