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WHAT IS FASCISM? 

WRITING about the so called anti-fascist conference 
in Patna some time in December the leftist Econo­

mic and Political Weekly wrote under the title 'Inno­
cents at a Conference': 

"Thronging the venue of the conference were people 
ignorant of such matters as the interests of contend­
ing power blocs, of the meaning of fascism and of the 
import of the goings-on in the one-square-kilometre 
of Lalit Narain Mishra Nagar." 

In this context, it may perhaps be useful to delineate 
the essential features of fascism so that it may become 
easier to decide who is a fascist. 

Fascism is a historical phenomenon that originated in 
Italy under Mussolini and developed in Germany under 
Hitler. 

The essential features of Fascism may be listed as 
follows: 

l. Fascism attempts by the manipulation of nation­
alist sentiment to impose a dictatorship whose basic 
slogan is "One Nation, One Party, One Leader". 

2. A Fascist dictatorship and its leader are above the 
Law and the Judiciary is in consequence reduced to 
subservience. 

3. Fascism may tolerate some kind of mock ParUa­
ment which, however, is a tame instmment for rubber 
stamping its dictates. 

4. There can be no question of a free press tmder 
Fascis(n and the press is placed under heavy censorship 
and is prevented from providing honest reporting or 
dissenting comment. 

5. Opposition Parties axe not tolerated and the lead­
ing opponents of the regime are deprived of their 
freedom. 

6. The economic expression of Fascism took the fonn 
of the "Corporate State" in Mussolini's Italy and "Na­
tional Socialism" in Hitler's Germany. Capital, manage­
ment and labom· are all subordinated to the dictates of 
the Government which professes to act in the national 
interest. Collective bargaining and the right to strike 
become a dead letter and Trade Unions thus lose the 
very purpose of their existence, though they continue 
to function in name. While private ownership in Indus-

try and Trade is not altogether abolished, Industly and 
Trade function under very heavy controls and all eco­
nomic power is concentrated in the hands of the rulers. 
In an editorial article on 2nd December, 1975, the 
London Times, while discussing the nature of Fascism, 
observed: 

"There is therefore a characteristically corporatist 
h·ansfer of rights or liberties from the individual to 
the corporate bodies concerned and to the state ... 
Some people would say that this is indeed cOl·por­
atism but not fascism, since fascism impli~s illegality. 
Yet if you control the state and pass laws which are 
binding on other people, and other laws which 
remove restraints on yourself, you are left with no 
advantage from illegality. All corporatism is oppres­
sion, because it is inherently anti-individual; in this 
sense, all corporatism is fascism." 

7. In such a regime, as Jawaharlal Nehru once wrote, 
"Fascism makes of the State a God on whose altar indi­
vidual freedom and rights must be sacrificed". 

8. To justify all this, Fascism claims to have the 
monopoly of truth. 

9. It follows from this that Fascism hates the intel­
lectual and culture. "Whenever I hear the word cul­
ture", said Goering, "I reach for my gun." 

This then is Fascism. 

IN THIS ISSUE 

This is essentially an international issue -
a sort of global tou·r d'horizon covering Angola, 
Mozambique, Palestine, France, the USA and 
the USSR. 

The Editor's letter to the Prime Minister 
brings us back to India. 

There are Teadable reviews of biographies 
of Rudyard Kipling and Harry S. Truman and 
an autobiography by Lord George-Brown. 



Between You & Me and The Lamp Post 

Repentant Panther 

ELDRIDGE CLEAVER, militant Black Panther and 
author of Soul on Ice, ran away from justice in the 

United States when faced with charges arising from a 
1968 guu battle with the Oakland police after pro­
claiming his disgust with his "reactionary' coun try. He 
stayed abroad in exile for seven years in Cuba, Algeria, 
Guinea, North Korea and the Soviet Union. It will be 
uoticed that this great revolutionary natw·ally chose 
only "progressive'' countries for asylum. 

Before his flight from tl1e United States, Cleaver had 
dlslinguished himself by calling the rape of white 
women an "insurrectionary act"! When later the Pan­
thers split on policy, it was Cleaver who insisted from 
his exile in AJgeria on continuing anned conflict. 

But, lo and behold, an unexpected development then 
took place. Eldridge Cleaver discovered from his new 
point of vantage that the status of American blacks had 
during his absence undergone a "fundamental change 
for the better". Of course it had, but how did this leftist 
revolutionary comt: to make this discoYery? The answer 
is provided by Cleaver himself. "Living under dicta­
torships," the chastened Panther sadly concedes, "gives 
rou n more l>aluncctl picture of what is going on in the 
world.'' Cleaver c:onfidccl to a stunned interviewer from 
a radical paper: "After seeing the socialist world close 
up, 1 think the U.S. should be second to none mili­
tarily. . . lu this creative period of democracy after 
Wntcrgutc, we must hasten the disintegration of the 
totalitarian Soviet camp." 

Without in any way wishing to suggest interference 
with the course of American justice, we hope there 
will be some indulgence shown to this man so that he 
may, b) his public recantation, help others, whether iu 
the Uuitt!d States or d~u"'here, who arc today as blind 
as he once wa~. to have their eye~ opened in good time 
to these realities. 

Pravda vs. V Humanite 

WHEN l'l'aucla in 1\Ios<:ow nnd L'llumanite in Paris 
quarrel puhlicly, truth will out as sure as tl1e 

honest mnn con1es mto his own when thieves quarrel. 
Tlw prllvocation for this fa lling out in public has 

l• t'l' t1 tlw t•xhihition on Prl'nch TV of a film purporting 
tu sl111\\ a ~ 1 . 1\ ,. ),doour c:.unp ill tht• Latdan capital of 
ld ';1, ,,,,, I'· •• I .1 •!. "'i:tc' 1 ''lll(lirr· T"r Fn>sh Com­
'"'"d ' t 1\ Ht }' wu~ 'l' 1'1'\(lllc.·tl hy the ~.:Ua • uiliuns db 
c•loso rJ h \·t lll' filrn !Ita! it ;llllt•)ltOCI'd lhHl ''ilthc film Wa!> 

.., II HIU\ .ll \~d ltl •: ,. pt 'I ', 1, t 1 llljll'i '-1' '111.1 ~lridt•~ t 
• •nrl•·lllll d io~1t 

At this, Pravda protested that the film was a gross 
fabrication. At the same time it rebuked the F rench 
Commw1ists for their statement. French TV accepted 
the Pravda challenge by screening the film once again, 
giving an interview with the man who produced i t for 
the B.BC and insisting that the film was genuine. 

ff tl1e Indian Communists had been concerned, New 
Age wouJd have quickly apologised to Moscow, but 
not so L'Ilwnanite wltich stuck to its guns. Not ouly 
that, but M. Georges Marchais, the Communist Party 
leader, told the annual congress of the Young Com­
munist Movement in Paris tl1at the French Communists 
were justified in tl1eir challenge to Moscow and said 
tha t "when one loves Liberty in Paris one must love it 
elsewhere whatever the country". 

Is it not ironic:al that, at a time when many govern­
ments in the West and elsewhere do not seem to mind 
the absence of further debate in the Soviet empire and 
the existence of concentration camps, it should be left 
to the Communist Party of France to uphold tl1e cause 
of freedom with such vigour? 

Birds of a Feather 

THE way Communists throughout the world instinc­
tively work together came to light when, at a meet­

ing of the British National Union of Students which 
met in Scarborough iu December 1975, Miss Susan 
Slipman, national secretary of the NUS and a member 
of tl1e Communist Party, was relieved of her responsi­
bility of running tha t b ody's intemational affairs as 
convenor of their international policy group. 

Among the instances of her misbehaviour and of 
utilising the NUS for party purposes was the charge 
thal no telegram by way of protest against New Delhi's 
Emergency measure~ and the trunc..-ali11g of t:h il ltbn­
ties in fudin was sent hecnme }.I iss Slipman conc:idercd 
it her duty to line up with the Indian Communist Party 
which has suppMtcd th<'sc ~ tcps. ¥Vhen ~liss Slipman 
argued that no protest telegram was sent to Intlia b~­
causc the Union had not adoptL'<l a policy on the Indian 
Emergency and claimed " India is a non-existent man­
date; there is no p olicy." she was prompt!)' asked by 
her irat<· British collenglles wh)', in that case, she had 
sent a fivu pagt• tciC'waw tu protest against the arrest 
of sturlt·nts in Ar!!<'nliu:t withw1l a conferer~t •c rnan ­
dnt(•! t-. 1 iss !)lt ptllatl l·onft·ss<:cl Llwl , li t· tlid so hrc·a 11~co 
llll'\ h.\ I hc·•·11 ,,, !.,, d l••t ,, tttt:· ~ ~ ~ • h\ tl w Stncl,•atl,· 
Uniuu 111 Argl•ntiua The Lmulon l'lnlf!.\' tepl n' t~ tl1al 
tlwn· \\' :ls l nH~htc·r whr11 ~ l 1v 'aid tlu\t " 11011e o~ tlw 
ltldi:ttt Stmk11t.' L ll ll ltt'.ltltl 1 ~ i 1 .. , .i ••iltr ~npprw l " 
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'Is America going mad?' 

FREEDO~l FIRST has through the years never 
hes1tated to lambast the perversities and idiocies 

of certain American east-coast ' 'liberals", \Ve are there­
fore delighted to read and re-publish the following 
editorial article in the Daily Telegraph (London) of 
January 3, 1976, about this group ot men who have 
shown themselves to be frienus o~ every country except 
their own. 

"lt is time America's friends spoke out, with some 
nasty questions to the so-catlett "liberal" east-coast 
establishment. .By that we mean sections of the Press, 
sections of Congress, television commentators and 
comedians, university pundits and a lot of other peo­
ple who may think there is a dollar to be made out of 
denigrating their country's institutions and leaders. We 
all know about the "trauma" of Vielllarn and \Vater­
gate, but it's getting a bit boring. How long has the 
rest of the free world got to put up with these tender­
minded people recovering trom their ''lrauma'? In­
definitely? 

America is accustomed to, and has merited, a good 
deal of deference from her aUies. But deference <:an 
be a disservice. The United States should know that 
her European cousins and allies are appalled and dis­
gusted by tbe present open disarray of h er public life. 
'fhe self-criticism and self-destructive tendencies are 
running mad, with no countervailing force in sight. She 
hns no toreign p olicy any more, because Congress will 
not allow it. Her intelligence arm, the CIA, is being 
gutted and rendered inoperative, the names of its staff 
being published so that they can be murdered. Her 
President and Secretru·y of State are being hounded. 
not for what they do but simply because they are peo­
ple there, to be pulled down for the fun of it. 

We hope and believe that the vicious antics of the 
liberal east-coast establishment, which are doing all 
this untold harm, do not reflec t the feelings of the mass 
of l11c country. But it is a matter for wonder. Is the 
country as a whole becoming deranged? Surely not. 
1\ ·rhaps tl H' Pn ·~ i cl<mt in I election !at er this yeur wHl 
l·le~u till' nir Yet that is still e lc\'l'n mouths awny, and in 
tieL" nw:mtienc tht:n.: is all the camp.1igning to be gone 
through. Please, America, for Cod's sake pull yourself 
I ugcthcr.'' 

Kaunda Speaks Out 

p nESI DEI'\T Kenneth Kauucla of Angola is a pillar 
of non-nli~nrnent a nd was not long ngo an honom­

t•d ge1esl in t\nv Delhi. lk cnn hnrdly l1e accusetl ul' 
hl'i:1g Washington's stooge or be wrillL'll oli as nu a~~·nt 
"' \enl·nc·a u IIII]Wrialt -:ne" ' 111 Alril'u . 

In evl n '>l e ll l~ l"Ollte a~llu ''"'~~' oth<: t IJial'" k-adc1., 111 

.\fli l·n. Pn:-;idcnl ~aemd,l hns iu au 1ntt- rYil'W witlt llw 
'' l•·rnn t<)lil'l~>l li \l (', f . ~nl/h''l' \!:1'~' pllhii,Jwcl 111 tlw 

Freedom First 

Internatio11al Herald Tribune o£ December 31, 1975, 
struck a note of sanity free from racial hysteria:-

··once Portugal was out of Angola (whose inde­
pendence was ueclared Nov. 11, 1!:}75) there was no 
justification for Soviet support of the MPLA ..... 

"! feel we must speak plainly on Angola, ''Kaunda 
continued. "We are a non-aligned nation and we 
spoke out plainly against the United States on Viet­
nlim. Now we must be morally and politically coura­
geous and tell the Soviets: You are wrong. As {or 
the U.S. arms help for other AngolallS, that ts an 
atiect of the situation, not a cause. A truly non­
aligned country must condemn Soviet inBuence in 
Angola. It is not just a political issue; it is a moral 
issue. 

"lf U.S. aid is asked by any Angolan political 
parties, who am I to say the U.S.A. should not res­
pond? The UNITA-FNLA coalition has every right 
to request anns from the U.S.A. when the MPLA 
receives such arms from the Soviet Union. We can­
llOt complain about this - until reason at last pre­
vails in Angola. 

''The Soviet Union has supplied arms to ~IPLA 
all along. If the United States is asked by the others 
to help Lhem accordingly, who am I to stand in their 
way!' We in Africa must look at Angola in a sober, 
cool way, not emotionally. 
' i\luch as we condernn the South African presence 
in Angola we cheat ourselves if we think that by 
condemning South Africa we are settling things. The 
South African presence too is an effect of the pro­
blem, not a cause," Kaunda said. 

Even before President Kaunda spoke up, The 
Observer of London bad aptly sununerized the 
situation in an editorial article titled 'Innocence Is Not 
Enough'. The Observer advised black African leaders 
thut they may usefully re-read Prof. Denis Brogan's 
classic of the thirties 'ls Innocence Enough?' 

The question that Africans and the others have to 
fncc is: which is the greater evil - the hateful South 
:\ frican npartlwiJ or the totalitarian Soviet clictator~hip 
whi<;lt Ju pli<:at('S itscll "hcrever the Communists lake 
O\'cr, whether in ~lozambique or Portugal? In case 
anyone shoulc.l have :\ny doubt on the subject, listen 
tlecn to :\lr. Diogcncs C3oawila, ~lin.ister of Justice in 
the selt-styled ~IPLA (Popular ~lovement fo1· the 
Liberation of Angola ) government in Luanda. Listing 
lhL· principles of jurisprudence which h e was going to 
implenwnt, lw eHcntioncd: flrst, people's tribunals. 
~l·cond, labour l'amps; and thirdly that the verdicts of 
l'Ourh woultl t 1kc into accl>tmt "the ,,,ill and decis ion~ 

nl tlw Pllt)ular nla~'L'!> \\ ho \\ ill a ttend e.wh trial", 
\\ nll111!, 1111 till· suilj<'d. lhl' :-,w''" l'u'.~s Redcw has 

\llllll lillll,l.!, , tlll llo '•'). h11 )l'.tl~ . tlll' : li1:.Wt:l l11 till 
• t•ll'~ liou' I ,. Ito to ~ttpp·>rt kl'i b.·cnnh,·ious : you sup 
pnrt r .. ,.,•rln11e -t'.!tein~l .qltu tle•·ld But whnt hnppt·n• 



Freedom First 

when Freedom disappears? What about when totali­
tarian dictatorship takes the place of freedom? How do 
you choose between two kinds of slavery?'' Answering 
these questions, the journal concludes: "l110se who 
choose Communism don't choose again." 

When the conference of the OAU met in Addis 
Ababa on January 12, 1976, the Communist MPLA 
turned down a proposal by several African countries 
for a national united government including members 
of the FNLA and the UNITA. This led to a split 
amongst the African countries which despite all efforts 
could not be resolved. Out of 46 members, only 22 
recognized the Luanda "government". Even these 22 
votes evid ently were seemed by altogether dubious 
means. 

~Ir. Jeremy Thorpe, the British Liberal leader, to ld 
the press on january 4 that a "Soviet lay-off in gold was 
given directly to at least one African bead of state, and 
possibly to several such leaders, to gain early rec::og­
nition of the MPLA regime". According to him the 
bribe paid by the Soviet Union was a fifty million dollar 
one. 

"Independent"? 

A PRESS report entitled "T . V. Independent of 
A.I.R." discloses that the Union Cabinet decided 

on 20th January, 1976, that Television would be sepa­
rated from A II India Radio and function as an independ­
ent department headed by a Director-General. An 
interesting and undoubtedly sound step. 

The Union G o\'emment appear, however, to have 
missed tho point. \Vhat Television needs is not in-

M 
IS J.P. THE ANSWER ? 

~1 inoo Mnsru1i 

\Yritten in the ininsjtable ~ l<lc;ani style, this book 
is a m11st for anyone who wants to understand J.P. 
Ro;. 12.50 1·10 pp; 8 pages plates; Dcmy 8'vo. 
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dependence from A.I.R. but &om the Government of 
the day and, until two separate Statutory Corporations 
are set up, one for Broadcasting and the other for 
Television, independent of the Government of the day 
as recommended by the Chanda Committee and as is 
the practice in Britain and other progressive t'O\Ultries, 
the real problems of these services and of the listeners 
will still remain to be solved. 

Look Who's Talking! 

DR. BORIS RUNOV, Soviet D eputy Minister of 
Agriculture, who was in Delhi in January, gave us 

a little homily about how "large fa1ms yield more" 
and "small holdings will hit farm output", these being 
the newspaper headlines under which his se1mon was 
published in the Tttdian E:t·press and Times of India 

Courtesy· International Herald Tribune 

respcdi\'cl y. 1t wa)) also HIH10ttnccd frotn New D e ll1i 

' 'that the ~ren of co-operation between India and ths• 
St>\'jet Union in agricll ltllr<' ruul animal o;;dence~ is tn 
lw· widt•ned". -

\11 tl ti h l"' iii\ < h ltiluitlll' t•r)Jisidt•s inr~ that 
,,g,litssl tJ •, I.Jr!.!l'l tJI !! I 'i rnilltttn I""" In• tlw P·''' ~ '''" 
under tlw Five• ) (•ar 1'la11. lhv StJ\ il'l g raill h,u \'C:; t 
rt ',l(·h l•• l onh 1 ~7 Jtti ll ~e~ll 1111' 1, ll\ i t I'! .1 ~ lwrtt.:lll nl 
't IIH'JI' i'h ltltilJ• 11 I I•\J t"l 't 'l tlu • l11 IIIII ll llltltll,t 



EDITOR'S LETTER TO PRIME MINISTER 
RECENTLY, a copy of a pamphlet put out by the 

Director of Audio Visual Publicity of the Govern­
ment of I ndia some time last year came into our hands. 
We were shocked to find that a gross misquotation 
attributed to the Editor by the Prime Minister in the 
course of her speech in the Lok Sabha on July 22, 1975, 
was reproduced as part of this pamphlet, which was 
entitled , ironically enough, 'Preserving Our D emocra­
tic Structure''. 

Normally, one would not quarrel with the DAVP 
for publicising the Prime Minister's speech in Parlia­
ment. I n the official proceedings of Parliament, how­
ever, the three sentences torn out of context had dots 
between them, thereby conceding that certain matter 
that came in betvveen these sentences--had been eUmin­
ated. E ven these dots have been dropped by the DA VP 
in this reproduction. 

Also, as it l1appens, the Editor had written to the 
Prime Minister on July 25, within three days of her 
speech, drawing attention to the misquotation and point­
ing out how three sentences tom out of context from 
a long interview given by him to '7," magazine as far 
back as March 1974 had been wrongly described by her 
as a speech made by lti.m. One would have thought 
that, after this correction, the Editor would be couectly 
quoted. Since this courtesy bas not been extended, it 
becomes necessary to publish below the Editor's letter 
of July 25, 1975, to the Prime Minister in order to put 
the record right: 
"My dear Prime Minister, 

In Ll1e Times of India of July 23, 1975, t11ere is a UNI 
report of your intervention during a debate on the 
Emergency in the Lok Sabha on Jul y 22, 1975, in the 
course of which you are reported to have "cited many 
utterances of Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan and his close 
associate, Jlvlr. M. R. Masani, soliciting the intervention 
of the anny 'to save democracy' in India: · 

I have now obtained the text of your reference to 
me and find that you were very hndly served hy who­
cn.'r briefed vo11 , with the result thnt von have unwit­
tim;l: clout- ,{wan iHju:.tice. _\s you said : ' ft is thcrl' iu 
hlnck and white'. B11t, as it happens, it was not a speech 
as you were led to believe but an interview in a maga­
zine. Unfortunately ·lhe black and white· placed before 
you vvas evidently from lho N ew Age of April14, 1974 
and not from 'Z' magazine by whom I had been inter­
viowecl in their issue of March 1974. The version you 
wt•re ~iveu was n dislorted and syn thetic ont-, altoge-
1 hl'r at vnrian<'t- with what I had act11nlly said Juring 
my inl<'rview with ·z· maga:tine. This was doll(' hy 
Nt·w Agr· r<'~nrU11~ to the simple expedient of deleting 
, ,, riCHis st•ulurH'l'~ 111 Ill\' 7; inten·iew anrl thn:nditttT 
• -. ! ~ • 1 ut I H J , 

•\ ~; ,·ot r will.,,." frnn1lht' follu\dt t~s ... •Jitt • nc.:~:s. ·wllith 
for111 p .l l'l •~f Ill\ irtft•n ·ir·'' hnl ~ whid1 Wl'r<· nn t 
111 d q~tol ,ltl"'' )"II rvad to L),~ Lol.. ~abita, lar twill 

soliciting the intervention of the Army I had repeatedly 
expressed my disapproval and distaste for any such 
development while drawing attention, as a student of 
history, to such a danger. The first passage should have 
followed the first sentence in your quote. The second 
should have preceded and tl1e third followed the 
second sentence in your quote. 

Missing Passages: 

( 1) "I fear, though I am a very strong democrat, 
that for a while extra-constitutional forces will take 
over. We are beginning to see them already in Gujarat. 
I deplore the methods used. It is terrible to overthrow 
governments this way, but the people feel there is no 
other way". 

( 2) "I am not advocating it (military intervention). 
Let's get this clear. The cancer specialist who warns of 
cancer is not provoking it. H e is not promoting cancer. 
All he says is, 'Operate - do something I" .. · · .. · · · · · · 
Mind you, I'm not advocating it, but it's the kind of 
thing that history throws up against insoluble pro­
blems". 

( 3 ) "As a student of history, l would say it ( mili­
tary U\tervention) is a lesser evil to the other path. I t 
is p referable to a treacherous Communist take-over 
wlticl1 hands the counh-y over to China or Russia''. 

1 am writing to clr~w your attenlion to this in 
order -to remove tl1e wrong impression you seem to 
have been given and would like to think that you will 
now appreciate that what you said in Parliament was 
not quite fair to me." 
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'CRY LONG AND HARD YOUR TEARS 
OF REPENTANCE' 

Bernard Levin 

Momentous news: The Guardiar~ has discoven:.d 
sin. And don't jeer: those pure and innocent souls may 
have been preceded on the road to enlightenment hy 
others, but we all have to start somewhere, and if they 
are congratula ted on their achievement rather than 
chided for its bela tedness they may, thus encouraged, 
go on to more exciting things yet, such as finding out 
that holding a guinea-pig up by its tail does not cause 
its eyes to fall out. 

The discovery was announced in a story by Antonio 
de Figueiredo, their expert on matters Portuguese, and 
Ulerc was no preliminary throat-clearing on his part, 
for litis is how it began: 

Photo&•-ruphs and other documentary evidence smug­
gled out of Mozambique seem to show that national 
independence has become interwined with revolution 
and that F relimo, the freedom fighters of yesterday, 
nrc well on the way to becoming a totalitarian regime .. . 

Chinese or Alban ian-style p eople's courts complete 
with public exposure and criticism of barefoot blacks 
and whites accused of deviating from the correct p arty 
line, nre a n~v featme of l\'l ozambique's judicial system. 
A recent d ocument containing the guidelines of Frt!­
limo's policy towards religion ... provides some insight 
into the idcologic:1l character of the new Mozambique . 
. . . ' '11te Catholic Church is a reactiona ry organi.attion 
which gives rise to counter-revolnlionary aclivities in 
peoples' democracies .... So tLa t peoples' democracies 
can proceed in the path of Socialism and Communism, 
it is necessary once and for all to put an end to the 
influence of U1is Church ... . " ... The surpti~:.- and 
alarm a t Frelimo's anti-re ligious c:nnpnign is likt•ly to 
h a l 'l' n:pcrC't1 ~'ions wlticl1 an· hy 110 1l1C':lns t'onfi:wtl to 

Church people .... 
\\'ell. that la-.l statenwnt i~ wlwl i' kno\\'n ns il scJf. 

fldfUiing proph ecy, becanse Mr de Figueiredo's surprise 
ancl nlarm an· pbin for all to see. Dut a m:m who 111akl!s 
plain that he is surprised. and unpleasantly at thnt. by 
the discovery that Tuesday follo,vs ~Ionday resembles 
the proverLinl thirteenth chime nf thr clock, which is 
n ot only suspN:t in itself h11t casts douht t)n all tha t has 
gone before. 

W h:tt right has ~ r r F igucircdn to he surprised nt the 
fa c-t that n11 hless totaliturians are hc•having lih' mth­
Jc~ , tot:~ l it.tri.t n..;? \ \'h:1L tl11, . !11' 111 • .. u hr ... 1,. 11 1~ tl .. t, 
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all, people Hke Mr Figueiredo and papers Like The 
Guardian which told us that the members of Frelimo 
were "freedom fighters" in the first place. In doing so 
they p oisoned the well of truth: now they are com­
plaining because the water tastes funny. But what form 
of apology are they proposing to offer the poor d evils 
who ha\'e actually got to live under the regime in ques­
tion and to drink the bitter cup to its dregs? ... 

For-and this, afte r all, is the point-The Guardiat~ 
and its writer on Portuguese affairs are genuine b e­
lievers in democracy, not in p eople's democracy. Mr _ 
Figueiredo really is distressed tha t the citizens of 
'' liberated" Mozambique are to be d enied freedom of 
worship and I hat (as he tells us in the same story) 
many are now languishing in what he delicately calls 
"rehabilitation camps" for an attempt to exercise it. .. . 

In my song of praise for Mr D aniel Moynihan tl1e 
other day r endeavoured to draw the vital distinction 
between the hard-headed liberals like rum, who do 
good, and the soft-headed progressives who do harm. 
lt is a distinction that becomes more important, and 
for that matter wider, all the lime. T t was not, afte..r all, 
the party faithful wl1o poisoned the minds of an entire 
g0neration in Lllis country on the subject of Stalin; it 
was the entirely well-meaning seekers after good, who 
-nvnllowed the line whole and came back for more. 
( But you sec, tJtey have abolished the p rivate owner­
ship of Ule means of production, and thus ended cen­
turies of exploitation of man by man. Why, nobody 
there accepts a tip-just fancy! And the hydro-electric 
tlarn n l Dncpropotrovsk-it makes just oodles and 
nn(llcs of electricity. And the colkctive farm is such a 
flic nclly iu~litutiou.) :\nd iu 011r (ltty it was nol the 
\'it'tt•oll~ who persuaded llH: outside' world lhal they 
ll'cre frPedronJ-Iovin~ liberals-for ouc thing they were 
too busy extenuinati11g those who dared to oppose them 
i1 1 the villnges they had overrun-but the }.lary 
~lcCartbys and U1e Dr Spocks, and one of the things 
ther h:n-c in common is a curious form of paralysis, 
:Urecling tl 1c vocal c'Orcls and the typi11g fingers. which 
~c l s in abruptly on Lhe altainn1cnt of power hy those 
tlwv have fTnShC'd and l'OOI'cl oyer whi le thev were on 
I ht: way to'~lltainin~ it. 

In tfli, rt·., rH·ct. T lw Ctwrcliall anJ \ Ir Figueiredo 
., , .1 11; •• ho\\' mns:. for al an\' r;t!c tlw\ h:w e adtt it~ ·tl 
I·J I •i• ' ' ""'r'•,·•d '!ltd :d tr/tll•r l 1111 d'ct·n' t'l'i 1'< fh Jl 

' 111 111 l t'l•''' d" t~•lllHll l nrunl• 1 llf t fllt'~'~~r' tt n.I to 
oppn··•s. :tn I tn.mll'> ll'l'l"f lllllll tyr:tnnizt·. Tltt•ir t('ar: 
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GREEK PHILOSOPHERS CONFffiMED 
By James Burnham 

In our May 1975 issue we had carried a. very seminal article by the well known political analyst ]ames 
Burnham elltitled Two Alternatives to Democracy. We now feelJ1rivileged to carry a sequel to that article. 

I SUGGEST that in our time it is more useful to 
classify tbe forms of government on the initial basis 

of a triple rather than dual distinction: totalist/autlw­
''itarian/democratic rather than dictator·ialjdemooratic. 
I defined the triple distinction as follows: 

"Democratic nations, within a range that varies from 
nation to nation, are politically, culturally, and intel­
lectunJly pluralist, and have some sort of representa­
tive political institution (parliament, assembly, con­
gress) chosen by popular vote through an electoral 
process to which opponents of the incumbent admin­
istration have access. 

"Both authoritarian and totalist [=totalitarian] gov­
ernments are dictatorships, and in both the ruling cadre 
exercises a political monopoly ... The distinctive 
feature of a totalist regime is the integration of all 
aspects of life-economic, c1.dtural, social, even personal 
-into the single power system. Under an authoritarian 
goverrunent, some aspects are exempt, . . . or partiaJly 
exempt." 

To which, further: 

1. These, like all distinctions, are clearer in the 
aostracit than in concretion. No actual regime could be 
100 per cent totalist-men being ornery, there will al­
ways be some cleviation from the totalist monolith. 
This means that the line between "totalist" and ·'aulbo­
ritariau·· can be blurred. At just what point does a 
spreading authoritarianism become totalist, or a loosen ­
ing totalism hecome authoritarian? Is Libya totalist? 
Is Yugoslav Communism nontotalisl? A 100 per cent 
democracy would be anarchy, and an anarchic society 
cannot actually exist. Every actual democracy will h:tve 
authoritarian elemt'nls. Is Ceylou a democracy? Is 
~fcxi.o nu thoritarinn? 

T'hen tlwr~ arc l1ybrid regimes harcl to place on tht· 
scale. South Africa is within the democratic range so 
far ns its white citizens :1rc concerned. It is formidably 
authorilnrinn (though not quite totalist) in r elation to 
ils nonwJtjtcs. Such nn amalgam is not withoL~t preced-

(Cn ntinllf·rl fmm pngr R) 

of hnlt.· e<mdi•Pl, nnd still k ss usc. to tlu.-: murderetl. lht 
oppressctl ami llu- I\ liltttll'l.t•ll. Pt•rlt:tps I mny be p~· r­
aaaillnl In •;ugge~ t a N'l' \\1 Year's n:snltllion for .,ouw <1l 
<111r llr<H!n•.;-;iv. ·-;; tlwt th<w ~lwuld i11 fnt llr~" trv to lh1d 
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eut: Sout.u Africa's political structure is similar to the 
democracy of ancient Athens. 

In close situations the designation may b e arbitrary, 
but tJ1at does not destroy the usefulness of the cUstinc­
tion. Chin:1 and tJ1e Soviet Union are totalist. Switzer­
land and Canada are d emocratic. Brazil and Pruu are 
authoritarian. These are not semantic quibbles. 

2. Tlte triple distinction is independent of the Left­
Right distinction. Totalist regimes can b e Left ( Sovi.et 
Union, China) or Right (Nazi Germany ). Indeed, 
there have been totalist regimes to which the modern 
Left-Right category does not apply: theological re­
gimes, for example, as in ancient Egypt, pre-Colwn­
bian Peru, at1d the Byzantine Empire. 

Authoritarian regimes can also be Left (Peru today, 
Syria, most African nations, Burma, Chile a year ago) 
or Right (Brazil, Nicaragua, South Vietnan1 and South 
Korea, Spain, Chile today). So too democracies, 
though in their case it is nowadays mostly a question 
of degrees of Leftness. Switzerland1 .Belgium, West 
Germany, and tlte U.S. are, if not Right absolutely, at 
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any rate Rightward of, say, Sweden, New Zealand, and 
I celand. 

3. The social composition of the groups holding 
power in modern authoritarian regimes varies widely. 
Sometimes it is the military (or a branch of the mili­
tary, or an intelleclualized-Nasserite-military cadre), 
and the military must always be included. Along with 
the military it can be the trade unions (Peronism), 
sectors of big business and banking ( Brazi.l, South 
Korea, pre-Castro Cuba, pre-1974 Portugal), tribal 
communities (AI rica), intellectuals and professiona ls 
(many of the Third World authoritarian regimes; in 
fact, most current authoritarian regimes and move­
ments). 

4. The prewar authoritarian regimes were nearly all 
Rightist, often incorporating the Church and big land­
owners along with the military and sectors of big busi­
ness and fi nance in the ruling stratum. Tt was in this 
context that the still prenuling ideas and attitudes 
about authoritarianism were formed. This, plus mis­
taken analyses of Nazism and Peronism (partly im­
planted by the Communists), was the background of 
the Hberal preference for finding the enemy on the 
Right. Liberalism is correlated with democracy. Com­
munism notably aside-and Communism was not then 
an imminent threat in the \IVestern democracies-libe­
ralism's primary enemy was in truth on the Right. 

But in this as in so much, liberalism is out of phase 
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with history. Although today's authoritarianism can 
come from either Right or Left, it has come more fre­
quently, and is more threatening, from the Left By 
directing its fire toward the enemy on the Right, liberal­
ism leaves democracy exposed to envelopment from the 
Left. 

5. In exercising their political monopoly, both Left 
and 1\jght authoritarian regimes can be, and usually 
are, harsh and often brutal Both have a tendency to 
extend their hold to other, nonpolitical spheres-a 
tendency, that is, toward totalism. However, tllis ten­
dency is slronger in Left than in Right authoritarianism. 
The Right \LSuaUy allows a greater measure of econo­
mic freedoms-especially the humble, basic consumer 
freedoms-and .is Jess likely to interfere with religious 
freedom. Moreover, there would seem to be a greater 
probability of Left authoritarianism's evolving into 
( Left ) total ism than of Right authoritarianism's evolv­
ing into ( Right ) totnlism. Powerful Left lotalist re­
gimes, promoting totallsm, exist today; there are no 
Right totnlist regimes nor signs of one. Leftist economic 
measures prepare a foundation for generalized statism. 
Nontota list Left doctrine overlaps totalist (Communist ) 
doctrine. Left authoritarian regimes-even some Left 
democratic regimes-are willing to accept totalists in 
the govemment. 

6. The Greek philosophers are again confirmed in 
their conclusion that democracy's defects lead toward 
its replacement by despotism. · 
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A FACE-LIFT OPERATION 
J. B. H. Wadia 

I have been primarily a Hindi film maker for the last 
forty years and a seasoned absorber of the devastat­

ing attacks of my critics and detractors. E ven so, jus t 
now I am beset upon by the spectre of that impencling 
doom which P. G. Wodehouse sinisterly places on his 
bungling hero Ber tram Wooster in many of his novels. 
The situation is much worse for me since tl)ere is no 
Jecves by my side to bring me out of my predicament. 

If I were to admit that H indi films are cultural Bops 
I would not only be damning myself but would also 
incur the pious wrath of my colleagues. They would 
certainly construe my stance as an act of disloyalty to 
the p rofession. On the other hand, if I were to claim that 
Hind i fi lms a re not cultural Bops, it would be tanta­
mount to what Winston Churchill once described as 
a terminological inexacti tude. ~lany a reader will 
condemn such a statement as patently false and 
hypocri tical. 

The best I can do is to perform an act of schizophre­
nia, as it were-forget myself as a commercial Glm 
maker and remember only the incorrigible rationalist 
which 1 also happen to be, by dint of education. Some­
where Andre Malraux has wisely observed that in the 
cou rt room of our conscience we only call witnesses for 
the defence. Even so, I shaU do .my best to weigh the 
pros and cons of the case as objectively as possible. 

\ VI1en we speak of downgrading Hind i films as cul­
tural flops let us he clear about the poshtlated connec­
tion between lhe commercHll film and cultural values. 
We have to be epistemological-go to the roots-in 
our approach to a given problem, so tha t we can remove 
the cobwebs of confusion creeping into our discussion. 

Generic Term 
"Film" is a generic tenn. If we use it in a vague sense. 

\\'C nm tlw risk of fallin~ into a semantic trap; tlwrc 
nrc fllms and films-sc\'cral !!;t·un~s s11d1 us the cout­
mcrt•ial and tho non-c:ommerc:ia l, the escapist anJ tht~ 
purposefu l, tho educational anti U1c instructionnl, th<' 
newsreel, the documentary and the art film and last 
but not least the so-called politically committed film, 
such as the well-known 'Nouvellc-Vagne" film-maker 
Jcan-Luc Goddard ha<: made n fet ish of producing. 
Each genre hn~ its mvn particular rolt• to p lay in the 
•trc•na of dncmatogr;~phy. Thl.' worlcl of films is \ih '' 
vast sf'u on which a ll smt<: of c:hips ply and vn) age to 
thl•ir rc•spt>ctivc dc•<1linations. To cii' IIY tlw freedom of 
that \t':l tr> an~ partknl1r filrn ,.,.hic-1,. i' tn tnv miutl 
,, • .. r il'•li•" 1 .. '' .,.,, , , r , ,ll, • .,jr,, · • 

.1ppw:wh ill-heGitiug till' dt•tnneratic \\~lv of lif1· let 
wllil'lt wt• .;uhs<'rih<' E\'C'n \\ lwrc· llw partlcuhu· gc·nr•· 
~~~~ • rnll'.~ ''"-' IIJII'' 1 't •·nt l" 1 lit• li l•nn nf lrff ·r~ctll 

that an "Error of opinion may be tolerated where reason 
is free to combat it." 

As I have often said, the Slm is by far the most popu­
lar medium of communication in our pluralistic society 
and its structure has become so complex that no longer 
does it admit of water-tight compartments between 
its various categories. Overlappings occur intermitten­
tly among them. Even so, tl1e common denominator 
is the potentiality of the film to make audiences 
interested in its presentation. H owever, it should not 
be overlooked that even though overlappings wiJI 
occur, every genre has to remain faithful to its special 
attributes. 

For example, the newsreel to be true to itself must 
not blatantly take s ides. Its responsibility is to present 
news and not to propagate views. That it is far from 
blameless in our present set-up need not be cliJa ted 
upon here. That is another s tory. 

As to the documentary, the late John Grierson de­
fined it some 35 years ago ns "d rama of the doorstep", 
a definition which has become an axiomatic tru th. The 
docwnentary thus should not sacrifice reality at the 
a ltar of sensationalism-reality which must be distin­
guished from realism and especially socialist realism. 
Our documentaries have certainJy taken big strides in 
the pasl 8 years. Even so, if they fall short of our expect­
ations it is more due to bureaucratic controls than to 
the cadre of Sims makers in the Films Division. 

But the point whk h I want to make is that the defi­
ciency in cul tural values is not an exclusive malaise of 
the Hindi film. With a little analysis it can be found 
elsewhere also. 

Distortion 
Some of our so-called New Wave Hindi .films, for 

imtnncc. sulft>r from a distortion of culhmtl values. 
~ It rclr indulging in technical gimmickry in slnvish 
imitation of Americnn, West E uropean, Japanese o r 
conununist filrns does not prevent a Slm from becoming 
n cultural flop. Though T admire the new movement iu 
1naking Hindi fllms aml their attempts to break away 
from the straight-jacket of the conventional formulae, 
I find the swing of the pendulum , as it were, resulting 
in mechanical stereotypes paraded as masterpieces. Let 
tts not 111akc a fetish of the off-beat Glms. I ha\'e recently 
rt•ad in a responsible Amrrican monthly that the ironic: 
joke> nbout the ~ew \Vn\ c i ~ t h:~t it has substituted 
•nu' fonn nf g)nmOtlr for unother. Tltis utay IJe a COII­

I!'~~'. rr.:i tl ~• 'ltC"ln,.n l Bn~ (,.t no; m•lintnin ;:~ -:pno;r nf 

proportion, al lea<;l. 
i\ow I ('iHJW lu lhl· 6 1 lllomuurl dullut qw.:-;tinu. 1\rt· 
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"SECULAR DEMOCRATIC PALESTINE'' 
Nitin G. Raut 

THE Palestine L iberation Organisation has been 
harping on a "secular democratic Palestine State" 

since 1967. It would however be appropriate to deal 
with the question of Palestine before understanding 
the PLO's concept of "secubr Palestine State". The 
Palestine ques tion became a major international issue 
only after the Ara~s su£fered a shattering defeat in the 
1967 Arab-Israeli six-day war. H istorical evidence 
shows that the Arabs had never recognised Palestine 
as an independent State. They always regarded Pales­
tine as Southern Syria. It may be recalled that the UN 
Partition Resolution of 1947, aiming to establish a sepa­
rate and independent Jewish State and a Palestine Arab 
State, was rejected by the Arabs but accepted by the 
Jews. In the Arab-Israeli War following the declaration 
of Independence ( 14th May, 1948) by Israel, Egypt 
occupied the Caza Strip and Jordan the West bank of 
tLe river Jordan, both territories earmarked by the 
Partition Resolution for the Palestine Arab State. 

The question that arises is why during nineteeh 
years of Arab rule in the Caza Strip and ~n the West 
bank the identity of Palestine Arabs as a separate 
State never achieved any definite form or full expres-

sion. On the contrary, the Arabs during this p eriod ex­
ploited the Palestinian refugee problem as propaganda 
against Israel and insisted that the return of the Pales­
tinian Arabs should synchronise with the destruction of 
the State of Israel. 'I11e talk of coexistence between the 
Jews and the Arabs was b lasphemous for the Arabs 
then and the State of Israel was considered to be 
"cancer in the Arab society". It is necessary to explain 
the shift from the original Arab stand of destroying 
Israel to "coexistence'' with the Jewish people. 

lllilifartJ Debacle 

The Palestinian Arabs had never been reconciled to 
the re turn of Jews in Diaspora to the Land of Israel. 
Having failed to stem the Jewish immigration, they 
talked of decimating the Jews. The military debacle 
of the Arabs in the Six Day War proved the inability of 
the Arab States to d efeat Israel and Article 6 of the 
Palestine National Covenant, 1968 was the first indica­
tion of the change in the PLO strategy vis a vis Israel. 
The PLO no rtrore spoke in terms of Je,vish genocide 
but accepted Jews "who were living permanently in 

A FACE-LIFT OPERATION-Cont'd from 11ngc 9 

Hindi fllms cultural Jlops? My answer is yes-and no. 
This is not an equivocation but only a statement of 
fact. Ttuth is not a lways beautifu1, it is often ugly. 
Unfortunately, it is ugly in the overall crop of recent 
Hindi films. 

What is the reason for this defect? It is not my desire 
to find alibis for the Hindi film, even if there are quite 
a few. I t is an inescapable attribute of commercial 
Glms all over the world that they l1ave to be, primarily. 
entertaining. ~lost often the entertainment is of an 
escapist nature- except in totalitruian countries where 
the commercial film under govemmentaJ duress is com­
mitted to its political ideology. 

\Vhile commenting on a writer. H ilaire Belloc oncf' 
said, "'His sins are scarlet but his b ooks are rE'ad". 
Analogically I may he permitted to say that \\'rule the 
Hindi film mnkr r's sin'> ar<.> mam·, his films arc constant­
h- Sl'Cn. Tht•rc i irOil}' in the sit.uation and also humour 
for tho~t· who t' 1l'C' to find it. 1t i-; also tnw tha t llO\' 

•t nd tht·n_ it i'i in the• (it ld (I( tlw llllldHnnli l!tll'cl enn• 
I •H n ·1al hlnl '\ ll 1·1t ,,.,, r·nnw ,tr·m· ~ th t'llH''> of ~nvi" l ' 
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work d one by the cotn mercinl fi.lm makers which has 
gone unrequited and unsung. Even in India there were 
po.thfinders, like the New 'I11eatres of Calcutta, Prabhat 
of Poona and even a few forward-looking film mak ers 
in Bombay. It is not possible here to give even a cursory 
list. l 7'SO fa cto such Sims were bound to form a 
numl."rical minority. But they were there. They are 
there C\'l'll today. T•) he ohjecti\'c in our outlook wt­

ruu<>t t·ouut the hit~ nlon~ with the misses. 

\'v.idc11i11g Gulf 

It is not fair to hlame totallr the Hindi film-makers 
for the ills in the industry. In their own way, they too 
have produced Hindi films of cultural value all these 
venrs, thoul!h thcv have been few in number. Perhaps 
ihC'\' c·oulcl h1.\'l' • clon£' bc ttt: r in their own interests. 
Tl11• ~ulf heb\'l't n H indi films of t:ultural valtu• aml 
fi 1t11-. \dlh 1' \(')ll ., j\( frwus on the ~:\ lC rnou~y has widL·• •­
' d. Tlu• 1 rti" of llllldi film; nl lllltll'•l ' d l l' ' I"' V'lc·ir• 

w tl i• op tl' l l tl' .h 11 • ., t lltn p n I I ,, If, 
I ' \ \ ' ot, I 111 '·"1111 II•, .1 11 d p1 rl lli lh . )<,p:1 11 , 
1 11• 1•11 •• · J,. , .. t·ll ll u lfll' l ltt' lltwli li1111 r•1:tk C' r tn justih 
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Palestine until the beginning of Zionist invasion'' as 
Palestinians. 

The immediate implication of Article 6 is that the 
Jews living in Palestine prior to 1917 would be ucccpt­
ed as Palestinians but the Jewish immigrants after 1917 
should be repatriated to the countries of their origin. 
This would render more than half the present Jewish 
population of Israel stateless, and is a veiled proposi­
tion meant to reduce the Jews to a minority living under 
the Arab d omination. 

There is also a credibility gap between what the 
PLO p reaches at international forums and the debates 
and discussions among its various constituents. These 
constituents are themselves at loggerheads on the 
concept of secular democracy and their approach to the 
Jews. Shafiq AI Hut, an influential PLO leader and 
head of its Beirut office, accepts the slogan of "secular 
democratic Palestine State" only to cotmter the claim 
t11at the Palestinian Arabs wish to throw the Jews into 
the sea, l>ut n ot as "the tt ltimate strategy of the Pales­
tine and Arab Liberation movement". Al Hut's fears 
are understandable because a j ewish-Arab secular 
Palestine wouJd never become an Arab State. In his 
opinion the Jews should have no privilege to express 
democratic rights in the Palestine State. His views 
have broad support among the PLO elements. The 
democracy t11ey conceive is not on the b asis of 'one 
man, one vote'. The Jews at present outnumber the 
Palestinian Arabs and 'one man. one vote' d emocracy 
would g ive the Jews a majority. A j ewish dominat­
ed Palestine is not what the PLO would ever want. 

Submission or Slow Death 

The ultimate objccti\·c of the PLO is to designate 
the Jews to ::m inferior stattts without arousing the 
suspicion of the inte rnational community. Through its 
terror campaigns abroad and the slogan of "secular 
democratic Palestine State" it has successfull y isolated 
Isr.1cJ. It hopes that under international pressure l"ruel 
will either snffcr a slow death or snbmit to their 
dt·nmnds. It willlhus nc•ld('H' its twin nhjccli\'C 0f ,),.,. 
lr<lYill'~ fsral•l :mel C'~tnb li shing annthC'r !\r•\b ~L ai c•. 
Ac~orclin~ to Yasw•r Ar:lla t it is tlw lin~ of LhP P.de~t i­
nian Arabs that will fl v O\'Cr 'Tel Aviv. 

Israel n:cognises the 'existence of a Palestine prohk·m 
but dist iuguishes it from the PLO which is n ot a clnly 
elected and representative body of the Palestinians hul 
was cslnhlished in 19G-1 hy the Aral> League. A" suC'h 
it is a s<'lf-appointed body :md serves :1:. n rnof orc:am­
-;at anlt fm thf• Arab ~111.:1'illa l!;mgs. \ c·conliul! to th.· 
flgml'~ CJl tlu' VNn \V.\ only 600,000 nul of 2.ii ~~tillinn 
Pnk<:l ini:ans nrf' in rc•fugt>f' c·nmpc;. !\ los t ol· thrnt ·tn• 
.IOSI>I h•d i11 II a, \a ,,h l'l'aHHJlloic' ,and • njm II·~· Lili.t.lll· 
! •J 11 l : ' '"- H .tl r • 1.- • I i ' . ~ ~ 1 
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pn;hlt•m i·; hill\\ 11 nul 11l prnpml11111 ;\au! th:. I' I ( l j, 

••-.:plnilinC: lhi~ lium:m ani'• 'I'V nnl\' for nnlttar·:'l l 1nrl 
f't'Hp,a•.! 11ad,1 pta!) \'" 
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The role of the Soviet Union cannot be ignored. 
The Soviet Union has long nursed the ambition of 
dominating the Indian Ocean. With the Suez closed, 
it was a logistical nighbnare for Soviet ships to use the 
tortuous route via the Cape of Good Hope. It thus 
suits Soviet global d esigns to keep the Middle East 
embroiled in an Arab-Israel conilic t and have the 
Arabs on its side to dominate the Suez, so that its Black 
Sea fleet can have easy access to the Indian Ocean and 
the Gulf area. 

National liberation movements do not become "reac­
tionary'' and ''imperialist" by m erely asserting tho right 
of territorial sovereignty and national independence. 
To call Zionism synonymous with "imperialism,. is a 
monstrous perversion of truth. Zionism symbolises the 
cherished desire of the Jewish people to return to the 
land of Ismel in which they enjoyed self-rule for more 
than 1300 years. The Arabs have ruled the land for less 
than 450 yenrs in all. The FLO's anti-Zionism is only a 
facndc for anti-Semitism. 

The slogan of "secular democratic Palestine State" 
may delude world opinion. The myopic leaders of the 
so-called "non-aligned" group and the Communist bloc, 
blinded by an irra tional anti-Israel a ttitude, may lap it 
up. But for tl1e Jews, after 2000 years of dispersion and 
exile, national independence is too precious to faU a 
prey to any blancli~hments of the PLO. 

II 



Reviews 
KIPLING 

Kipling: Tire Glass, Tlze Shadow and the Fire by 
Philip Mason (Harper & Row 1975. 8$.95. 312 pages ). 

TH E sub-title is intriguing. Let me explain it in 
~fason's own words: 

"I wanted a phrase or series of images that would 
suggest something constraining or moulding the man 
into a shape not his own - as the social system of his 
day, and particularly his school and India, moulded 
Kipling - binding him within a surface that reflected 
back his immediate surroundings but beneath which 
something fal' mol'O important was astir .... : Then 1 
remembered this, from a tale of Robert Lows Steven­
son's, 'The Bottle Imp': 'And he opened a lock-fast 
place, and took out a round-bellied bottle with a long 
neck; the glass of it was white like milk, with changing 
r ainbow colours in the grain. Withinsides, something 
obscurely moved, like a shadow and a fire.' 1f you took 
that botlle to the window and looked at that shining 
surface, you would see, coloured and distorted, the 
image of the window behind you and the room in which 
you stood and yet beneath the surface there would be 
the shadow and the fire. The metaphor must not be 
taken .t\ny further, because in Stevenson's story the imp 
in the bottle is verv terrible indeed, while in Kipling 
it is what is below ·the smface that is best." 

Mason believes that Kipling's true voice came 
from something within him which he himself never 
fully understood and this was the voice which was 
ready to understand those whom the world con­
sidered failures. Mason interprets the whole range of 
Kipling's work on the basis that he was a diversity of 
creatures. His books are full of violenceJ animosities, 
vindictiveness, revenges and retributions, but at the 
same time they are full of deep compassion and sym­
pathy. This split personality Mason attributes to 
Kipling's early life and his jnability to reconcile tlw 
disparate e lements in his p ersonality. A naturally sen­
sitive and imprcs~ionable child had been E>xposed to a 
process of de-sensitization. 

In this short review I cannot do justice to the deep 
understanding with which Mason unravels the various 
strands and influences in Kipling's life and the effect 
they had on his writing. Unhappiness, loneliness and 
insecurity in childhood and youth pursued him througll 
life even after h" became a ce-lebrity, and led to an 
ap:gressi\'C imperialism hut also to a vivid awarenes~ 
of the hn mnn c:onditi l)n. "To be divided is a weakness 
in n 111:lll of the world h11t iL !llay he what makes nt1 

art i~t· intt·rc·~tintr. r n Kipling'c; case. it hecamc a 
.,ll'l'lll'ill 1' 1\''1" pi~l l1• t'llll~(· of tlwl \\a·ttkll(";\ :111.! 

dh i\iHII i11 hin.~el( that in hi<> uld age he couct·n ~o.xl 
liim.,rll ,n d;•,•pl ~, with hrr'akin~ ~train and the di.~i11!r 
~ratt•JIJ nJ thL• pt:r.suualil\ ," 

Nor can I refer, except in passing, to Mason's detail­
ed and perceptive review of Kipling's prose works, 
providing as it does a new insight into stories and 
novels with which we are familiar. I would rather con­
centrate on Kipling's relationship with India and 
Indians for this is what interests us most. 

My first introduction to Kipling was through the gift 
from my fa tl1cr of the just So Stories. I loved every 
one of them and by the time I read them to my little 
brother I knew practically all of them by heart. But 
by the time I was twelve and had read and been 
fascinated by The Jungle BookJ politics intervened to 
prevent any further acquaintance with Kipling. Indians 
came to regard him as an anti-Indian, jingoistic 
Englishman whom no patriotic Indian could admire. 
H e was dubbed a racialist mainly because of a line in 
a verse: "Oh, East is East and West is West and never 
the twain shall meet0

• But we ignored the later lines 
in the same poem: 

"Till Earth and Sky stand presently at God's great 
Judgment Seat; 
But there is neither East nor West, Border nor Breed, 
nor Birth; 
\¥hen two strong men stand face to face, though 
they come from the ends of the Earth!" 

It was not until quite recently. and mainly because 
of Nirad Choudhury that I became aware of another 
siue to Kipling. 

He \.Vas an authoritarian. His ideal was a society in 
which the governed obeyed incorrupt, conscientious 
and dedicated governors, selected on the basis of merit 
and a sense of responsibility. This led him to believe 
that white men, who nrc good at exercising authority, 
must rule over those brown and black trien who are 
not. But, at the same time, the rights and customs of 
the governed must b e scrupulously respected. The early 
stories and poems give full vent to these theories and 
in them Indians arc, at tirnes, desctiued as. feckless, 
superstitious and corrupt. Tn the milieu in which he 
fouml himself, <\S a youn~ m:m in his early twenties, 
ho had to describe them thus to win the approval of a 
public which took such views for granted. It must also 
b e r emeu1bcred that in these same eaJ·ly stories about 
India he a lso described the follies and weal.."'esses of 
British officials and their wives. Often the 'natives' who 
appear in these stories and poem:. are portrayed as 
worthil'r thnn tire llrili <;h they denl with. 

L:1tcr. in mnlurily, whalc\'er Kipling wrote of india 
reflPc-lcd hi~; In\'(' for thP c-o11nh-y and its people which 
! 1·td nnrl;1•d til{' flr,l six years of his life. l11is pl u1se i~ 
hC'~t e•wmpliliccl in l(i111 , hi~ last look at [ndin. which 
\l.1 •I • "' '" 1 '" \ 1. l''111t ll•'tlll twl In·•· 11'111 1 .,,.JI 
t:l>nsdoll,lll'~·'· " [ I is wriltl'IJ from d 1·L'P in the PL'r~n 
nnlil\· n11d \\'lll1 ln\t•.'' lr·1d ('hnndht~ry r·on~irlc-r-. Kim 
l11 Ill' J)IJl \Jill, t l1 ~ .lilt " " ", l 111 1-.ubli.,]. 1\ Tllt :ua 
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Indian theme but also one of the greatest of English 
novels in spite of the theme.;' 

Mason explains the novel's appeal: 
"It combines the scents and sounJs and smells that 

Kipling had known and loved before he was six with 
the glimpses he had seen again as a young man. , , .. 
But as a young man he had shied away; he dared not 
be thought to have gone native. Now be could give 
rein to his fancy and draw the India he loved; he could 
forget the squalor and depression, the intense heat, 
the continual sickness, all he bad endured in that 
terrible hot weather when he felt he could bear the 
counhy no longer. Time had ironed out the unhappi­
ness. This merciful oblivion was a common experience. 
Among those English who had spent most of their life 
in India, anyone who ever read the book at all would 
say: 'Ofcourse I love Kim.' And so they did; it pictw·ed 
a happy India, as they liked to remember it, as they 
wished it to be." 

The sanity and sweetness of Kim. and the free play 
of imagination are also foWld in the animal stories and 
fables which are meant for children but the best of 
which are always written on two levels and because 
they come stnight from the sub-conscious they have 
an immediate appeal to people of al1 ag~:s. In fo llowing 
his fancy Kipling still made his points on political orga­
nisation. "Chaos is never far distant hom Kipling's 

musk in his ears 
This enthralling sound of water 
gushing out of a Jyoti pump­

This vibrant sound of clear grains 
surging from a Jyoti Thresher 

Both these are. exhilarating experieoces 
lor a K1saa aDd a Klsau's joy is Jyoti's rewanl . 

.IYOTI VERTICAL TURBINE PUMP 
tiYOTI MILLET THRESHER 

_ .. _ __, ~ fyoOUmltod,.....,.l 
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political imagination and can only be kept at bay by 
discipline and leadership under the Law." Mason's 
approacl1 should lead more Indians to read Kipling 
without prejudice. That would be a fitting reward for 
this excellent work. 

N!EHRA MASANl 

PLAIN SPEAKING 

Pl~in Speaking. An Oral Biography of H arry S. 
Tn1ma!'l by Merle Miller. (Pub. by Victor Gollancz 
Ltd., London. Price £ 4.80.) 

CLINON Rossiter the historian, in his book The 
American Presidency has written, "Harry S. Tru­

man is a man whom history will delight to remember. 
Those very lapses from digoity that made him an 
object of scorn to millions of Republicans - the angry 
letters, testy press conferences, whistle stops, impossi­
ble sports shirts, and early-morning seminars on the 
streets of dozens of American cities - open his door 
to immortality. It is a rare American, even a rare Re­
publican, who can be scorMul about a rnan one hundl'ed 
years dead, and our descendants will be chuckling 
over his Missouri wit aJ)d wisdom long after the ''five 
percenters" have been hurried and forgotten. They will 
read with aclrnitation of the upset he brought off in 
1948, with awe of the firing of General MacArthur, and 

Br:'lnches: l3angul01c • 1\l,ul ~t"tc~'"l" • 1\"'"":o • C:ni•·Ul t.1 • !JHhl! • lnuml' • Jnhalpur 
• }ltipu r . l.ut•kuow . \[ ,,dn;,; . '\t'\1 p, lloi • l' "' • ,. ''"I • ' ool ''"'I • '.it 1\ 1\\'ad.t 
l'im <•hirap:di • Vl~ttkl noprottn'ln 
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with a sense of kinship of the way h e remained more 
g~nu:inely 'home folks' than any other President .. . .. . 
. . . . . . H e was fascinating to watch, even when the 
sight, hw·t, and he will be fascinating to read about. 
Tne historians can be expected to do their share to 
fix him securely in history, for he provides a classic 
study of one ot their favourite themes: the President 
who grows in oflice." 

Merle Miller's transcripts of tap~:d conversations with 
Truma11 bear out the truth of these remarks. A large 
part of tbe book deals with the memories of people 
who knew Harry Truman when h e was growing up, 
knew him as a tarmer, as a captain in Battery D, as an 
unsuccessful haberdasher, and as a man who needed a 
job and although he had no special aptitude or taste 
for it, went into politics. 

H an-y S. Truman was born in Independence, Mis­
souri, of middle class parents. Throughout his life he 
kept the touch of the earth with him. He was probably 
the most cultured President to live in the White House 
but he canied his learning as he did the burdens of 
his office, lightly. He was a voracious reader and he 
remembered eve1ything he had reacl. An instance of 
this is given by Cabell Phillips in his book, Tire Tr11man 
Presidency. ln 1951 dming an interview with Hillman, 
Truman spoke about Alexander the Great who l1ad, he 
said, made tbe mistake of overextending himself. "And 
then the people around him," Tru111an told Hillmun, 
··made him think he was immortal, and he found that 
thirty-three quarts of wine was too much for any man, 
and it killed him at Babylon." 

Hillman was puzzled over the reference to the thirty­
three quarts of wine and asked the Library of Con­
gress to check the reference. They could fiud no link, 
real or poetic, between Alexander and thirty-three 
quarts of wine. Hillman thought the President had 
mixed his metaphors. Some days later the librarian who 
had not given up the search, called to say that he had 
found the reference in the Rare Book Section. It was 
in an obscure and long out of pliut volume of the 
history of the Greeks. 

Truman was a doer, nul a talker aud his conversa­
tions carry the stamp of a frank straightforward natUl'e 
that detests cant, hypocrisy and money grubbing. Tlw 
interviews trace h.is career from his youth and military 
service to his early involvement in politics, his election 
as presiding judge of his country, his running for the 
Senate, the 1940 Catnpnign, the Convention and the 
Campaign of 19-1.4, the decision to bomb Hiroshinw, 
the l\larshall Plan, his clash 'vvith and dismissal of 
Geucml MaCarthur. 

ThL' l't.: is nwt'h [11:lit t ·' lkal~ing throughont the book 
· ,11 ~intT frnm w itlt t•ri t l l.d~ ·w•·11rat • •'••ntarks nbtlltl 
l•. t\('Dianwl·t·, MnCutlhllf ami Nixon liJ rcHccl10ns 1111 
Arawrk;Ht politics nml life In ge11eral. i\lcrle i\Iillcr's 
.t j.f.· l1 (1·,1 \l r Lll'l illti111 d 1111 '•c, .. ; :lt\ nnrl 5tlltd , 
II( • , hiJ\~·. !J jo;' 
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Three tllings in my opm10n, power, money and 
women in that order, are what Uiost often contribute 
to the ruination of a man. You read your history and 
you will find out." 

Hichard Nixon never did. 
Rusr J. DARUWALA 

BREAD AND PEACE 

ln My Way by Lord George Brown, (Penguins, Rs. 8). 

THE vanity of some Indian readers might be pricked 
by the realization that India only rates one men· 

tion in L ord George-Brown's memoirs, Ztl My Way. 
This omission is not tl1e result of his habit of heavy 
drin~;ng - to which, incidentally, he refers frankly. 
It just shows that India no longer holds a special place 
of importance in British affairs. Nevertheless, Indian 
readers will find much of interest in this behiJJd-the­
scenes narrative of the flamboyant British foreign 
minister. 

For n start, he documents with feeling the circum­
stances which led to socialism first taking root in his 
mind. Two early incidents made n deep impression on 
his mind. Once, when his father was thrown out o[ job 
for leading a strike, he had to go every Friday to collect 
the unemployment allowance. It consisted of bread and 
treacle. Yeats later he writes, ''This made me really 

fANTAS}' fuRNishiNGS fRoM 
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want to change society. I swore then that I would do 
everything 1 could to see that people didn't have to 
take bags to the washhouse for scraps of food." Tile 
other incident occtuTed when his mother had to be 
urgently removed to hospital. As his father was un­
employedJ he could not get the certi.Scate required 
for getting tho ambulance. Ultimately the fanaily 
managed, but the incident made George write, '·That 
society had got to be changed and I was going to do 
everything 1 could to change it." 

The atmosphere in the community where he lived 
was egalitarian. H is father was a tmde unionist and 
many trade unjon leaders were his friends. George­
Brown was elected as Labour M.P. from Belper and 
was active in the agitation to replace Attlee by Bevin 
as Prime Minister. This agitation ended, of course, in 
a failure and earned George-Brown a bad name. A 
few days later, George-Brown was suddenly selected 
as Minister for Agriculture, in spite of the fact that he 
was young. he 111\d raised a rebellion in the party nnd 
had no experience. 

During Attlec's Prime Mi11istersl1ip there was some 
conflict between the Right and Left Wings of the Party. 
This split led to the resignation of three ministers. When 
the cabinet was reconstituted George·Brown was made 
the Minister for Public Works. 

In 1951 when George-Brown wa~ no longer a mini­
ster, nod had no other source of income, he was faced 
with a choice. He could have once again entered the 
trade union fie ld or taken a job somewhere; in both 
these cases he would have had to leave politics. TI1en 
the famou::. Briti. h newspaper magnate Cecil King 
offered him the job of advisor in his organisation. Rela­
tions with King's organisation proved troublesome. 
While in the Opposition George-Brown was in the 
Shadow Cabinet, handling the portfolio of Foreign 
Affairs; then in 1960 he was elected D eputy Leader 
of the L abour Party. When the party leader, Hugh 
Cnitskell died in 1963, George-Brown, much against 
l1is wishes, was forced to fight the elections for the 
leadership of the party. He was ddcatcd h y ll:tmld 
Wilson, but he continued to he tho Deputy Lender. 
The Department of Foreign Aifairs was taken away 
from him. With the W6-1 gencml elections fast ap· 
proaehing, he decided to concentrate on intemal affairs, 
especially economic questions. 

Labour got n majority o[ only fCJnr seals in the gene­
ral e lection of l~)i{; G eorgt·-Erown W <\S dC'pnty Primt' 
l\ l inL~tcr·. In 1966, nuothcr elel'lion wns called. Cc:.-org(.'-
13r<l\vn ng:-lin hoc.:am(• Deput y l'rit laC :Vlinistcr, bnt hnd 
\ t•rioct<; diff<'rc11u·' t>f t)pinion with ITt~rold \Vilsnn tiH' 
Print\' \linbler, \.'Spt•d,lll~ .1buu1 dcvaln,tliun. li t• 
•Jih ttd luo, ll'!l l~lltli lll l ltll l llt•ll l) J'.tll} lll'-t lllt\.'1• (J• • 
\llt rlr·d hi111 ln 11 ithdnl\'" il Fianlly ti iC' D<'p.arllllltlf 
nl Eu111PIII I" \O.air' of "·hi<:l1 lw \\'<h tlw r·hit•f. 1\'i\~> 
1 lo,l•d du11 I t dthntl •~lt lll<llt~· 1 •I ht ' J)• tla j.•, Ill' I 1 t ~> II 

Freedom Firat 

tinued. Next he was appointed Foreign Minister, but 
was not able to do much. 

His contention was that ~lr. Wilson did not obst:rve 
lhl:l principle of joint cabinet responsibility. From the 
evidence given U)' Mr. Drown it seems that there wns 
much sub stance iu his ease. 

After his delen t in the general election of 1970. he 
became "Baron George-Brown' ' as he thought that was 
the only possible way that would enable him to parti­
cipate in Parliament's working. Though George-Brown 
rose to such eminence he l1as not forgotten tile people 
who influenced him and be provides neat p en-pictures 
of tl1ern. H is descriptions encompass a whole variety 
of characters: his art teacher Thornton; Father Sankey 
who gave him religious values; the trnde unionist~ he 
met when he was in his teens: his truck-driver father; 
Attlee, Nasser, Bevin, Kennedy, Khrushchev. 

In India tbc ruling party blames bureaucracy for 
anything that goes wrong. If a plan is not fulfilled, if it 
is found to bo wrong, if it is can·iecl out inefficiently, 
bnreal.1cracy is held responsible for it. George-Brown 
provides a salutory lesson - "Ideally a minister ought 
to be so good that he cun't be misled by his officials. 
If he is misled, well, it may not be personally his fault, 
but he's got to carry the can.'' 

T. G. )osm 
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WITH MANY VOICES 
t 

"The deep 
Moans round with many voices. Comef my friends, 
'Tis not too late to seek a newer wor d ... 

-Tennyson. 

In their Hight from the dull reality of modem Soviet 
life, Russians resort either to books or to vodka. 

-Vasily Betaki in International H erald Tribune, 
October 9. 

I am a woman, mother and wife. If that means I am 
a sex symbol, I am for it 100%. 

-Sophia Loren in Time, October 27. 

Count me in, please, among the bereaved by the loss 
of James Schlesinger. 

-William Buckley in l11ternational Heralcl Tribune, 
November 10 

F ranco seems to have believed tl1at if dissidents were 
locked up the problems associated. with them would 
vanish too. 

-The Economist, November 1. 
I 

Without better people, thet·e can be no better worl<J. 
-The Economist, November 8. 

The Emergency has saved the country. 
- Nk S. A. Dange, Times of lttdin, November 22. 

I have fallen in love with all sorts of girls, and I fully 
intend to go on doing so. 

- Prince Charles in Observer, November. 16. 
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It would not be out of place to say that Indira Gandhi 
is one of the greatest leaders of aU times. 

-Information and Broadcasting Minister 
V. C. Shukla in Indian Ex7Jress, November 20. 

All American Presidents looked backward until 
Nixon. President Nixon looked forward. President Ford 
is just looking. 

-A Chinest Communist official quoted in 
Indian Express, December 5. 

The U.S. system is: boom, you hire - slump, you 
fire. 

-Philips President Hendrik van lliemsdijk in Time, 
December 8. 

Every time government intetferes in industry it 
makes a mess of it, whether it be technical decisions 
as to development that should be made or companies 
that should be supported. 

-Lord Beeching in The Times, D ecember 15. 

Durability, though invaluable in politics, is by no 
means a11. What matters is the use that a political leader 
makes of his years in power, whetlter many or few. 

- Inder Mall10b·a in Tirnes of India, Derember 18. 

Brezhnev is moving toward. Mikhail Suslov (a veteran_ 
hardliner on the Politburo ), and Ford is moving toward 
Ronald Reagan. 

- Time, Dec:~mber 22. 

lndia's problems will · not be eliminated by any 
number of new cons titutions or procedures as any 
system, good or bad, depends on the quality of the 
people who run it. 

- Ilimmnt, January 2. 

If freedom to report and comment were a matter of 
importan<.:c only rnr jnnmalists, th <>11 newspnpcrs woulcl 
hardly Ut! justified in d<'voting much !>J)U<:c to it. Bu t 
,j ll\ l' lhb ftl 'l d t)l>l i \ ill'> 'jlil r ,tl, ft r1 ol11 1 ''!J II ~"\t'l'll 
mct •l it concern s C\'C'r) hotly who want s opeu c;m·ern ­
menl to continue' or be extcmdt•d . 

-Tltt• CwtrdUIII I J~·v• tllhL'I :!i 

I ubluht••l hH the Put1•lC:-.tllt.: !.c.:~c·..r ;, :wrvi .c b" J, 1~ l'atl'l. ''')"<'t:tt•• 1·,\atttl, l• t ••td•Hil I 11 
t.,., ... u;,. l ·,l ... t.. _ •• 11 '", , .. lHl\,'d I, l .... , .• • 1~.1 .• :,! i'>~ltt!I), .J, t . :,!t ·l . , ... 
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