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SAKHAROV vs KISSINGER 
James Burnham 

AND HEI SJ\KI IAHOV is a Soviet parallel to Edward 
Teller. He is one of the world's foremost nuclear 

physicists. 'While still in his lwentics he was assigned 
to the Soviet nuckar progr.unmc and became known. 
like Tclll'r iu th1s t·mmtrY as ·'father of the H -bomb.'' 
From 1938 on he ••rgt·<·l KhrushchcY to accept the 
Eisenhowt'r proposal to c•nd nuclear testing in water, 
air, and spa c.-c. (Tit is premature initiative first led the 
apparatus to "ritt· him down as a "dissident."\ In 196S 
a memorandum S.tl.:harov wrote on detente and ~t-on· 
\'<'r~ent·<.:" ~ol nlohal attention. The thesis of tlili; 
memorandum wns. hcm·e, cr, misunderstood. In the 
intcn'icw lw ~a' t' l:l\t month to Edouard Dillon of 
\gtnee Frant:e Prcssc>, Sakharo' went out of his way 
to clarifv his the-n intend<'d point: Detente is desirable 
onh on' utll<.' hopt' of tlw com e;rgence of the two 
systems: th.tt is l'holu1 iuu clu camp ~ocialiste t;ers unc 
pill-~ !!randc tlhllncrnli(·. d crllr· du camp occidental 
ver.~ lc social. Tlw ml'auing of this F rench clause is 
in essence: th(• soc:.ialisl countries becoming more free. 
and tltc capitalist t•<nmlrks more humane. 

In this intt•rvicw, Sakharov continued ( I am translat­
ing directly from tho French text of the original publi­
cation) : "I still consider convcrgen<.:e tlw ideal solution. 
Bu t if we get down to [nels. to what has actually gonC' 
on these past (•ightcen months, we find the reality to 
be extremely complicated. The developing rapproche­
ment is •mcovc.'l'ing very grave hidden dangers. The 
authorities of our country might, and perhaps already 
can, e\.-ploit the dct<>ntc not for the purpose of demo­
cratization but on the contran, for the sake of ever 
greater ri!ridit) .~ Apparently the objective is the 
strengthening of the economic and administrative 
structure." Sakharov went on to cite various instances 
-including several not heretofore reported abroad, as 
well as other<; already notorious- of KGB repression in 
the recent past, many of them ending with :incarcera­
tion, :incommunicado, in a KGB-operated "hopital 
penitentiftre .. -i.e., "prison hospital" for those declared 
insane by the authorities. 

"To get back to the question of whether [this wave 
of repression] is connected with the change of the 

in tc>rnnliollal situation [toward detente] , I cannot 
avoid thC' impr<•ssion that the connection exists, and 
[ beliovo tllis ought to show Westerners that in accept­
ing detculc tlwy must roaHze that detente cannot be 
uncomlilimwd. l f it is, that would be one more 
eapitulatiou to om nnti-democratic: regime, an en­
<'Oltra~cmcnt to its crimes. It could have grave and 
tragic <..-onst•qut•nt·cs for the entire global situation. It 
could bring about the infection of the entire earth with 
tlw disease that is nl\ aging us. 

'The \\'est ~hould also realize that if our country 
doe:. uot dcvdop toward greater f recdom. any agree­
ment will ht• prc.·t'<lriou~. lt will last o_nlr as long as 
immediate crouomic nnd I>Oiitical necessity compel!> 
the rules of this t.-otmtry to rc~pect it. 

!he kt.·y issut• to pose from the beginning ought 
to 1 c ·m cncl to tlw insuhtion of this country. This 
uiCal' S frc<'dom to il'<l\'C the c-ountn. freedom to re­
turn fret"<bm to n·no\mcc or to keep. Soviet nationality 
... l believe tlwt a propo~al, c.-oming from the 'Vesl­
t'nl pnrtucrs to tht• (l<•tcntc, to institute freedom for 

( Co11tinucd on page 15) 

IN 'l'HIS ISSUE 

j am{•s Burnltam, om· of America's ablest 
political t'Ommcntntors, discusses the d eep moral 
issU(' thnl lies hctw<.•en the thinking of Acad emi­
cian Snkhtu·ov and Secretar) of State Kissinger. 

Prof. B. P. '\darkar comm~nts on the 
Gon~mmcnt'~ policies about the Arab-Israeli 
Conllict. 

\Vc wck-ome a ne\\ contributor. Geeta Gopala­
krishnan . ""ho analyses Prof. Dandekar's Presi­
dential \ddress to the All India E conomic Con­
ference. 

Tite issue is r ich in book reviews oontributed 
by Manohar Malgonkar, Mr. V. B. Karnik and 
Joan Contractor. 



Betuseen You {,t Me and The Lamp Post

The Cost of Two Bandhs

T,HE cost of the two bandhs from which Bombay
r has recently suffered has been variously estimated.
According to PTI, the loss in industrial production
alone would be in the neighbourhood of Rs. 15 crores.
Maharashtra accounts for ?,0 to 24 per cent of the total
national production. The effect on the country of two
such stoppages is easy to visualise.

One wonders whether those who organised the
second bandh in order to protest against rising prices
took ffve minutes off to ctnsider what effect this would
have on prices. If they really thought that zuch a
stoppage would induce a downward trend in prices,
they need to have their heads examined.

The fact is that an increase in the production of
goods and services counte,racts infation and keeps
p5ices from rising while any lessening in the produc-
tion of goods and the functioning of services like
transport inevitably results in rising pricas through the
same amount of money chasing a smaller quantum of
goods and services. An awareness of this appears to
have dawned on N{r. Rajni Patel at the time of the
second bandh which was directed at the Congress
Party and its Government. What a pity that he did
not think of it at the time of the ffrst bandh which he
supported on the Maharashtra-Kamataka issuel Or
would he care to argue that the economic impact of a
bandh varies with the issue on which it is called?

The saddest part of the story is that on both occa-
sions a large majority of the citizens of Bombay, who
would have liked to carry on their normal avocations
and follow the Prime Minister's repeated appeals for
increased produetion; \/ere prevented from doing so
due to the fear of their cars being wrecked, as had
happened previously, or the prrblic transport needed
not being available. This in tum was due to the failure
of the Government to protect the lives and property of
citizens as guaranteed under the Constitution. This
was yet another portent of the dark and turbulent days
that lie ahead for the people of India unless they are
able to effect a change of Government.

Air Marshal Does It

fl\HERE are, of course, people who clutch at every
! straw in the hope that things will mend without
a change of Government. To such, the stand taken by
dre managernent and the Chairman of IAC, Air Ctrief
Manhal P. C. L,al, may provide the latest straw. There
can be no doubt that, against the background of one
abiect srrrrender after another by the Govemment

I

wlrich dots the history of the relations between the IAC
and its emplol'ees, the stand taken by the management
comes as a gust of fresh air. \4/ho rvould have thought
that it rvorrlcl have taken an Air Force officer to display
a better grasp of sound Industrial Relations than the
numerous professional managers rvho have kow-towed
to Trade Unions inspired by comrnunist leadership?
But so it is. The people of Inclia owe a clebt of gratitude
to Air Chief N'Iarshal P. C. Lal for the courage of his
convictions that he has displayed and for his unswery-
ing stand in restoring discipline and holding the Unions
to their pledged word.

In case some persons rvho call themselves 'progres-
sive'are inclined to consider the management attitude
to be unduly harsh, let us recall that, at a press con-
ference called by the Air Corporation Employees'
Union on 2lth December, lvlr. N. C. Mukherjee,
Chairman of the Union, was brazen enough to
announce that the "settlement would be signed only
to enable the lockout to be lifted" and that 'in course
of time the union would have to reassert the rights
that it may be forced to surrender." In other words,
the Chairman of the Union quite frankly admitted
that the Union would enter into a settlement tongue in
cheek. His communist friends and allies describe such
an agreement as 'tacticaf. Mr. Mukherjee then went
on to blarne the Union Labour Minister for remaining
inactive. This was an unkind cut from one comrade
to another, for everyone knou's that Comrade Raghu-
nath Reddy had tried his best to help bail his com-
munist friends out of the mess which they had got into
but was kept at bay by the former Air Force Chief.

One swallow does not make a summer. Whether or
not the IAC management's stand reflects a new trend
it is yet too early to say. Will it be extended from the
rvhite collar u'orker to the blue collar worker also?
Wlrile u'aiting for au answer, let us keep our ffngers
crossed. Mr. Raghunath Reddy protests that all this
does not indicate any change in policy. So much the
worse for India and for the Government.

Guilty Silence Broken

E have received a letter from one of our readers
vv asking trs to enlighten her as to the response

received by l\'Ir. Moshe Kol from European Liberals
to his letter to the President of the Liberal International
rvhich was published in our December 1973 issue. We
are glad to do so.

While some of those ad&essed maintained a guilty
silence, the response generally was not disappointing.
The President of thc Italian Liberal Party, the Hon.
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Giovanni N{alagodi, concluded his positive response
as follows: "All this is much less important than an
end to hostilities, (the end of rvhich) will be achieved
by tho tra&tional heroism of your soldiers, which will
lead to a just, honourable and workable political
solution."

Mr. John MacCullum-Scott, Vice President of the
Liberal International, *'hile expressing his solidarity
with Israel, said: "I rvas deeply distressed to read a
copy of your letter of October 14 to the President of
the Liberal International..... May I add my warm
admiration for the people of Israel? I am doing, and
shall do, what little lies within my power to help them
at this time. It is quite clear that they stand in the
front line in the battle between liberty and dictator-
ship."

Mr. Hans de Koster of Holland rwote: "We in the
Netherlands are all unhappy about the outbreak of
war in the Middle East. You will fully understand that
the sympathy of the Netherlands is with Israel.. . . .
We admire, as you well know, the people of Israel
who have to fight for the fourth time for their inde-
pendence."

One of those to whom Mr. Moshe Kol wrote an
appreciative letter was the British Liberal Leader. the
Rt. Hon. Jeremy Thorpe: "I... convey to you my
thanks for your courageous speech in the House of
Commons on the embargo on arnts ufiich is mainly
against Israel. You are the ffrst Liberal leader of the
Liberal International to express your very clear opinion
about the unjust policy of Her Majesty's Government."

Fraudulent Peace

tTtHE bogus peace in South Vietnan aPpears at last
I to b" reaching its nadir. Taking advantage of the

cease-fue that Mr. Kissinger engineered in order to
get American troops out of South Vietnam, the Conr'-
munists from Hanoi have pushed in 35,@0 more men
into South Vietnam, making a grand total of 117,000

men in thc South, alongside of 600 tirnks' 1'lre1' are

poised for another maior war of aggression'- 
What is one to think of those who gave the Nobel

Prize for ?eace' to Mr. Henry Kissinger and Mr. Le
Duc Tho? It is to the credit of the Swedish nervspaper

Dagens Nyhzter which imrnediately protested.
"Kissinger has shown that he is a tough negotiator. . 

-.

He hasLen said to give the Nixonian thoughts an intel-
lectual setting; but he has never produced something

which coincides with the peace ideals of Nobel. And
the same goes for Le Duc Tho-a tough negotiator."

The comment that came from Saigon was even more
apt: "It is like a Mafia chieftain being -praised 

for his
cintribution to the Church. It is like thc'Lypocritical
iapist who won the moralitY Ptize."

l{,nother interesting c$mment came from the Italian
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newspaper La Starnpa: "Never have 510,000 kronor
(the prize money) been spent so badly, becoming a
prize of encouragement to those who will want to de-
clare war so as to be able to wind it up later. Young
diplomats and generals will be exultant now there is
a Nobel prize in their future." '

Solzhenitsyn Again!

TIHERE will be many in India who will look forward
I with keen interesi to obtaining a copy of. Gulag
Archipelago, Alexander Solzhenitsyn's latest work
which will be published shortly by Harper & Row and
Cjollins. The book is based on the eleven long years
spent by Solzhenitsyn in prison, concentration camps
and exile along with the experiences of 227 survivors
of Labour camps whom he interviewed. It is a 600
page document of the Soviet system of police terror
right upto 195E.

Solzhenitsyn documents a comparison between the
Tsarist terror and the Communist terror. In terms of
numbers of arrests and executions and length of prison
terms, he declares, the Soviet regime has exceeded
irnperial rule by factors ranging between l0 to one and
1,000 to cne. Solzhenitsyn also asserted that the Soviets
killed and imprisoned far more people than the Nazis
did, excluding wartime casualties on both sides. He
estimates that in any one year of the Stalin era,
12,000,0m people were held in prison. 'As some depart-
ed beneath the socl', he adds, 'thd machina kept bring-
ing in replacements. He eloquently calls for punish-
ment of all those responsible for such crimes against
the Soviet people, noting that post-Hitler Germany
has convicted more than 78,000 persons of brutality
and murder, while post-Stalin Russia has tried only
two dozen of its former executioners.

Taking issue with those who denounce Stalin as a
horrible monster and excuse all the other guilty, as

Klrrrrshchev tried to do, Solzhenitsyn strikes out at the

officially defied figure of Lenin and reiects the thesis
that Stalin alone was responsible for such exc€sses. Hc
shows deep insiglrt when he demonstrates that bruta-
lity under Stalin was only made possible by Lenin's
dissolution of the Constituent Assembly and establish-
me.nt of one.party dictatorship and a police state. He
recalls Leninist purges, Leninist concentration camps
and Leninist mass executions.

Bv publishing this book, Solzhenitsyn has shown
courage-a quality so rare in this country. It is to be
hoped that this brave voice will not be silenced. In any
event, Solzhenitsyn has the satisfaction of providing
through his book rvhat he himself describes as 'a
monument of solidarity with all the martyrs and dead
of the years from 1918 to 1958."



Prof. DANDEKAR'S UTOPIA
Geeta Gopalakrishnan

TTIERE is a story of a modem poet who rvrote
r about a magical electric switch which could dis-
1rcI all the darkness around. The problem was to fincl
this srvitch. Prof. Dandekar's Presidential Acldress to
the 56th All In&a Economic Conference at Timchina-
palli on Decernber 27, LW}, refers to this magical
switc.h right through - the Democratic Socialist Path
to Economic Development. The problen-rs in accepting
and implementing Prof. Dandekar's theories arise fronr
the very academic'platform he has stood on.

For instance, Prof. Dandekar has closed his long
address with a plea that the country must have un-
scrupulously clean politicians; that there rnust be no
rervards to high political office; that the assets of every
p<llitician riirist lx' "opcrn trr prrl>lic gaz() rrncl sclutiny".
Who has not heard these before? Who does not want
all this? Even our politicians rvant this. Brrt it just does
not happen in our kind of social and public discipline.

Prof. Dandekar has rightly pointed out that further
progress towards socialism can come only if this power
structure is attacked at its source. His whole theory is
based on this simple requirement.

With this, and a lot of other "ifs" and "buts", Prof.
Dandekar has spelt out his "Policy Framework for the
Approach Paper for the Fifth Five Year Plan", if he
were a oneman Planning Commission. He decries the
present policy frame as being a mouthful of cliches,
which has not achieved tangible results in 25 years of
planning. FIe, tltcrcfore, aclvocates the l)eurocratic
Socialist Path.

His basic objective for the \r Plan is to remove
poverty arising out of unemployment or underemploy-
ment. In contrast to this, the present view of Govern-
ment is that the additional wage-employment likely
to be generated in the V PIan 'rvill fall short of the
estinratecl ircrertse in laboul force. Prol, I)andekar
begs to differ with this promise. He feels that he would
dire.ct all policies to meet this single purfpse i.e., ilrat
all able-bodied adults are adequately employed to
support thernselves with a "reasonable number of
detrrendents". He excludes from his target the elimina-
tion of poverty among, inter alia, people with "too
large a burden of dependents". With the kind of family
size, incrme distribution and employment in India,
it is not clear how exactly Prof. Dandekar hopes to
use a Democratic - Socialist Path that excludes people
with "too many dependents".

Thc Professor then describes a minirnunt rvage in-
corne as thc ability to purchase 3 kg. of foodgrains
per wor:ker per working day. The V Plan Approaeh
he recommends is to tackle unemployment by offering
wagc-employment at this minimum poverty line. He

J

rvould use labour co-operativas, or deparhnental
organizations to achieve this. He estimates that 10
rnillion workers, each costing Rs. 1,500/- p.a. to employ,
will seek employment under such a guarantee scheme.
'fhere shall be no shortage of resources to meet this
huge wage bill. He believes that investment resour@s
to generate an additional wage bill of Rs. 1,500/- crores
can, and will, be found - without deftcit financing,
and in a situation of stable prices. One does not gues-
tion whether there is productive work to do - one only
rvonders u'hether Prof. Dandekar's is tending to over-
simplify a far more complex problem.

As a result of investing this minimum wage in the
rural rnasses, Prof. Drrndekar continues, the agricul-
tural wage will immecliately rise-this will increase
the cost of agricultural produce. He implies that higher
\r'ages nlealls additionrrl purchasing po\ver.

Nationalisation of lvholesale tradc, controlled Food-
grain Marketing and so on are recomrnended as means
to hjs great end. There is no sign of the Professor
having considered the cost of his recommendations,
the problem of agricultural procurement, the co-
ordination machinery required for 350 odd districts
setting up a multilogue on foodgrain movement - all
these have been glossed over with euphoric theory -
his suggestions seem particularly ironic and "innova-
tive" when, right now State Covernments are unable
to meet their Kharif pl'ocrlrelnent talgets, and rvhen the
distribution system is already ovelburdened with bans
of nranv types on inter-district movements. The entire
theorl, seems incongruous by his conceding "when
the price of the cheapest grain goes up, the govern-
rnent shall give a consequent rise in the minimum
money wage". That is 'ivhat happens when you try to
have the cake ancl eat it too-detnocratic socialism!

\Iauy otirer utopian suggestions ou urbatt sanitation
for our 4O0,000 odd villages, drinking rvater supply,
cement and sanitarylvare for the villages appear in
the Plan. Lower wages for the executive, higher wages
for the u'olker ( I :5 ratio ) , controlled dividends,
worker participation in equity, and so on and so on.
Most interesting of all is his principre of gving the
workers the right to strike but no right to stop work-
a typical exarnple of a hotch potch ideology. He even
goes on to clesclibe a hrdicrous 'timulated strike"
rvhere workers will not receive wages, management
shall not be entitled to proffts, notice of strike shall
bc givcn, bul production will go on!

Reading Prof. Danclckar's addtess is interesting for
rr few of its thoughts - but it cloes make one fe.'el happy
that he is not, in fact, a "one-man Planning Comrnis-
sion" as hc has tricd to bc during his adclress.



THE ARAB.-ISRAELI CONFLICT
India's Policy in Retrospect and Prospect

B. P. Adarkar

INDIA'S orrm policy has becn based upon insufficient
I historical or juridical study and does not appear
to be even consonant u'ith her basic principles of peirce.
justice, and non-violence. There lus beeu a tendency
on our part to take side without proper ratiocinatinn
and lvithout weighing the consequences for otu' own
political or economic interests. We have often rushecl
in rvherc others have feared to tread and declared our
partisanship in unseemly haste, when we could have
made a major contribution to rvorld peace and order
by pouring oil on troubled waters instead of consis-
tently encouraging the Arabs in their Jehads. It is in-
deed difficult to see what exactly we are aiming at and
what we have achieved by our West Asia policy.

Pandit Nehru backed Nasser at every step against
the Anglo-American alliance. Nasser was a parody of
Pandit Nehru and had the ambition of becoming an
Arab hero by mobilising the entire Arab world against
the Jews and the Western powers. He took over the
Suez Canal only in the end to destroy it: he built the
Aswan Dam at enormous cost only in the end to realise
that it was a bankmpt project. Almost all the Arab
Nations joined in his grand idea of leading a Jehad
against Israel. In the four wars fought since then. they
squandered billions of dollars and thousands of lives
in'the hope of destroying Israel, but the latter, like
the Jumping Jack in the Box, has come up and over
itgain, with extended frontiersl Meanwhile, issues
which could be settled amicably across the negotiating
table have been needlessly exaggerated in a spirit of
ebstinate hatred and fanaticisrn.

To whom cloes Palestine belnng?

fo lvhonr does Palestine belong? Neither Allah, uor
Jehovah, nor the Father in Heaven can possibly answer
this questiont This ancient theatre of war in Western
Asia has been the centre of bloody oonfl.iets between
different nations and religions for thousands of years.
In Jerusalem itseif, Jews, Christians and Muslirns have
all staked thpir territorial and religious claims. The
interesting part of all this is that all these people be-
long to the sarne race, viz., the Semitic Race. Alto-
gether, this internecine war seems to be like the end-
less opera, in which generations of the same peopltr
have been the tragic playerst The answer to the ques-
tion posed above, then, is that Palestine, or rather en-
tire West Asia belongs to thc Seuritic pe'<.'ple uncl
not to any. particular denornination arnongst theur.
Thercforc, the hi.storfu;al ba.ns of our \liest Asio policu

c:ornpletely falls to tlrc ground. AIso, thc eciclcnct
explodes the theory tltat tlrc Arabs haoe any xtperior
riglft as against the lercs to sooereignty over the land.

W ho comnt ittecl aggression?

In the above context, the question. Who committed
aggression?-is a meaningless one. Since 1948, there
have already been four wars and there has never
been a Peace Treaty; in other words, it must be re-
galded as a continuous state of war. In 1948 and 1973,
the initiative u'as undoubtedly taken by the Arabs; in
1956 and 1967, the initiative was taken by Israel in
a "pre-emptive" way. Thus, there is no question of
vacating any agglcssion. Until a peace treaty is signed,
it is useless to ask either party to lyithdraw. Of course,
the United Nations, in various resolutions including
the one of 1967 (Resolution 2A2), have asked Israel
to u'ithdrau' from territories occupied in the 1967 war
and to be entitled to "secure and recognised bound-
aries" to be determined in a peace treaty. However,
tlrc Arabs seenx to be interested onlg in uithdraual.
There have been various other recommendations of
the United Nations which have been completely
ignored by them-including those relating to the re-
cognition of Israelk sovereignty as a State and to direct
negotiations. It is a basic principle of larv that those
u'ho seek equity mu-st themselves do equity; but that
is precisely what the Arabs do not want to do. They
do not rvant peace but only the "destmction of Israef'
irs Nasser said in 1967; or as the Arab Surnmit Con-
ference at Khartoum resolved in September lg70: 'No
peace rvith Israel; no negotiations with Israel; no
reeognition of Israe'I, - onlv insistencc on the rights
of the Palestinian people to their ou'n couutry." As
regarcls quitting aggression, even the Soviet legal vierv
has been that states acting in self-defence nray retaiu
conquered territories, in order to prevent new aggres-
sion. Indeed, this is the basis for the Russian ancl
Polish annexations of the former German territory to
the east of the rivers Oder and Neisse.

Israel does not propose to stick on to most of the
ten'itoric, but her contention, which seems plausible,
is that so long as the Arabs do not even recognise her
legal e,xiste.nce, and, on the @ntrary, threaten to
destroy her, the retention of a few locations (e.g..
Sharma el Sheikh ) becomes necessarv for sheer seU-
protection and fol strategic reasons. In spite of all this.
it is surprising that the Soviet Union and also India
slrould go on. from time to time, iuserting that Israel
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has been guilty of "aggression." What evideuce have
they had for this especially when the Egyptians them-
selves boasted of having taken the ffrst plunge this
time?

Guerilla Bluckmail.

After the 1967 rvar, the entire atmosphere of West-
ern Asia hacl been more or less peaceful. Only on the
borders of Syria and Lebanon the Arab guerillas carried
on sporadic attacks and Israel naturally reacted to
them. In view of the right of "hot pursuit", Israel was
fully within her legal rights to punish the guerillas
even by crossing into Syrian and Lebanese territories.
If Syria and Lebanon or other Arab countries did not
like these frequent skirmishes on their borders, the
remedy rvas entirely in their own hands. Because of the
Arab guerillas, uot only Israel but many other countries
of the world, which are not remotely concerned n'ith
the Arab-Israel confict, have been constantly harassed
by the guerillas and their agents. The Arab States are
fully aware of this iuternational hooliganism but thev
have still coutinued to encourage it.

The Real Issues

Unfortunatel.v, no one seems to be giving th<lught to
the ultimate rvell-being of either the Arabs or the Jervs
in the region. On the contrary', the Arabs and the
Israelis have got entangled in the endless and fruitless
question, viz,, to whom does Palestine belong, and they

-particularly the Arabs-have been stressing only ques-
tions of prestige and hatred and squandering both
money and blood on them. If the Arabs cannot see
clearly wherein their real interest lies, it is the duty of
the Big Pou'ers and also of neutral states like India to
guide them in this. Instead of discharging tlrat duty,
most of these States, including India, have boen mainlv
adding fuel to the fue. The funds and resources wasted
in this irsane confl"ict during the last 25 years add up
to colossal amounts. My own calculation is that the
direct and indirect (material) cost of the four wars
has been around $ 35 billion. Even if one-tenth of this
monet' \r'ere spent on the rehabilitation of the Aratrs
in the region and on the development of West Asia,
the Arabs (and the Jews) would have lived in great
happiness in the holy land of Palestine. But suclr
thoughts are of no c$ncern to the Arabs.

The Arabs hooe now deciileil to blackmail the entire
uoildwiththeb oil and they seem to be in both homici-
aal and suieidal moo&l They are prepared to destroy
the economies of many countries, not connected or
concerned with their dispute, to achieve their end-
which still rernains the destruction of Israel. And,
while Israel has been ffghting for its very existence,
the Arabs are ffghting for pieces of land and the rights
df the Palestine l:iberation-Organisation only. One falh
to unde,rstand rvhat else Israel could do but ffght to the
bitter end.

6

F'ebruary 7974

On the other hand, the problem of the Arab refugces
are not insoluble. In fact, the refugee problem has
arisen just because of the recalcihance of the Arab
States and thc gr-rerillas and their constant attac'ks on
Israel; as, for sheer self-defence, Israel has been com-
pelled to keep out the elemc:nts u4rich ale dangerous to
its existence. It is r perfect vicious circle. If the Arabs
u'ould recognise the right of Israel to exist as a State
and of the Jews to u place in the sun, it will make a
rvorld of clifference and pave the way to peace in the
region.

Israel's objective has been the attainment of peace
within seatre borders. It seeks borders which will
be defensible, i.e., will not constitute a temptation
to a potential aggressor, as did the pre-1967 lines.
The Arabs must realise that the Israelis have also
a right to exist and that that right is not only legal
but rnoral and historical. The question of Palestine
should be resolved on the basis of the humanitarian
interests of both Arabs aud Jews. From the practical
viewpoint, this would involve the minimum of expense
ancl the maximum of gain for Arabs, Jews and everyone
else. fn anA c&se, in the mad pursuit of their aim to
destrog lsrael a.nd un-unite history, the Arabs haoe

Ttositioelg no right to intohse the ushole uorld.

Inclia's Poliql

From the foregoing, it will have been clear that
Inclia's foreign policy in regard to the Arab-Israeli con'
f.ict is meaningless and irrational, and not even in our
interests. The Arabs have always opposed our position
during our own troubles with Pakistan and China. Why
must rve kowtow to them? It is contrary to our peace-
ful foreign policy, our neutrality and our non-align-
ment. The last we could do is to remain neutral. Morc-
oaer, out foreign policy should hooe been dirccted to
the ultimate and. humanitorian interests of the Arobs,
the leus and. all tLnse uho ilepend upon the facilities
of the Sucz Canal and the oil resources of the region.

As a major uon-aligned nation, India was perhaps

the only country in the toorld. which could have
mediated with any degree of success in this dispute.
On the other hand, by encvuraging the Arabs to pursue
an unjust and wholly suicidal coutse, we have brought
upon ourselves two major disasters, riz., the closure
of the Sucz Canal, which has infl.icted heavy losses on
the Indian economy in regard to the cost of food im-
ports during the last 15 years, and now the tragedy of
Oil, the very oil for which presumably our foreign
policy has been so solieitous for the friendship of Arabs.
Even today, if our foreign potcy makers would bend
(heir euergies to helping a rational, peaceful and
humanitarian solutiou to tho Arab-Israeli dispute, not

(Cotrtinued on Wge 7)



GOKHALE AND WESTERI{ EDUCATION-.TI
P. N. Driver

rnODAY, as a result of the regional medium in ourr colleges in several parts of India, we have made it
imtrnssible to get even the best Indian'teaclrers fronr
all parts of india. It may be u'orth noting that Gokhale
wanted the best teachers from all over the rvorld and
specially from England. He, and other stalwarts of the
Congress were aware of the good ancl inspiring rvork
done by English Professors, specially rnen like Prof.
F. G. Selby, and Dr. Wordsworth, the grandson of the
gteat poet. Gokhale pointed otrt that England's best
work in India was done through such men and that, "it
is these men rvho present to the Indian mind the best
side of English character and English culture." Gokhale
could not help feeling this, because in a place like
Maharashtra all our biggest leaders-Ranade, Gokhale,
Agarkar, I-okamanya Tilak, Telang etc.-men whose
stature rvas far above the level of those who have
cpme after them in times after the policy of Indianisa-

(Continued from page 6)
only India but the entire world could benefft by our
efforts.

The following are some of the essentials of a possible
solution:

l. Israel should be recognised as a sovereign State
by the Arabs and all other natiens, facilitating diplo.
matic relations without let or hindrance of any kind.

2. Israelt boundaries should be properly demar-
cated on the basis of defensibility and military
viability.

8. Israel should surrender any surplus territories
outside the demarcated boundaries, some of which
it has acquired during the four wars, including the
current one.

4, T\e Popular Liberation Front and all other
terrorist and guerilla organisations should be dis-
banded.

5. The United Nations should immediately under-
take the reconstruction and development of the
region, particularly with a view to the rehabilita-
tion of the Arab refugees.

6. The Suez Canal should be re-opened with
international assistance if necessary and should be
open to all nations, including Israel. Similarly, there
should be freedom of passage for all nations, in-
cluding Israel, through the Gulf of Aqaba and the
Straits of Tiran.

7. There should be international guarantees for
the territorial inviolability and political indelxn-
dence of every State in the area through measures
including the establishment of demilitarised z)nes.

tion, rvere products mostly of either the Elphinstone
or the Deccan College rvhere rve had not only the
Ilritish system of education in the English medium
(in the real sense) but rvhere several irnportant
teachers were also British Professors. A simple ques-
tion which arises incidentally here is, why, since the
time rve Indianiscd education and weakened the old
systern, rve have not been able to produce among us
leaders of such national stature as those listed above?
Gokhale rvas ver\/ anxious that the quality of our
colleges should be improved by Government bringing
out from England the best men available for this work.
He suggested this even as late as in 1903 and recom-
mended also putting these men on a level with mem-
bers of the Civil Service as regards pay and promotion.
He felt this could bring about a marked change in the
tone of Government colleges in India and the private
colleges would be driven to work up to the level of
the Government colleges.

What Was Wrong

With his fairly long practical experience of teach-
ing, Gokhde saw clearly what was w"ong in our
system of education and made many valuable sug-
gestions of which the most important I think was
the need for improved material on which college pro-
fessors have to rvork. In view of the mess u'e have
created today in our education this point requires sorne
attention. Gokhale pointed out how the material on
which college professors have to work depends on the
character of the instruction imparted in secondary
schools and the standanls we adopt for examinations.
Tho deterioration in higher education today - a point
on which l can write at length after my experience of
the last forty years - is largely the cause of many of
our troubles in politics today. This cleterioration can
be traced directly to the lowering of the standards of
studies in English at the School level at a time when
we do not have well qualified teachers in English. The
tampering with syllabuses sometimes by men not at aII
qualified to lay down policies in calculation is also
very important in this context.

In the matter of the scope of rvestern education
rvhich Gokhale had in mind for India, he laid special
stress on trvo subiects which we today have not given
the prominence due-British History and Literature.
He looked upon these subjects as specially responsible
for the elevation of the character of the British people.
\Vhatever may be the tnrth in this, therr: are f anr srrre

many Indians who can point out honestly the hrsic
inspiration these subioets gave in India's stnrggle for
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freedom. No one who reads with an unbiassed mind
the story of the political unfolding of British demo-
cracy in the l9th century under the care and
caution of her Minister, including even snrall meu
comparatively like Lord lr{elbourne and his care-
ful handling of the voung Queen Victoria before
and after Peel came into porver, rvill fail to leaur
something vital as to the behaviour required in
a democracy lvhen good standards have to be set.
Though literature was no my subfect for studies I still
remember the fervoul obtained from some of thc
giants of British literature specially of the l9th centurv
and after lVaterloo. This literature tlnt attracted
the attention of the Indian students' interest in
freedom was connected closell' rvith problems of
political and social organisation and was saturated
rvith thouglrts about common lveal and common woe-
of incalculable value to students in India dreaming
about their own freedom. I still remember the lines
of Shelley inspired by his pen dipped in the ffre of the
Frenclr- Revolution and expressing a protest which rvas
bound to ffnd an echo in the hearts of Indian studeuts
reading them as recorded even in British Political
history texts:

"Men of England, wherefore plough
For the Lords who lay you lorv?
Wherefore weave with toil and care
The rich robes your tyrants s'ear?
Rise like Iions after slumber
In unvanquishable number
Shake your chains to earth, like deu'
Ye are many, thev are fewl"

Emotionally these lines could upset tts but u'e lerrmt
to be less selffsh than before ar-rd ready to do our bit.
In this connection one can imagine u'hat I feel rvhen
I read Gokhale and the gteat truth he expressed: "I
think Englishmen should have nore faith in the in-
fluence of their history and literature". It is a pity that
today in our short-sightedness rve have removed the
stud1, 61 Britisir I'olitic:rl }listorv fr<,rm thc cours('s .ts

also from our schools. Our national pride and ego
wants inspilation from Indian History instead but the
question is: can Indian History serve the same purpose?

In the Presidential address at the Banaras Congress
in 1905, Gokhale described Lord Ripon as "the best-
beloved of India's Viceroys" who had quickened by
his righteous actions our consciolrsness of nationalism
even though he had been persecuted by other English-
men for rvhat he did for us. This served as a reminder
to us in those days that there were also others besides
Ripon who had encouraged western education pre''
cisely for the purpose Gokhale hacl in mind-making
India fit for freetkrnr. It is intcrestinq to trott'that its

against these men s'ert' tltc English cottservatives likt'
Lord Ellenbororrgh vvho feared tlrt' consequences of a

free India arising its ir rt'sttlt o[ this rlt'str:nt education.

IJ
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Lord Ellenborough wanrc:d Englishrrreu that if Euro-
pean education and icleirs rvere imparted "to the
natives", thc' English rntrst not expect to retain tlrerir
hold on India. The fact that tlmost all the leaders of
the National Congress lvho fougbt for freedorn rvere
trained in this manner through the English language
bears out the truth behind the fears expressed by
Ellenborough very early. C)ne has onll' to prepare a
list of the contemporaries of our great leaders in the
rrniversities abroad where they also studied to under-
stand how it rvas western education after all, both in
India and abroad that opened the minds of our people.
Jarvaharlal, for example, has given a list of his con-
temporaries at Cambridge - J. M. Sengupta, Kitctrlew,
Syed lvlahmud, T. A. Sherwani and S. M. Sulaiman
(later Chief Justice of Allahabad).

A Prenonition

Cokhale seems to have had a premonition that
though u'estern education had given us national unity
u'lrilst the British rvere in India during the fffty years
preceding 1905, our turity u'ould be short lived if we
did not have the essential condition or requirement
of a long period of peace and order to consolidate the
:rclrievement. The peace and order India had till then
rvas entirely the work of the British Government, and
the consolidation necessary for our unity meant there-
fore continuous support to British rule. In his talk be-
fore the Students' Brotherhood in Bornbay, Golirhale
made clear his faith why British Rule alone could give
us the peace and order necessary for slowly evolving
a nation out of our heterogeneous elements. In a speech
before the Deccan Sabha in 1909, he warned the peo-
ple that "the tradition of order was comparatively
recent: with our inheritance of centuries it did not
take much to stir up disorder even today.". . . Since the
feeling of national unity had to be consolidated and
this rvas bound to slow work, there should be no dis-
turbance. If peace and order were disturbed, our unity
u'orrld not be of much trse in practice. This explains
rvliy Goklule could not support "unfair misapprehen-
sions" of the intentions of government roused by his
extremist opponents. Somehow, as he explained at the
Congress at Banaras, he was not sure of our sense of
responsibility for proper exercise of the political insti-
tutions of the West required for our freedom and unity.
He stressed the fact that this sense of responsibility
could be acquired only over a long period through
practical tlaining and experiment. He could not of
corlrse have knorvn at that time that soon after our
hrdependence we u'ould cease to produce "national"
leaders of the tlTle we had during the hey-day of
British rule, that we would rveaken the common link
of English for our higher education thu'oughout India
and in the end produce through our regional medium
rrncl thc so-crrllrld "national" lanquage in places like



Febnnrg 1974

U.P. and Bihar, only regional nalrow-minded leaders -
unfit even to handle their own Police, thus endanger-
ing seriously the peace and order we require for our
national trnity and feeling. It is interesting to note in
the light of our slogan-mongering and superftcial talk
of radicalism what Golhale had to say regarding the
acceptance of extremist doctrines by the people even
in his day. He aseribed this to "our lack of political
judgment. Not many of us care to think for ourselves
in political matters... Ready-made opinious Are as

convenient as ready-made clothes and not so notice-
able".

The Vemaculars

It would be a mistake to think that Gokhale aucl his
contemporaries like Malabari, the gteat social reformer,
wanted the use of the English language because they
rvere against the "vernaculars" of India. They wanted
English because it was the only language possible for
higher education throughout India then, as now, and
also because this was necessary for the unity of the
country. In fbct it was felt that the advancement of
higher education in English was necessary ultimately
to improve and invigorate the vernaculars and infuse
in them the new strength derived from the English
Ianguage. Gokhale wanted candidates for the B.A.
degree in Languages to take up the Vernaculars as

optionals with the Classical languages. He eren sug-
gested a separate Vernacular University, but he was
always clear in his mind that these vernaculars could
never take the place of English. Even when he sug-
gested the Vernacular University he made it clear that
"for a long time to come", its degrees,would be "inferior
to the degrees of our present University." Besides, even
in the Vernacular University he wanted English and
Sanslait to be compulsory second languages.

In the above conneetion it may be asked how many of
us are even today aware of the fact that taking even
the tmncated India of today there are "over 1300
languages and dialects spoken as mother tongues in
India" according to a written reply in the Lok Sabha
given last NIay and reported in our Press on 8-5-'73.
Without the use of English they tend to make rrs

strangers in our own land among ourselves.
Some opponents of Gokhale have created the very

wrong impress.on that Gokhale was pro-British no
matter what they did. In actual fact, Gokhale's advo-
cacy of western education and his admiration for
English character and language went along with a
strong condemnation of those responsible for false
accusations against Indian character. Whenever he
found gross injustice, negligence, and breach of faith
or promises given by the British, he protested eourte-
ousl'y but none the less very strongly. For what Lord
Curzon did Gokhale openly compared him to Aurang-
zeb in rather strong lauguage. Gokhalc liit hiur hard by

h'tet'dun I'' irst

shorving how, in spite of undoubted gifts, he lacked
imagination and sympathy and did not really under-
stand the people of India. He asserted that Curzon
could nof claim, in spite of having been one of the
greatest Englishmen who ever came to India, that he
hacl strengthened the foundations of British rule. Like-
wise he condemned Lord Dullerin for his "jingoism".
When Lord Harris, who was also unsympathetic to us,
told an English audience that educated Indians were
displeascd with him as he ( Harris ) had tried to serve
the masses in India, Gokhale described and condemn-
ed this defence as "absolutely inconsistent with that
accurasy of statement rvhich we have a right to expect
liom one who has occupied the exalted position of
Her lv{ajesty's representative in this country". Gokhale
rvas also very critical of the opposition of men like
N,Ir. Chatfield, the then Director of Public Inshuction,
to having necessary changes in school text-books just
because of the fear that they rvere likely to be "con-
siderably Sanskritized in the process". Gokhale never
tried to curry favour with the British in his economic
and otler criticism. Because of his honest independ-
ent stand on matters, he was rnisunderstood by both
the British as well as his Indian opponents. He
condemned the British for expanding railways at the
cost of education and agriculture. He criticised the
British strongly for failures to implement promises
given in the Queerfs Proclamation of 1858. He even
asserted that if the pledge of equal treatment of Indians
was repudiated, one of the strongest claims of British
rule to our attachment *'ould disappear. When he was
told that if the I.C.S. was thrown open to Indians in
India the entire Service would be swamped by the
Bengalees, he asserted that a Bengali was nearer to
him than Europeans who had a monopoly in the Ser-
vice. He pointed out fearlessly that tsritish rule would
be in peril if Indians were not treated with equality,
courtesy, and proper consideration (Crawford Case).
The greatest mistake of the British in his view was
that after training the Indians in the liberal thought
of the West our educated young men were not given
tl.rc oppoltrrnitl' to gct into posts of hi.qhc.r rcsponsi-
bility for which their education had prepared them.
He called this "little short of folly". It was not
Gokhale's fault if, with all his criticism of the British,
we as Indians had n'rore defects than the British.
Gokhale's ultimate faith in the British stands vindi-
cated when we see how India got her freedom in 1947

granted to her constitutionally by the British Parlia-
ment and not obtained as a restrlt of any revolution as

done by the American colonies in the lSth century,

Yindication

Finally, we may note Gokhalc rvanted freedom for
India as nruch as Tilak or Gandhiii but believed that
only westem education tlrrough the English language
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could arouse among us the aulbitions required to be rr

free country, an important point here because t}is was
rvliat Tilak also sarv as true rather too late just beforc+

his death. Whilst earlier Tilak had differed from
Gokhale, at the end in his lvlanifesto in 1920 just bc-
fore he died he admitted that it was English education
that gave rise to the desire for freedom, and added
most unexpectedly: "We rvant the English people, Eng-
lish institutions, English liberty and Empire." Tilak
seerns to have admitted rvhat he had failed to do all
his life earlier w'hen he had opposed Gokhale, namelv,
that British rule had been useful and even more
than useful. One wonders whether he was thinking
of the statemanship of Gokhale and his vieu's and per-
haps even regretting his earlier optrlosition to Gokhale
when he added: "It has been w'ell said that British
rule is conferring inestimable benefit, not only in its
civilised methods of administration, but also by bring-
ing together the difierent nationalities and races of
India, so that a united nation may grow together out
of it in oourse of time". The admission of Britain's role
as a teacher of freedom and unity to India" and also
that India was not yet a united political nation and
required British help, is very important for the consi'
deiation of many of our unenlightened regionalists of
today who ocrcupy seats of power without the vision
to see how this unfortunate country is slou'ly going to
pieces again thrcugh the premature_ and fatal policy
of destroying the educational foundations advocnted
by Gokhale and accepted practically wi& his dying
breath by Tilak.

In conclusion, we may remember that even todal'
the real key to most of our problems lies in the
character we can develop to work and sufier for the
unity and freedom of this land. Nothing perhaps_is 

_as
important as education, and more education both for
ooi masses and for producing the natiotwl leaders we
require. Western education and dre English language
have still a very great role to play in the years to come.
We need to remind ourselves of the conclrrding words
of Gokhale in his address to the Rombav Graduates
in 1896:

"I think in the present circumstances of our country
no subject can call ftlrth such universal, such whole-
hearted enlhusiasm, as public education. If any-
thing will ever restore us to our lost glory, it will
be this. In the eloquent words of a recent writer,
'Knowledge is Heaven's light to our steps, and a
nation that shuts it out, seals its orvn doom, and
cannot stand.' Gentlemen, in our present fall rve are
paylng the penalty of past siru. For these,sins-many
of yonr best lives mrtst be sacri.ffced on thc alter of
education by way of atonement' At this altar the
nati'on must kneelfor years, many and long, before
it can rise purified and regenerated, ennobled and
strengthened, and proceed to take its placv among
the nations of tlre qrorld".

to
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Reoiews
KU M ARAM AN GALAM'S THESIS

HE confdential thesis that the late Mr N{ohan
Kumaramangalam wrote for the Comnrunist Partl

of India (CPI), Iaying dowrr the guidelines for a
seizure of porver, has now been brought out in book
form by the D. K. Publishing House of Delhi at Rs. 16
for the hardcover edition and Rs. l0 for the paperbac.k.
As the master plan which brought CPI its rnost re-
sounding victories, the 'Thesis' is no doubt held in
great reverence by the Party itself, its every word to be
pored over and savoured. But to those who might
be less involved, and even granting that it is, by its
very nature, a dry political treatise, it is pretty heavy
going, barely readable and clunrsily put together, with
its arguments Iaboured and flagrantly hvisted to con-
form to a line of thought. The only thing that emerges
clear is the authort single-minded devotion to the
cause, the cause in the pursuit of which no holds seem
to be barred. In a less direct way, it provides an in-
sight into the diabolic workings of the communist
movement, horv norms of political conduct are sub-
ordinated to the overall strategic obiective of seizing
f,ower; how, when a frontal assault looks hopeless,
there is an unabashed switch-over to Trojan Horse
tactics.

The dreary obfuscation that the'Thesis' suffers finm
is relieved by an incisive inLioduction rwitten by a
professional New Delhi journalist, Mr Satindra Singh.
Apart from having put in a good deal of sound home-
work on the study of communism in India, Mr Singh
speaks with the palpable authenticity of the insider,
having himself been an active communist for ten
years. In his fffteen-page commentary, he focusses
attention on the more sinister aspects of the 'Thesis'
and in the process, adds considerably to our knowledge
of the means and methods employed by the CPI in
its efrorb to take over power in this country.

All the same, it somehow does not seem right that.
on the strength of his iutroduction, lv'Ir Singh shoulcl
consider himself entitled to treat the entire book as

though it were his own effort and even dedicate it. His
dedication reads: TO MRS INDIRA GANDHI WHO
MIGHT BENEFIT. This may be Mr Singh"s way of
suggesting thal, if only she were to get her facts
straight, the Prime Minister worrld not go about assert-
ing that her party was not "going towards communism."
And facts are what Mr Singh sets out to provide, with-
out mincing words or holding back names. On the
other hand, it is not at all unlikely that the late Mr
Kumaramangalam himself might have dedicated his
effort to Mrs Gandhi, even possiblv in the same words.
On the evidence presented b,v Mr Singh, thel' r+'orrld

have seerned singrrlarlv appropriate.
\{axort.rn \'[.t r.r:osx,rtr

THE LIIiLT'ING POI'

Beyonrl The Melting Pot by Nathan Glazer and
Daniel P. Moynihan, (The N,I.I.T. Press, I\{assachu-
setts $1.95 pp. 363.)

fN the last three centuries, wave upon wave cjfr religiously, p<-,litic'ally and economically aflicted
Europeans and Latin Americans have hit the shores
of America. N'Ieanrvhile, uegro ex-slaves migrated to
the industrialized urban north from the pastoral south.
Many members of these groups settled in Nerv York
City. From a conglorneration of genetic, religious,
cultural, and linguistic characteristics, one contmon
motivation united them all, they were looking for
opportunity. Their collective hope was that thel' could
come to New York City, blend into society, work hard,
and achieve success. New York City would theoretic-
ally become "a melting pot" one thoroughly integrated
mass of humanity, all u'ith the same vast mixed gene
pool, all with one standardized Christian religion, all
having one uniform culture, class and political inte-
rest. In BeyondThe lt[.eltingPot, Nathan Glazer and the
United States Ambassador to India, Daniel P. Moyni-
han examine ftve rnajor distinctly recognizable ethnic
groups of New York City in 196,3; the Negroes, Puerto
Ricans, Jews, Italians, and lrish, and analyse rvhat
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cultural, economic and political factors have kept the
melting pot from happening.

The melting pot theory of American historl is not
the only ideology to be challenged in the book. Indeed,
to the writer, intellectually suckled in the large radical
American turiversity of the late 1960's Begond The
Melting Pof cbmes as a shcrcker. In the basic assump-
tions of the 1963 edition, and persistently in the
ninety-page updated introduction of the nerv 1970
edition, Glazer and Moynihan, have explocled sacred
radical chic doctrine. The Arnerican i'adical of the
19@s was embarrassed to admit tlnt different ethnic.
groups lrad different attitudinal ancl cultural clrarac-
teristics, and belicved that those groups, especially
negroes, rvho have not achievecl, havc been forcibll'
prevented from doing so. Clazer and N{oynihan
blithely toss a certain amount of the blame right back
in the laps of the less than privileged.

It would be extrernely controversial, in the lete
1960's to admit that the negroes, or blacks, caried anv
burdens on the road to success except those imposecl
upon then by racist American discrimination. It has
been pointed out in the book, that while there is un-
doubted &scrirnination against American blacks in
Nerv York City, especially in getting decent housing,
some of the negro's problems are internal, a legacy
fro1n his slave days. It is admitted that rvlrite societ;'
clamped blacks into slavery, but to prete.nd that the
psychological after-effects of slavery are not a persistent
block to black aclvanc€ment is a short-sighted and
non-productive as the late 1960's tendency to ignore
the numbers of blacks who are rising into the American
Ir{iddle Class Mainstream, to ignore all blacks, but
radical students and welfare mothers.

Glazer and l\{olarihan were tough on the American
blacks, but they were as totrgh on the Irish. The
culmination of the criticism was a strong hint that
unlike the Italians, the Irish rvere too busy drinking
to involve themselves in organized crime. In his

{Moynihan's) strong personal attempt to shamc some
Iife into the Irish community, he didnt &rectly chal-
lcnge thc icleology of the racUcal elite of thcr latc 1960's
who never did hold the largely rvorking class Irish as
a cause celebre. Indeed, the police-career-oriented
Irish and otler ethnic groups were somewhat regarded
as the radical monster from the black lago,on, the hard
hat, Wallace man, racist.

If Moynihan didn't stir radical sentiment in the ffnt
edition of his book b)'criticizing the lrish, he set up
the ltalians and Irish as his cause celebre in his nerv
introduction, written nr 1970. Moynihan and Glazer
1rcint out that the upper class educated elite com-
prisd largely of the Jews and non-ethnic white pro-
testant Americans, took common cause with the under
privileged blaels. and to a lesser extent Puerto
Ricans against the lower middle class, which in New
York City', is disproportionatelv Italian and lrish. The
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general pattern was that the powerful white Protestants
and Javs decided what advantages the blacks deserved
in the way of housing, jobs, etc., and demanded that
the working class Irish and Italiars give up their job
and houses. The educated elite themselves didn t have
to surrender much. Of course, any complaining on the
part of the lower middle class ethnic groups was
immediately written off as bigotry. In actuality, the
contempt and hatred shown against the lower middle
class workers by the professors and radical elite, was
as harsh, divisive, and destructive as any hatred that
anyone had against the blacks.

The new edition of Begond.The Melttng Pot is timely,
written before the divisive turbulent times of the
1960's radical movements, and edited and added to
when the same movement was in its wane, it does
much more than its stated intention to show that
distinct ethnic groups are a pennanent feature of New
York City. It ignores the over delicate notion that it
is vulgar to recognize ethnic differences and admits
that these groups have different characteristics, inte-
rests and problems. The book assumes that stating the
truth is salutory, and that one preiudice is as bad as
another. Beyond The Melting Pof blows a breath of
fresh air.

JoeN CoxrnAcroR

DEDICATED SERVICE

ln The Cause of The People: Reminiscences; by
A. K. Gopalan, (Orient Longman; Rs.40,/-; pp.299).

IUTR. A. K. GOPALAN'S life is really a life in the
J-Yr 5s11,.ise of the people. For over fffty years he has
toiled for the people and sought to serve them accord-
ing to his light. In that service he had to suffer im-
prisonment for over sixteen years, had to face lathis
and bullets on many occasions and had to undergo
many other sufferings and privations. There are not
many who have such a long record of suffering and
sacriffce.

Mr. Gopalan began as a Congress lvorker. Aftc:r'
about ten years in the Congress, he joined the Corr-
gress Socialist Party and then gradually drifted int<-r

the Communist Party. In the Communist Party he
drifted to the left and is, since its inception, a promi-
nent member of the Marxist Communist Party. His
main ffeld of activity is small peasants and agricultural
labourers. He has conducted for them a number of
struggles in his home State of Kerala as well as in other
parts of the country.

The book is a record of his reminiscences. It is morc
or less a diary of the hundreds of meetings that he
addressed, scores of marches that he led, of the strug-
gles that he organised of the su$erings in jails and of
his travels in the country and abroad. It is a plain
matter-of-fact statement of incidents as they took place
in the political life of the author without any analysis
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and without any attempt to place them in the larger
context. There are in many places exaggerations and
many intemperate statements.

Mr. Gopalan is not a learned man or an intellectual.
He is an activist, an activist of a very energetic ty?e.
Whatever Marxism he has learnt is mainly through the
political and social struggles in which he was involved.
Later in his life, he received some recompense for the
sufferings and privations that he had to undergo in
the earlier period. He was elected to Parliament
several times, and had opportunities to visit China and
Russia and enjoy their generous hospitality. But that
did not deter him from jumping into the people's
struggles as and when the occasion demanded. Though
it did not fft in with his Maxist philosophy, Mr.
Gopalan made ample use of the Gandhian technique
of fasts. The book ends with the 19/l mid-term elec-
tion to Parliament in which he again won a victory
over the combined opposition of over a dozen parties
ranging "from the Muslim League to the |an Sangh".
The book is useful as a recurd of the activities of a
vigorous political agitator and ffghter.

V. B. Kenprx

acc.9.t



SAKHAROV os KISSINGER-Continued, from page 7

Soviet citizens to emigrate or travel abroad. . . could
not be considered a threat to the sovereignty of the
USSR. It is, rather, an equitable and indispensable
condition for detente.

"It is impossible to have mutual conftdence if one of
the parties resembles .an immense c.oncentration
camp. . . . The problem of the freedom to ernigrate and
to return is only a part of a vaster problern-that of
ending our iusulation from the outer u'orld. .. .

'You don't hear much, abroad, about such a matter
jamming foreign broadcasts. Holever, every evening,
when we turn the knob on our radio set, we get a
shock-the shock of high decibel jamming. Nlillions
of rubbles, precious technical knowledge, immense re-
sources are thus squandered so that modern science
can prevent the citizens of this country frorn getting
news from abroed."

To go ahead with trade and technical aid in an un-
conditioned detente, Sakharov had summed up a ferv
days earlier, would have the result that "the world
become helpless before this uncontrollable bweau-
cratic machine.. . . Unqualiffed Western willingness to
improve relations would mean cultivating a country
where anything that happens may be shielded from
outside eyes-a masked country that hides its real
face. .. No one should be expected to live next to

such a neighbour, especially when the neighbour is
armed to the teeth."

Secretary of State Kissinger rvas asked by the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee about these care-
fully reasoned statements that Sakharov has w'ith such
incredible selflessness and heroism addressed to us.
Kissinger replied that he was "deeply moved" by them;
but not moved enough, apparently, to be in the slightest
depgee influenced.

"We have to ask ourselves the question," Kissinger
testified, "rvhether it should be the principal goal of
Anrerican foreign poliry to transform the domestic
structure of societies with rv-hich we deal or whether
the principal exercise of our foreign policies should be
directed toward affecting the foreign policy of those
societies. .. . We must proceed on the @urse on which
we are." But Sakharov's analysis has nothing to do with
such emptv generalities. He is contending that in this
speciffc case of the presently developing relations bet-
ween the existing Soviet Union and the Western
nations, it is impossible to affect Soviet foreign policy
in a manner of benefit to the Western nations unless
there is a change in the domestic strucfure; that, in
fact, Soviet policy without domestic changes nrust be
a continuing and increasing danger to the Western
nations. Sakharov is serious. He deserves a reply more
serious than a routine debater's evasion.

naissie in his oara
This enthralhng sound of water
gushing out of a Jyoli puntp-

This vibrant sound of clear grains
surging from a Jyoti Thresher

Both tbcs€ ere exhilgretiDg experiences
for e Kisan end e Kisan's joy is Jjotlrs rerrrd.

dYOTI VERTICAL TURBINE PUMP
dYOTI MILLET THRESHER

eoditr irourcrced 

@ 
Jyod rjmir4 E rodr 3

.,,orcst/6odbli r

Branches: Bnngalorc . Bhubanesnrar o Bombay o Calcutta r Hrrbli . Indore o labalnur
lJdnrrr o laucknow-o Madras r New Delhi o Pa-tna o Poona r Secunderabad . Vijayawadu
Tiruchirapali r Visakhapatnam.
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WITH MAi\TY VOICES
N{oa's round with ma'y voicrs. co're, ";Ii:t"X"ii'Tis not too late to seek a newer rvorld."

-Tcnttgson.

I oould go shopping Gunboats are as necessary for international order as
police cars are for domestic order.

-Irving Kristol tuo-tel in Time, December fuL.

Solzhenitsyn takes the Western world to task for
being able to say, when faced with a muddy swamp,
'Oh, rvhat a charming necklace!'

-Pierre Hassner in Suraeg, Spring 1973.

Real peace - one that means
safely in Cairo.

-Golda Nleir in US. Netos & World Report,
December 17.

If freedom of the Libyan people cannot be guaran-
teed and if this country's independence canuot be
achieved except under the protection of the Russians,
then let this people go to hell. .

-Col. Gaddaffi, quoted tt Suraey, September l9/3.

He (Chavan) has shown himself to be the true
mugwump, sitting upon the fence with his rnug on
one side and his wump on the other for so long tliat
the iron spikes on its top have entered onto his soul,
inhibiting all action in the face of the clearest economic
disadvantage of the ordinary people,

-Opinion, Januarv* 1.

The Russian rulers
imperialists in deeds.

-New

ale in fact Socialists irt rvords,

China News Agency quoted in
lndinn Erpress, December 24.

The last 'victory' the Soviet Ieadership would at
present wish to be saddled with is, say, rn India going
Communist - with Moscow henceforth responsible
for providing the food, the adrninistrative apparatus,
capital, work, the ethic of efficiency and productivity,
rrnd the strategic umbrella for the Indian subcontinent.

-Alexander Dallin in Sunseg, Spring 1978.

One should not see an adversary as a devil, but one
should not see him as a friend either.

-Raymond Aron in Suroey, Summer l9l8.

Our Russian friends are very polite to us. But they
ruually abuse us through their friends in third coun-
tries.

-Iranian Foreign i\{inister Khalatbary, in
Times of lndia, December 18.

Peking has denounced the distribution in Taiwan of
ten thousand copies oI Jonathan Lioingston Seagull
because such romantic reading rnight distract Taiwan's
youth Trom the just struggle for uniftcation' with the
\4ainland.

-Nationsl lleuiew, September 28.

Allende, oohed and aahed over as the worlds only
'fred elected Marxist head of statg had produced a
calamity and called it socialism.

-National Reoiew, September 28.

I carurot imagine how the Russians could simul-
taneously (a) prepare to receive, house, and feed fffty
thousand people for the Olympic Games in 1980 and
(b) prepare for a world war. Anybody who has ever
lined up for a cup of tea and a sandwich in Moscow
rvi$ understand what I mean.

-William F. Buckley in Natiannl, Reoiew,
SePtember 28.

We live iu a world where madrnen put straitjackets
on normal people.

-Czechoslovak rvriter quoted by Pierre Hassner
in Suroeg, Spring 1973.
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