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fawaharlal Nehru
As I Krlew Him

Purshottam Trikamdas

fT is said that an obituary i3 alwdys"very fatteririgr though far removed from truth. This is not an
obituary but a hrief account of some of my encount-
ers with a great man and leader, rvho is no more. I
have a vivid recollection of the first time I saw him, if
I remember right, in 1917. He had come to a meeting
of the Home Rule League held in Morarji Goculdas
Hall, accompanied by Umer Sobani and Shankerlal
Banker. He, as the other two, was dressed in imma-
culate English cut clothes. On enquiry, I rvas told
he rvas the son of Motilal Nehru, whocr I had lieard
earlier. Jawaharlal on being requested tb speak, made
a most unimpressive stuttering short contlibution, of
course in English, by saying that he also rvould do
something for the country. The irnpression he gave
me was of a playboy son of a brilliant speaker and
lawyer. I am sure others felt the same wa)'. I rnct hinr
the same evening at the housc of Shankerlirl. l u ris
just a student and of course he never condescendcrl
to say a rvord to me, and my previous impression rr'.rs
fortifted b1' the discussion as to how they rvould paint
Bombay rcd that night.

The next tirne I sarv hirn in 1924 at the A.[.C,C.
mceting, lield in Bombay. The controvcrsy bctrvccn
the No-changers and the Pro-changers was raging. It
was a totally different ]awahar. The Gandhi magic
bad rvorked a miracle. He was then the Generirl
Secretary of the Congress. He:nade a spcech in
Hindustani. It was a characteristic speech not verv
unlike the address of a fair iudge summing up to thc
jury. He and his group abstained. He gave the im-
pression of a vascillating young man whom l coulcl
not imagine as the leader of free India.

Next I sarv him at the Belgaum Congrcss in 1925,
rvhere Gandhiji presided. When Gandhiji praiscd him
for his u'ork as General Secretary, Jawahar rvas sobb-
ing, with gratitude, like a child.

My next recollection is of a meeting in Jinnah Ilall,
maybe in 1927 or 1928, rvhcre Jarvahar launchccl his
independence faction in the Congrcss. Jarnnadas
N,Iehta q'as prcsiding, cnough to ttrrn a\\'ay manv
pcople, includir.rg nryself, from thc' Inclcpcnclcncc

League. His choice of the Bombay President was
again, charitcteristic, of his choice of men, usually
dictated by likes and dislikes.

My next encounter was in 1930. I was the Secretary
incharge of the Congress volunteers in tsombay and
was summoned to Delhi by Jawahar along with others
in my position, rvhy exactly, I wirs left guessing. The
only pelson hc talked to was Dr. Hardikar, the ener-
getic orguiser of the Sevir Dal. We " *eie 'goii.ig

somervlicrs frorn Delhi in ir car. It took about an hour
to reach our destintrtion. On one occasion, when I
ventured to siry something, I was ignored and it did
not endear hirn to ntc. He rvas at the time Congress
President. In fnct it created an impression which made
nre rvonder rvhy Grrndhiji ri'as pushing this favourite
of his. I could not see this haughty imperious man as
the leader of a mass, rebel organisation. Of course,
he was an idol of thc youug, u'ho sarv from a distance,
this'handsome, debouair man, rvitlt his tantrums and
rnountebanking, at public meetings.

The first tii"ne I talked to him rvas in late 1934 or
early 1935. This tirne he did talk to rne, but rvith
the same lofty aloofrress.

l\lv next encounter *'iis in 1938, soon after he
rcfurned fronr Europe, sold on the idea of front
populaire boostecl bv thc Conrutunist parties; and on
Krishnir \lcnon, rllio hird bv that tirne become a
fellorv travellcr. a breeci rnorc dcadly than a honest
comnrunist. I corrlcl scc that his ideirlistic aclmiration
ft,r tlic Iitissirrr licvolrrtiorr uirs ir) llo \\'a)' clirrrrrrccl by
tlre rrrirss lulss.rcrcs arrd trcason tliirls of innoceut
rncn. On nry vcntrrring to say' rvhat I thought about
the rvhole busincss, he barely restrainecl hirnself from
angcr at such a hcresy. This again rvas characteristic
of him, for rvhatcver he thought for the tirne being
u'as riglrt, beyoncl contradiction. I did not pursue the
rnatter but said to rnysclf, herc is a starry-eyed
"progrcssive".

In 1946, soon aftcr thc Naval \{utiny in which I
w'as in some way involved-I got a call frorn
Jawaharlrl to take up the reprcscnt:rtion before the
Fazl Ali Commission of the Naval ratings u'lto rvere
irrvolved in the lr{utiny. One clay rvhen it \\/as ex-
pectecl that thc Achniral rvoulcl coltte arrd give
eviclencc-Nchru dicl nrc thc honour of corning and
rvaiting for tu'o hotrrs for tlre Adnriral to ttlrn up and
to listen to the cross-exatttiuirtion. Unforturtately, thc
Admiral did not turn up on tltat cliry at all.

Beforc the Socialist Pitrt)' decidccl to leat'c the Con-
grcss s()rnc of trs hrrd trvo ol tlrrcc rncctings rvith
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Gandliji where Vallabhbhai, Jawahar and Kripalani
were also present. Gandhiji vvas very keen that we
should not take that step while Vallabhbhai and
Kripalani were all for us to accept the Congress dis-
cipline, particularly rigid for us, or to quit. Jawahar
did not express his opinion one way or the other.

I have had many meetings with him since then,
but only after the death of Gandhiji, he mellowed
down to listen to somethirrg rvhich may be contrary
tc his thinking and even argued the point. Anything
about Krishna Menon, whom he considered to be
genius of the century, was beyond argument for it
raised the point of his orvn loyalty.

One of the meetings was in 1954 after I had accep-
ted,.-with considerable hesitation, his'suggestion to go
to the U.N. as a delegate. I believe this was the only
occasion when a non-Congressman or a non-official
was selected to represent India. My hesitation was
due to the fact that Krishna Menon was going to be
the Chairman of the Delegation. At the briefing that
he gave me he expounded his theory of influencing
both U.S.A. and U.S.S.R. Briefy, it amounted to this
that since we were apparently on friendly terms with
both, we could be a common broker between the two.
When I described it as 'double brokerage'where the
broker would get kicks from both sides for his labours,
he smiled and said "call it that, if you like", 'but
bear it in mind". He also told nre that under no cir-
cumstances in any of my speeches I was to use the
word "communist".

The next meeting that stands out in my mind li'as
probably in 1957. After we had finished talking about
u'hat I had gone to see him, he asked me to sit down
and showed his impatience 'and irritation at the
SEATO conference which rvas being held at Manila.
I told him that it rvas his fault that SEATO came into
existence and explained to him rvhy I said so. I
pointed out to him that India u'ith its doctrine of
non-alignment had kept many of the South-East Asian
countries at arrn's length and they had to look for
their orvn security.- I said that if India on its attain-
ing independence had built closer contacts, including
regional pacts for defence, perhaps SEATO would not
have come into existence. His reply was most un-
expected. Instead of repudiating the idea of involve-
ment, he said "India would have to carry the burden
on its shoulders". On the same occasion he talked
about the Chinese, Taiwan tangle and again most un-
expectedly he said that of course, the most sensible
solution would be two Chinas, but that nobody would
listen to such a suggestion. This was suprisingly very
refreshing thinking, because the India-China honey-
moon was in full swing.

One more meeting was some time in 1958 when I
went to invite hirn to inaugurate the Congress of the
International Comnrission of Jurists to be held early
in January 1959. I{e agreecl to do this, but he said,
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"Do you t oo* ,ttut Pritt, the well known commrrnict
English Q. C. wrote to me a sort of a letter of protesi,
I asked him rvhether he was surprised and he repli,;il
"Of course, I am not".

The last meeting of any importance was when l,
as Chairman of Tibet Enquiry Committee, went to
request him to permit me and one or two of my fello'w
members to visit the camps where the Tibetans \l'()re
lodged and to cross-examine them on the numerous
statements that I had already received. His ffrst re-
action was to say "Yes, you can". But then he rang rrp
and called Dutt, the Foreign Secretary. Dutt said tliirt
the Chinese have already been accusing India of
fomenting the rebellion in Tibet and if the Govern-

"ment give such a permission they would"find another
excuse for saying that. On this, I am afraid, I lost
my temper and told Dutt whether he was waiting to
hand over part of India as India had handed oyer
Tibet on a platter to China. Jawahar smiled on
hearing this, but unfortunately he accepted the advice
of Dutt.

On these last few occasions, I found Jawahar will-
ing to listen and even to argue and think aloud about
some problems on which the official policy rvas difier-
ent. In his demisg we have lost a great intellectual
leader, with all the limitations and hesitations con-
comitant to being an intellectual. With the end of his
life, an erd has ended.

"..And how does it feel being the
nun.rber two lcadcr of capitalist

stooges?"
Courtesy: llindustan Times



Nehru The Administrator
Y. N. Sukthankar

l\rfEN are mortal but, for a chosen few, in thervrpublic mind there is no death, disease or old
age. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was one of the favour-
ite few. We, his countrymen, fondly believed that he
would remain rvith us for ever and ever guiding us,
leading us, and when necessary scolding us. Even
when therc were grave reports about his health, we
felt confident that he would soon take the road to
recovery. I called on him in the beginning of April.
He looked frail but cheerful. Even then there were
signs which were clear premonitions of the final call.
I, however, reassured myself that he was regaining
his health and would soon be his old self. The holy
Dalai Lama who saw him before he left for Dehra
Doon was, according to press reports, fully satisfted
about his improved health. But within a day of his
retum from Dehra Doon, death struck him and even
today we feel stunned and aggrieved. It was perhaps
best that it happened that way as nothing would have
been more tragic to see a person of his vitality and
sensitivity lingering and travelling in pain and sufier-
ing to the journey's end.

Try as we may, even today we are unable to assess
his worth fully and form a complete picture of him
and his activities. He was a complex, many - faceted
personality. Indeed he was several personalities.com-
bined harmoniously into one, full of grace and charm.
It *'ill be difficult, if not impossible, for his contem-
poraries or even future historians to sum him up in
a few words. In his life time, both he and his Govern-
ment were assailed by their politic.ll opponents and
critics for sor.ne of their policies and conduct of
affairs. This cannot, perhaps must not, be avoided in a
political dernocracy like ours. Yet, in his death, all
are united in expressing genuine and whole-hearted
praise and admiration for his personality and his
achievements. The public is avid for all information
about him.

Fortunately, many close to him have responded to
this demand by giving intimate pen portrayals of the
great leader. It was my good fortune to serve him for
many years and later at the Puri, Cuttack and Bhu-
baneswar Raj Bhavans my wife and I felt privileged
and honoured to have him as our guest on several
occasions. For Orissa and its people he had a warm
corner in his heart and rarely denied himself the
opportunity, when it was available to him in his busy
life, of visiting that State. Memories crowd in on us
today about his kindness, thoughtfulness and con-
sideration for others. I shall, however, content my-
self with saying something about a part of his glori-
ous carcer s4rich is perhaps not so rvidcly knorvn-

his work as an administrator. He was best known in
that capacity to all those who worked with him and
saw his work at close cluarters in the precincts of the
Secretariat. This information may be of some inter-
est to the general public and perhaps, a little profft
to the members of administrative and technical ser-
vices in India.

It was as an administrator that Panditji's dynamic
personality was best seen. His capacity for unremit-
ting hard work was something prodigious. He was
prompt and punctual in replying to all letters that
were addressed to him and disposing of all the refer-
ences that came to him from the Ministries and
Departments of which he was directly in charge and
from other Ministries of the Government of India
and the State Governments. These replies were hard-
Iy ever of the routine-"matter under consideration"

-Vpe. He had grasped the problem put to him and
in his reply made his contribution to its solution. He
hardly delayed matters by asking for p. p. (previous
papers) unless there was some old reference in the
letter under reply which he had to see. He was con-
stantly exhorting the officers not to take months in
digging up some old papers. The day before he pas-
sed arva;', he is reported to have said that he had
disposed of all his files ancl there u'as nothing pend-
ing. There spoke the great adninistrator! It is the
ambition and desire er-en of minor aclministrators to
bc able to sa1' before the1,' leave one post on transfer
to another, or move on to thrrt final transfer from
rvhich there is no rettrrn, tlrat they have finished
cr,crything aud notlring is lcft pcnding.

At all n)cctings and Conferences, he rvirs invariably
punctual unless sornething, beyond his control, de-
lrryed him. Before attending these meetings, he had
read up all the papers and arrived at the cpnclusions
he thought proper and yet he never imposed his will
about anything at these Conferences. He had an open
mind and paticntly listened to those rvho had to say
sornething on the problems and proposals before him.
Where he thought that his point of view might not
be readily acceptable, he would argue it out patiently
ancl in great detail. The image of him in certain
quarters that he was a dictator and did not allow
other people to have their say was not the one pre-
vailing in the Secretariat. He had a meticulous but
at the same time a comprehensive mind which ranged
freely over a wide field. He drew upon all he had
seen and heard in the course of his travels in India
and clsewherc. He, horvever, alrvays insisted on modi-
fying and adjusting rvhat rvas fotrnrl useftrl in other
cotuitlics to tlrc spcciirl ncccls ancl conclitions of
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India. He was completely averse to wholesale imita-
tion. lt need hardly be said that the Five-Year Plans
owe a great deal to him and he was the chief inspira-
tion ltehind some of the most important ideas in-
corporated in the plans such as application of social
justice, need for implementation of the socialist poli-
cies, the importance of constructing plants for manu-
fircttrring rnachines to build machines, the urgency
for reducing expenditure on house-building, and con-
strtrction by careful planning and phasing of difier-
ent stages. He had a compartmental mind which went
rvith ease from one problem to another, from one
interview to another and from one Conference
to another. Although a towering personality, he never
tou'ered. over others nor,made aqyone feel small by
courparison with himself. That indeed is a sign of
true greatness. The really great are those by contact-
ing lvhom even a small man comes out feeling great
hiraself. For, the great man, by some alchemy, draws
the best out of everyone who comes to him. While
there rvas a current belief tliat he often lost his
temper, there was little justification for it. For years
he made it a practice to control himself and curb his
feelings. The rvrong angered him, not the wrong
doer. Any instance of injustice done to a poor ot
hun'rble person, may be a peasant or industrial worker,
or of financial or other dishonesty roused his wrath.
But it will be incorrect to say that he harboured per-
manent resentment against any person.

FIe rvas coustantly improving his mind by reading
a considerable amount of scientific and other lite-
rature ancl keeping abreast of all the improvements
u'lrich lvere taking placc in the scientific ancl techni-
cal u'orld in India and abroad. I-Ic s'as frequently in
the air, travelling frorn one place to another and used
his air travels for such reading. The rvorking day rvas
nrostly taken up by interliervs ancl tlre Conferences.
He had a habit of recording notes of something that
came to his mind rvhile doing some other rvork.
But the bulk of his work was started after an early
dinner and continued rvell after midnight. A relay
of stenographers took down the dictation, fair copies
bcing brought for his signature the next day. His
notcs and n-lelnoes were always clear and left the
readers in no doubt as to what was intended to be
conveyed or done. His sense of justice was warm
and e{Iectivc and this made him alert to the claims
of rvomen, rninorities and, in the present circum-
stances of India, ill-favoured sections of the public.
His zeal for ensuring that such claims were satisffed
never abated.

He u'as incapablc of indulging irr harsh or stinging
renralks no rnattel lrorv great thc provocation. Whilc
he rvotrld not suffer anyone to takc liberties;with him,
hc dealt on such occasions rvith tlrc offeiiler rvith
great dignitv antl charrl ancl left no hurt behind. To
all display of pornp, arrogancc or aggrcssion hc
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reacted strongly. IIe rvas always lruppy with children.
He rvas in his element 'u'hen he rvas in the midst of
tlie masses, particularly' the poor, humble, peasants,
inclustrial u'orkers, in short all those l'ho did not
enjoy the good things of life, At Rourkela on onr.'
occasion he left the crorvd surrounding him and made
for two Adivasi girls who were eating their food
at a distance. He made them open their pots and
sho'*'him rvhat they were eating. He cheered them,
patted them on the backs and there vras a far au'ay
look in his eyes perhaps anticipating the time u,hen
the poor rvorkers of India would be better fed and
housed and find life a joy and a thrill instead of an
endless drudgery.

It is to be hoped that at some distant date all his
oflicial communicdtion!' bticbpt those iif a purelji'
routine nature u'ill be published. Some of these,
though strictly conffdential or secret at the time, will
cease to be so after lapse of years. Unless really and
truly necessary, he was against marking papers confi-
dential or secret and frorvned on the somewhat easy;

official proclivity to do so. These writings s'ill not
only be a great addition to literature but provide a
useful clue to the workings of his mind. His frequent
letters to the Chief Ministers of States in rvhich he
shared his thoughts with them on all the current
topics of importance u'ould be of the greatest use
to all sections of the general public in India and
abroad and throrv light on how tlre colossal problems
pressing cruelly and urgently on the country in the
years imrnediately follorving Independence \r'ere
tackled.

What rvas the secret of his energy and clrive? I{e
ncver clepended on others for such rvork as he could
do himself. I{e hacl little patience u'ith officers and
others who shouted for their chaprasis and rnenials
to do some ocld rvork for thcru. IIc never left :r roonr
without srvitclring ofi all the liglrts and fans. IIe rvas
accompanied just by one servallt in his journe)'s in
India or abroad. As far as his personal chores were
concerncd, he was self-reliant. He did them himself.
He took great care about maintenance of his physical
strength although he rvas very often oblivious or un-
conscious of the great strain rvhich he rvas putting
on it but he was full of resilieuce. Just a short rest
easily for a few minutes, and he rvas fully restored and
tuned up again. More than the plrysical it rvas his
spiritual strength, in the bcst sense of the term, that
enabled him to carry on in spite of all the stress and
strain of the post Indepenclence years. As a fcllorv
Ifarrovian, Churchill, said of lrim in a private gather-
ing of Harrovians: "Jarvaharlal Nelrru has conqucrecl
the three great cnemies of mankind-fcar, hatrecl ancl
jealousy". FIis strength rvas thc strengtlr rvith rvlrich
hc hacl conquered thesc grcat cnemies. FIe clrerv upon
it in whatever ffeld he was labouring, rvhether it was

(Continueil on pagc 5)



The Fog Of Peace
Robert

TN the last weeks we have had a series of announce-
I ments from American, Rritish, antl Sovier leaders.
They all speak of a rnole peaceful future. "Peace in
our time; goodwill torvards men". But let us get our
priorities riglrt.

It is truc that in the long mn you cannot have much
in the way of permanent peace unless genuine good-
lvill is created, unless there is an end of the siege eco-
nomies, the barriers to the free exchange of ideas,
the claims to rvorld Cominion, and so on. But in the
meanwhile, as I see it, our overwhelming need is to
keep the peace, goodwill or no goodwill. If we keep
it long enough, the goodwill might develop too. One
sure way of losing both is to start thinking that the
goodwill has arrived before it really has, and to relax
our vigilance.

Does this mean, you may ask, that at the very
moment when good prospects of international d6tente
seem to be arising, I arn going to be openly critical
and suspicious of the Russians? Certainly I am. What
is more, I regard such an attitude as actually a contri-
bution to peace. It is natural enough, when we are on
good terms rvith the Soviet Union, for a vague amia-
bility to start blurring the edges of reality here and
there. In the late 1930s Stalin u'as '*'idely regarded as

a ruthless tyrant. During the u'ar, he became pipe-
smoking Uncle Joe. But he had not really changed:
and it rvould have been greatly to our benefit if we
had not lazily let ourselves think that he had, Yet if
the d6tente conres, as u'e lrope, u,e shall fincl that, as
in previotrs pcriocls of fricndship s'ith Russia, thosc
rvho continue to u'atch the realities rvill be rvidely'
pointed out as trouble-makers, as George Orwell was
in his time. The cries will go up-are already going
up-of "cold war", "anti-Communist",'tight-winger".
Let us look at this sort of accusation.

"Cold war" is a vivid enough expression for the
period of armed truce which has dangerously sub-
sisted since 1945. But there is another, totally difier-
ent and most peculiar, sense in which the term "cold

(Continucd from Ttage 4)
the freedonr struggle, parblamentarl' activities, deve-
lopment work entailed by the Five-Year Plans or tl.re
noble mission of securing peace in the world by
endeavouring to bring together the tvvo great blocs
to appreciate each other's aims, policies and problems.
Tennyson's u'ords could be truly appliccl to him:
"My strength is as the strength of ten bccause my
heart is pure" although he rvould have been the last
person to use or e\/en think of those u'ords about
himself.

Conquest

vyar" is trsed, It is employed, as a clerogatory descrip-
tion, of the publication of a fact or opinion about
Soviet uratters which might be thought unwelcome to
the Soviet authorities. The argument, as far as such
may be said to exist, seerns to be that if anyone
studies the Soviet Union objectively-if, to take an
example, anyolle notes that writers there dislike bure-
aucracy-and international relationships will sornehow
be lurnred. Obviously, the contrary is true. The more
the Sov.iet authorities irnagine that delusions about
them fourish in the West, the more they are tempted
to take advantage of them; and the clearer the vierv
we have df Russian affairs, the more ffrmly we express
our own opinions, the better chance rve have of a
realistic peace. Such, r,r'e ntay say, is the Kennedy
heritage. For an international harr.nony based on the
suppression of infonnation and opinion about the
USSR unwelcome to the ruling party would be a
hollow harmony, an unre\\'arding harmony, and what
is more a jerry-built and unreliable harmony.

Our troubles with Russia have been a long, hard,
emotional strain. Horv comfortable it would be to
relax! Hou' irritating are these fact-seekers, these
opinionated truth-flaunters, rvho try to stop us doping
ourselves just a little! Yes. it nrust be very irritating.
But still, dope is bad for the constitution. Let me take
one minor example. Earh' tlris vear the Soviet census
Board published an estim:rte of the couutrr''s present
population shorving more than 20,000,000 fes'er urcn
than rvonren. This, it has been said, s'irs "the result
of the u'ar". Ancl tlris is i1 comnronlv hc.lcl lieu'. The
political implication is tlrat tlre Rtrssiiins lrirve a special
right to be anti-German.

But the figures do not aclmit of so simple an expla-
nation. At the time of the last Soviet census proper,
taken in January, 1959, the deficit s'as already in being.
But as then published, it was broken dorvn by age-
groups. Tlrere was a negligible cli{Icrence betrveen
male and female for those u,ho hird been uncler 16 in
1945. For those between 16 and 35 at the end of the
war the total deffcit comes to nine and a half million.
Indeed, these arc terrible figures. But-and this is the
striking point-these age-groups account for less than
half the total deficit of males, those rvho in 1945 had
been 36 or over covering the rest. The highest propor-
tion of all, in fact, is in the group of those rvho were
between 40 and 45 inl945, rvhere there are norv almost
exactly two rt'orlen to oue man: in this age-group
alone nearly thlee million men are nrissing.

Studies have shou'n, as onc u'oulcl arnyhorv expect,
that by far thc lrighest proportion of nralcs killccl in
war comes from those in their ph1'sical prin.re, parti'
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cularly in their late teens and twenties, who consti-
tutc the bulk of the rnost active ffghting troops. Ilorv
does jt come that Soviet losses are even greater among
the older men? We are, in fact, in the presence, fos-
silised in thc census figures, of the Great Purge, in
which the death rate fell far more heavily on men
than on wonlen. Of course, there is an overlap: many
older men rvere killed in the war, and many younger
men perished in the camps. But the 4eneral picture
is cle'ar: if the Russians have a special right to be
anti-Gerrnan, tJren by exactly the same token they
have a special right to detest their own ruling party.
Our opinions, anyhow, should not be based on non-
facts, or dubious facts.

When one makes points like these one ofiends some
u,ho like to think 6f themselves as "progressive". I
favour social and racial equality throughout the world.
The utopia I would look forward to in the future
would be, I suppose, some sort of anarchy. I resent
the faceless institutions, religious or econotnical or
political, rvhich u'ould tell me rvhat to think and what
io do. I do not like tlre faced ones much, either: in fact,
although of course political opinion should not be
founded on such emotion. I ffnd Archbishop Fisher
makes my blood boil a good deal more than Mr.
Khrushchev does. Examining my views further, I
think I strike the real snag. In the here and now' my
strongest bias is not social or economic at all, but
sirnplf in favour of political liberty and political
democracy'.

For the one lesson of the last 20 years one might
havc tlrought rvould have sunk in, is tltat rvhatever
the goocl causc in rvhose favottr political liberty is

strppressecl, it tums into a bad catlse. As Albert Camtrs
said, none of thc evils totalitarianism is supposed to
cure is as bad as totalitarianism itself. And one should
irdcl that it docs not even cure thc evils for vt'hose

removal one's political liberties have been sacrified:
Russia hungers ancl China starves. Except rvhen we
are arguing for arguing's sake we ahnost all knolv
that the esscntial division is between democrat and
authoritirrian, not bctu'ecn left and right.

Alnrost evcr,v sr-lpporter of Labour, rvhatever he may
sa,v in thc cxcitencnt of a canrpaign, knows thnt it is

infinitely prcferablc to have a Conservativc govern-
n-rent s'hich clocs not share in his views about nationa-
lisation tlrarr a conrnntttist one rvhich does' It is bctter
for a socialist to live under Sir Alec Douglas-I{otne,
vr4rerc hc can coutittttc to be a socialist than under
Khrushcher,, wherc he caunot. And vice versa a Con-
sen'ativc is better ofi under Labour than under any
conccivablc rigltt-rving fascist-type r6gime. It rvirs, of
corrrse, a group of German conservatives who made
thc onll' rcal attcmpt to bring down Hitler.

A Consct'vrrtive Prirne l\'linister, rvith Laborrr stlp-
polt, lecl tlrc fight agaitrst tlrc Nazis. A Labour Prirne
\linistcr, c<ltrally' rvitlr thc backing of both parties,
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stood ffrm against the Stalinists. In fact, though l
rvould vote for a democratic socialist against ali
authoritarian rigbtist, and rright vote for a demo-
cratic socialist against a derntrcratic conservative, t':
my mind the degree of "socialisation" is in itself no

test whatever of political virtue. There is a good deal
of injustice in the present world, It is adrnirable that
it should be hotly opposed. It is less admirable that
a selection of injustices to be opposed should be made
on factional grounds. At present, to speak in rough
terms, about 80 per cent of the injustice in the world,
the denial of hurnan rights, takes place in the Cltinesc
and Soviet blocs. But it is the remaining 20 per cent
about which most fuss is heard. What are we to make
of such things as CND's private feud rvith Greece--a
police state In which a feiv wceks ago I saw a packed
bommunist meeting in the main squarc of Athens?
Try holding a social-democratic meeting in Soffa or
Bucharest! There is a lack of sense of proportion,
isn't there? Or, perhaps one sltould just say, of sense'

There ale viervs about Russia rvhich are not as

loopy as tltat, but v,'hich are yet beclevilled by vague
verbalisations. For example, we are told that the
Khrushchev rdgime is "liberal", that "liberalisation"
is taking place. What exactly does this mean? The
inrpression given is that a good deal of, political
liberty has been introduced jn Russia. Has it? No. The
citizen is not as oppressed as he was' But he still has

no positive political rights rvhatcver. Power remains
concentrated entirely in the hands of the ruling group
of the ruling party, a self-perpetuating oligarchy.
There is no rvay rvhatever in which the citizen can

urgc, for example, the formation of a party resembl-
ing thc British Labour Parby. And any attempt
actualll' to forrn one u'otrld lead to instant arrest,
Whcn one drarvs attention to this, otle is accused of
beiug "riglrt-u'ing". I cannot for thc lifc of me see

why.
Again, colonial or minority rule tlorv exists almost

entiiely in trvo areas-the bottorn end of Africa, and
the Chinese and Soviet periphery-central Asia from
the Black Sea to tl.re eastern edge of Tibet, and cer-

tain European territories like the Baltic States and
East Germany. We chance to know, through the Rus-

sians, of the recent Ili-Kazakh massacre-a Chinese

Sharpeville. But does anyone here bother about it?
Why not? Because the suppression of nations and
news is there more complete? Excellent reasonsl

Even in his New Year letter Ir'Ir. Khrushchev distin-
guishes sharply between the riglit of the Chinese to
take Formosi, and the non-right of the Germans to
take over their East zone. He also supports publicly
the struggle of colonial peoples against their rulers;

but he *e"nt, of course, in the colonies of the West'
If u,e in the same way were to urge freedom for
Lithuania or Georgia, it rvoulcl be thouglrt an intoler-
able provocation. Ancl not only by the Russians' It{r'
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Khrushchev's bias is understandable; but many peoplc
over here too think no ill of his incitenrcnts,. yet
rvould be horrified if u'e answeled in thc same coin.
But neither can there be a truli' strble peace till the
last ernpires-his and lrlao's-ale sornehon' dissolved.

To suggest that some attention be paid to the
132,000,000 foreign peoples under Russian and
Chinese rule-a population as large as South Amer!
ca's-is not to urge any cessation of pressure against
Verwoerdt and Salazar. But your thoughtless dochin-
aire usually behaves as if it is. Again, why?

Among the vocabulary of bad words, follorviug
"cold war" and 'right-wing", we come to "anti-
Communist"-or even "professional anti-Cornmunist".
It does sound nasty, doesn't it? There are scholars
and'students trained in Soviet affa.irs,who'frorh time
to time publish, and even get paid for, papers and
articles on their special subject. Sometimes they are
not even dispassionate, but openly flaunt their pre-
ference for democratic ways. "Anti-Comrnunism" has
always seemed to me to be a delusive expression. I
suppose most of us have no vely serious objection to
the social and economic structures of the Soviet bloc
countries: we may feel them to be ill-conceived or
inept but these are not adjectives rve would witlihold
from our own system. No, our real objection is purely
and simply a political one: the absence of civil,
national, and intellectual liberty, and an essential
imperialism-the claim to universal rule.

If a libertarian, non-expansionist Communisnr arose,
legitimate complaint by foreigners rvould fade arvay.
Perhaps such an evolution is possible. The seeds of it
certainly exist. Perhaps \\'e shall see r6gimes like
Nagy's, in free Latvias, free Russias, free Tibets, and
so on. Any change in this direction u'e rvelcome, what-
ever Soviet successes they rnay accompltny. In so far
as suclt a Cornnrunisrn is possiltlc tvc are not anti-
Conrrnunist. We are merely agirinst its current tota-
litarian form.

As has been pointed out, "totalitarianism" is a word
not easy to define in abstract terms. An operational
deffnition is not so dificult. It miglrt be what Hitler-
ism and Stalinism have in common. There are things
which they do not have in common. What they do
have is in many ways, in plactice, more important
than what divides them. I do not mean the ease with

'which they co-operated, the bad days of 1940 when
the Gestapo was negotiating with the Communists of
occupieci Europe to allorv their anti-British Press to
be published, only to be prevented by the German
military, when the Russians were allowing the Ger-
mans to set up an operational submarine base-Basis
Nord-on Soviet territory, and convoying the Nazi
commerce ririder "Kouret" through their Northern Sea
route to attack our shipping in the Pacific. That rvas
long ago, and we might forget it. The point is that
the s'hole Nazi-Soviet pact policy is even now far
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frorn being disavowed or regretted. They reproach
us-we reproach ourselves-for Munich, and it ls true
that \4unich ll'as, as Napoleon's critic said of the
inurder of thc Duc d'Enghien, "',vorse than a crime,
it uas a mistake". The Na?iSoviet pact was a mistake
and a crirna to say nothing of its terrible accompany-
ing meannesses like the NKVD's handing ovir of
German-Jewish communists to the Gestapo. And the
current Party History in its newest, lfghly revised
1962 edition impudently justifies the pact, by saying
that in 1939 Britain was having secret talks with Ger-
many with a view to dividing. up the world between
them, including what the History refers to as a "truly
monstrous proposal"-the partitioning of Russia and
China.

While such'lies are being' put out-officially'and'
uncontradictably-about ourselves, u'e are told by
some people we should avoid controversy with the
Russians about fact or opinion for fear of ofiending
them.

Does auy of this mean that we shouldn't w-elcome
a d6tente? Of course it does not. Our interest in re-
ducing to the absolute minimum the danger of rvar
betrveen ourselves and the Soviet Union is total. And
-a hopeful addition-dogmas and attitudes do erode
under the long pressure of fact, and the longer we
can maintain a truce the more chance there is that a
Russia rvhich would be a genuinely acceptable mern-
ber of a world community may arise. Our contribution
to the process must be to keep our minds clear, not to
be taken in by professions unsupported by actions,
nor to urge a policy of retreat and softness, encourag-
ing the lvorst elements in the Russian leadership. And
if NIr. X and Professor Y u'ant to keep their ey.'es shut,
will they at least have the <lecencl' not to obiect to
others of us keeping ours open, and reporting what
$'e see?
(Bu.sccl on a talk broadcasl by tlrc BBC ort lanuarg
4, 1964 in the tlircl programme).
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Consensus Or Conformity ?
Surendra Mohan

qHRl V. B. Karnik in his article "Consensus or Con-
vflict?" in your issue of Nfarch 1964 has pleaded for a
unity of democratic parties on the basis of a consensus
of opinion.

Lroadly, in terms of foreign policy aims of our
country, there has been general consensus in the
country, though there.hat'e been disputes on details.
On the ends of national efiorts as secularism, demo-
cracy, economic prosperity and social welfare, general
agreement has more or less alrvays been available.
Before ihe emergence of the Su'atantra Party and
after the Congress Party had adopted as its objective
the establishment of a socialist pattern of society,
various commentators used to remark that all political
parties raised almost identical slogans; and those
friends rvho have no particular love for the party
system-several Royists and Sarvoda)'aists amongst
them-drew particular comfort in denouncing the
party s1'stem by advancing this argument.

On nrajor issues that the country has faced-China's
invasion, Goa's freedom from Portugal, Kashmir's
accession and national integration, there has been a
general consensus and even unity among major
political tendencies. Even if one party or more has
struck a discordant note, it has taken care to couch
its difference in terms rvhich indicate its general
agreement rvith the consensrrs. Take our planning for
erample. Is there anvone that disagree u'ith its gene-
ral ainrs?

That being the case, it is surprising that in his
article, Shri V. B. Karnik lrtrs to argue his case for a
collsel).sus alurost a{rcsh. Is it tlren unanimity that is
advocated in the name of consensus?

In a dernocrartic polity, consensus ancl confict are
not mutually exclusive; they are delicately intertrvined
and finely balanccd ancl, mutuallv, create a d1'namic
equilibrium. Neither confict rlor consensus, simply
and exclusit'ely rnrclcrstoocl, can srrstain democratic
processi clcmocracy is r.reither division nor conformity.
It is the unclerstancling of democratic process as
argued by Shri V. B. Karnik tlrat I ffnd diffictrlt to
agree u'ith. For, cleltate ancl discussion of various
alternatives; balancing of tarious contending interests;
interplay of multifarious social forces; without all
these you can have consensus and avoid all conflict,
btrt then that is not democracy.

In a society strch as ours, rigidities rvitlr hoary
traditions are ntelting and the social groups rising
from tlre shrrnber of agcs are clairning articulation;
the introcluction of democracy has brought the strug-
gle for po\\'cr to the cloor stelts of millions u'lto har,c
not tlre llackgrouud of thc citizcns of \\'estern

8

democracies; and rapid economic changes are afiect-
ing various groups in various \^'ays. Ther.e are conflicts
and they have to be allowed expression arrd havc
to be composed. If you attempt to artiffcially manu-
facture a consensus in democratic politics, you will
build it on sands which barely hide the surging
waters below'. Unless there are such social institutioni
which will channelise, express and mobilise these
social conflicts as pressures of democratic change,
rigidities will not be. mellowecl, and sooner or laler
the social fabric will be disrupted beyond repair.

Forces are there which seek to exploit these rigi-
dities and tensions to disrupt the society. Theie
forces are themselves expressions of ideological or
social rigidities. Were the major democratic parties
to arrive at a consensus rvhich rvould prevent them
from playing their role in harnessing the social pres-
sures, tensions and urges, the vacuum thus created
would certainly be fflled by the forces of disruption
and they rvill mount a grave thrqt to democratic
polity. But this would be nothing surprising.

As for the questions posed by Shri Asoka Mehta,
here again Shri Karnik appears to me to misunder-
stand the whole controversy rvithin the PSP. Shri
Asoka i\fehtat case rests on the argument of ineffec-
tiveness of PSP as an opposition party and the futility
of a Socialist opposition rvhen major opposition to
the Congress comes from anti-socialist quarters. It
also resti on his analysis of the forces ivithin the
Congress Party. Shri Kamik labours in vain rvhen
he seeks to link the present controversl' rvith Shri
Asoka Mehta's plea for fincling areas of agreernent;
for in 1963, he has pleaded for consolidation of
socialist forces in the Congress party and those out-
side it. If the PSP rejected this approach, it did so
not because it opted for conflict as against consensus,
but because it believed that it u'ould be abandoning
its duty to express social rrrges and seek their
assertion and adjustment in tlte national Polity in
a democratic manner and would thus leave these
powerful supports for democracy to be used by the
hangmen of democracy to subvert and destroy it.
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The Budget Concessions
Rohit Dave

,THE number of concessions announced by the
r Finance Minister has failed to impress the stock

markets which continue to rule weak in the absence
of any buying pressure. This should call for a
thorough analysis of the real ills of our economy and
to shape fiscal monetary and economic policies in the
light of this analysis. The Finance Minister has re-
marked that stock malkets are not the dependable
instruments to measure the health of the economy.
This may be true; but as the response to capital
issues is rnainly conditioned by the sentiments pre-
vailing in the stock markets unless other measures
are found to stinulate capital formation in the private
sector the behaviour of the stock exchanges cannot
be completely ignored. Internal resources of the com-
panies may help upto a point and any measure
designed to stimulate corporate savings may be of
service. But no company is in a position to ffnance
its expansion solely relying on internal resources and
borrowing. More and more people have to be inte-
rested in saving and investment and this calls for a
strategy to attract investors to the capital market. If
measures designed to stimulate internal resources act
as dampers to the investors to enter the capital market
in a big way, the very pu{pose of such measures
would be defeated. Of course, recourse to expansion
of the public sector at a rapid rate may obviate the
necessity of persuading the individuals to invest in
the private sector; but this u'ould call for compulsory
savings through taxation or otherwise on a scale for
s'hich neither the Governnrent is well equipped nor
arc pcople in a mood to tolerate rvithout protest.
Ilcnce the dilemma of inducing internal savings with-
out jcopardising thc investrnent clirnate has to be
solved somehow.

One solution of the problem suggested is to free
the corporate sector from the imposts of heavy taxa-
tion throrrgh surtax, dividend tax, etc., and to allow
the profttability of the corporate sector to grow at a
rate sufficient to.attract the investors in a big way.
It is argued that even if some dissipation of accu-
mula.tecl resources takes place in attempts to make
investments attractive this would more than be com-
pensated by attracting more capital to the corporate
sector. The result would be overall longer increase
in savings and investment which would stimulate the
cconornic growth. This school also pleads for freeing
the corporate sector from the shackles that prevent
cornpanics fi'om diversifying their activities so that
thc capital attractecl to efficient management could
be put to the best use. There is something in this
linc of rcirsoning provided measules could be devised

to ensure dispersal of share holding and to check
economic power getting concentrated. Unfortunately
the spokesmen of the private sector refuse to pay
4dequate attention to the need of making the ioi-
porate sector so broadbased as to enlarge consioer-
ably the sector of the population having a stake in
tire economic development. The statistics periodically
published by the sp6ker-eo of the private sector to
support the claim that the base of shareholding is
ever widening leave many questions unanswered -and

are not a safe index to determine how many more
people are really drawn into the coryrorate sector as
investors.

_ Even if, this hurdle is overcome, however, the
basic question still lenrains as to what would be consi-
dered a return on capital adequate to stimulate
investment on a big scale. The present rate of refurn
is-by no means inadequate when compared with the
official rates of interest, if factors like risks of losing,
growth lntential etc. be taken into consideration. if
inspite of this the investment climate is considered
not very encouraging there must be some reason for
this which must be located and dealt with.

The real source of mischief is obviously in the
prevalence of the black market. There are reasons to
believe that rates of interest in this market are very
high: between 18 to ?tL per cent it is said. The
borrorvers can afford to pay such high rates of inte-
rest presumably because they have not to pay taxes
on the incomes from thc transactions for which this
borrowed money is used. These transactions seem to
iucludc both inclustrial as rvell as comruercial transirc-
tions. N,Ioney accurnularted abroad, misuse of incen-
tives for cxport, quotas of scarce materials to actual
users and similar controls and regulations act as
source of attraction for black market transactions
involving as they do huge rates of profit which in
tum goverrr the rates of interest in this market. Till
therefore blackmarkef transactions are checked ex-
pectations about the rates of return are likely to be
so high that no amount of inducement which the
corporate sector may be allowecl to offer would act
as stimulants to large scale investment in the cor-
porate sector. The Finance Minister is aware of this
source of distortions in the economy and has declared
more than once to do something about it. But so far
he seems to have conffned himself to giving a series
of warnings that have fallen on deaf ears. The
Government would be just kidding ltself if it
imagines that the black market transactions have in
any way been cliscouraged through these warnings
and through endless expressions of determination to
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root but cormption. Stringilnt measures to cope with
this end are long overdue. Is it that these measures
so vr.ellknoun to all are not resorted to because of
the fears of large scale dislocations that might resrrlt
if effective steps are taken to constrain and eliminate
the black market in the country? If so the Govern-
ment seems to be oblivious of the mischief this
market creates in the economy as' a whole, where
rates of increase in production have appreciably
slorved clorvn endangering the whole experiment of
planned developnrent of the economy in the public
as rvell as the private sector.

Another major source of distortion in the economy
is the credit policy of the banking institutions. The
Reserve Bank today has porvers to regulate these
policies through the maniirulation bf bank late,
raising or lowering of the amounts of con:pulsory
deposits with the Reserve Bank and general and
selective credit controls exercised over the duration
and arnount of the aclvances to be given by the
scheduled banks. The sum total of the policy so far
follou'ed by the Rc'serve Bank is the starving of
legitimate commercial activities of the funds needed.
Tlris is the result of the anxiety of the Reserve Bank
to ensure that credit facilities are not utilised for
hoarding of essential cornmodities and holding the
nrarkets at ransom. But this obiective is not always
achieved inspite of the stringent control sought to
be exercised by the Resen'e Bank. The interested
parties have found it possible to get advances on
approved commodities to finance hoarding of com-
rnodities in short supplr'. Deposits from the public
irre alsc'r being utilised for this purpose. And lastly,
there is enough black rnonet' in circulation to help
irr lioarding. rls loug as consiclcrable arnount of black
nr()ncv rcnliins irr c'ircrrlrrtir)n lt() rncastrre of control
cvcn thc s'holcsalc nationrrlisation of crcdit institu-
tions rvould result in corrnteracting this evil. A begin-
ning in holding these distortious in control could
horvever be made by enforcing differential rates of
intcrests for aclvanccs in respect of various econornic
activities - cornl.nercial as rvell as industrial - and
by providirrg thirt the advances could be drarvn
against only to finance tlre actir.ities for rvhich they
werc made. The end of various business houses
obliging one another through rntrtual irccommoclations
at tlre barrks uncler their control coulcl be held in
check by providing for floor ratcs of interest as rvell
as the ceiling rates. If prices of commodities like
cotton and seeds could bc trt least thcorcticnlly kept
n'itlrin bounds thcle is no reason rvlry the organised
morley nrarkct could not be brought undcr similar
disciplincs. The unorgauisecl rnoncy market could
crcate some distortions; but the lcgitimate transactions
in this sector alc Iiniitod in cornparison to thc
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transactions in the banking sector and need not
crexte distortions of appreciable dimensions.

But the most important factor responsible for the
Government and the private sector working at cross
purposes is the difieience in the scales ;f values
adopted by each. The Government's declared policy
is to counteract tendencies which in a rapidly deve-
loping economy lean towards concentration of in-
coures, wealth and economic power in fewer hands.
The industrialists and businessmen on the other hand
argue that in tho difficult circumstances in which
they have to operate they are entitled not only to
a fair return for their eftorts but also for an effective
control on the fruits of labour and the right to enjoy
these fruits for their family as well as for themselves.
When infra-struchlre is so weak, there are scarcities
alround widening those of factors of production, of
skilled labour, of raw materials, of organised markets
for products the risks involved are great, casualties
among the businessmen are high and the fortunes
change u'ith alarming rapidity. They and their
families must therefore be assured of their future
through accumulation of wealth. They contend that
the high rates of return contain a considerable
amount of risk insurance which should be allowed
in fairness to the entrepreneurs. This arguing at cross
purposes results in rise of tempers and heated con-
troversies on every budget for a number of years.
Till now the controversy was in the realm of argu-
ments and counter-argurnents. But now they are
translated in the ffelds of action to the great detriment
of the even development of economy. Something
needs to be donc to detennine at least for some time
the sciile of values to which economic activities have
to c'onfonn and to enforce the policy' decisions
arrivecl after mutual consiclerations and deliberations
among all the interests concerned. The Government
has so far taken for granted that their policies are
ipso facto the policies of the community as a whole
and of every section of the conrmunity. The difi-
culties faced in enforcing these policies are an index
of the chasm that exists between the Govenrment and
the governed. This chasm has to be bridged and
policies have to be made effective largely through
building up a consensus in the community and mrrgi-
nally through enforcements.

The stalemate reached in the stock markets and
in the economic activities generally can thus be
lrroken only through a number of measures in various
fields necessary to forge a clear cut, enforceable plan
of action. Mere tinkling with budget proposals here
and there through marginal concessions would fail
to bring the desired results in the absence of an al-
round strategy.



The Case Of Joseph Brodrky
Victor Frank

flN March l3 last, Joseph, Brodsky, 24, a Russianv poet_ and translator of unusual promise, \4ras
sentenced_by a_T,eningrad court to five years, depor-
tation with hard labour on the somewhat odd chirge
_'of e-arning too little money". The verdict sald
literally: ''Isolated instances of earnings made by
Brodsky do not indicate that he fulfilled one of thl
most_ important duties laid down in the constitution,
the_dlty to toil honestly-for the benefft of the country
and for one's olvn rvell-being".

Joseph Brodsky's trial may yet become a cause
celdbre in modern Russia - not because of the nafure
of the charge brought against him, but because he
has been courageously defended by some of the
most famous personalities in Russian arts and letters.
The text of their petition has become known abroad.
It is a remarkable document on two counts: first, it
reveals what can and still does happen in Mr.
Khrushchev's Russia, eight years after ihe denuncia-
tion of Stalin's crimes; secondly, it shows that people
(some people, at-least) are no longer afraid of ipeik-
ing out on behalf of innocent victims of the State.

The broad outline of the Br.odsky case is as follows.
In 1962, two men, Shakhmatov and Umansky, were
arrested and sentenced in Leningrad on chaiges ..of

exerting harmful influence on young people ind of
preaching mysticism (Yoga philosophy)l anarcho-
individualism etc." The young peopli implicated in
this affair included Joseph Brodskv, at that time a

)'oqng man of 22, who after leaving school at 14,
liacl earned his living as a stoker, a *ital worker and
a labotrrer rvith a geological expedition. The case
against Brodsky rvirs dropped, horvever, when the
investigating magistrate learned that Brodsky had
broken with Shakhmatov of his own accord a yeat
earlier. The police _merely conffscated Brodiky,s
papers, among them diaries dating back to lg56 and
1957 when BrodsLT was a youth of lGl7. The diaries
contained some anti-Soviet remarks but the investi-
gatjng magistrate came to the conclusion that Brodsky
had discarded this "unhealthy adolescent mood", ani
that there was no case against him.

Thcre was on man in Leningrad who, for reasons
of his own, was evidently bent on Brodsky's destruc-
tion. This was a certain Lerner who until ig56 served
as an officer with the K. C. B. (political police) and
rvho, after dismissal from the f. C. n., became a
leading light in the so-called "peoplet squads',, offi-
cially sponsored vigilante groups 

-with fue task of
assisting police in combating crime, hooliganism, etc.It rvas this frustrated ex-police bully who ffnally
succeeded in running down Brodsky. Brodskyts

friends say that, within the last ,few years, the young
man had becorne an outstandingly abie translator ani
poet in tris own right, and thaf ire had been leading
a frugal and morally impeccable lile, devoting aii
his energies to his literary activities. The first r6und
shot by l-.erner was a scurrilous attack on tsrodslcy
in a local newspaper, Vecherng Leningrad, rvhich,
late in November 1963, described Brodsky as ;
cynical, loose-Iiving good-for-nothing, ascribed sorne
body else's poems to him, maliciouJly distorted lines
from his own poems and generaliy defamed his
character. Letters to the editor in nrodskyt defence
were ignored, but Lerner visited the employrers of
the writers of the letters and described- them as
"protectors of political criminal'. Lerner also suc-
cgde$ in enlisting the support of some local party
officials and of the secretary of the Leningrad biancir
of the Union of Soviet Writers, the Stalinist poet
Alexander Prokofyev. A closed meeting of the brinch
secretariat, from which Brodsky's friends were ex-
cluded, passed a resolution demanding that Brodsky
be brought to trial as "a parasite".

As a result of this rvitch-hunt, Brodskyt health
broke down, and in January lg64 he Lntered a
Ir{oscorv hospital. On his return to Leningrad, he was
arrested in the street on February 13 as "a parasite
lyirg to evade the course of justice", although (as
the authors of the petition say) he had nevei been
served lvith a summons. Despite protests by the local
prosecutor, Brodsky was kept in prison as a com-
rnon criminal. On February 18 he made his fust
appearance in court. On tr,{rrrch 13'the court passed a
sentence on Brodsky - characteristically not for any
political offences, but merely for alleged moral mis-
demeanour. It was after the verdict was pronounced
that Brodsky's friends took an unprecedented step:
they made public the text of their petition on his
behalf. In this document they point out to the
blatant perversion of justice and to a disturbing
revival of old police methods. What shocked the
signatories even more was that the press was allowed
to heap gross abuse on counsel of defence - "an un-
precedented fact in the history of our press (they
say); even in 1937-1938, counsel defending 'the
enemies of the people' were not abused in the press".
It remains to be seen whether this courageous step
by a group of Russian intellectuals will achieve its
purpose: the clearing of the name and the alleviation
of the fate of a young and gifted poet whose only
offence appears to have consisted in having aroused
the wrath of a frustrated ex-policeman.
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With Many Voices
ltloans round.rvith many voices, Come, 

"])t;rtj;,il'Tis not to<l late to seek a ne\,r'er ruoild.t'

Eleven years younger tharl rne, eleven tinres more
irnportant for the nation, and eleven hundr.ed tirnes
nrore beloved of the nation, Shri Nehr.u has suddeuly
departed frorn our rnidst and I remain alive to hear.
the sad news from Dellii.

-C. Rajagopalachari, Suaraiya, June O.

ftegistered No. 8-6354

-Teangsott,

Let not our Swarai legislators give the impression
tc ttre u'orld that ih"y -"t" not only keen o-n their
salaries and allowances, arnenities and privileges, but
that they are also keen on the performance of their
duties.

-Sri Prakasa, lnrlian Erpress, June 12.

Inflation is an illusion of glancleul and a guarantee
of catastrophe.

-Paulo Quartime Barbosa, Tilrre, June 5.

To create socialist consciorrsness among the people
lvas not an easy task. Thele was stifi opposition to
joint farming, state trading and the expansion of the
public sector.

-Nanda, at the Socialist Conrsention, June 12

You cannot adorn a

-Rajararn,

lady's neck u,ith an LIC policy.
\'1.P., Tinrcs of India, Juue 6.

In 1937 lr{ao tse tuug asked a

an egg change into a chicken
stonc clo that?"

qucstion, "Why can
and rvhy cannot a

-Swuraiya, June 13.

Communists kecp nroving in Laos. Thai say stop.
stop. Anrericans sav ol:ar', okiry, okal'. Don't trncler-
stand.

-A Bangkok taxi drirer qtroted in U.S. \cu's
arvl \l'orlcl Rcpotl, Jr.rue S.

In a tme clemocracy,
dictator claims to "love"
respect thenr.

love is not enough. Every
his people; only Iie does not

Inclian Erprcss, June 13.

[{ear'f inclustn' aucl lqlictrlturcr ill'e tlrt trvo ulreels
of the chariot of econouric development, if either of
tltenr fails, the chariot rvill ltc boggecl dou'n.

-Asoka \,lehta, Tinrcs of lndia, June 11.

Sounder econonric prioritics rrrc likcll' to gitin frtvour
and agriculture rvould reccive the attention due to
it in placc of an obsession u,ith heavy industry.

-IU. R. I\,Iasani, Tinrcs of ltulia, Junc 11.

The evidcncr-: u'as thrt tlrc htrsbar-rcl \\,ls strlt-
rnissive, shied arvay flour argurnents, and dicl not
assert l.rirnself sufficicntly'. No cloubt this cxaspcrirtecl
the rvife, but to siry that it arnountcd to crucltl' u'as
stretching the English language too far.

-Lord Jtrsticc Ilalurirn, (jorrrt of Appcal, U.K.
giving jtrrlgcnrent in ir clivorcc casc, Junc 11.

The c1'nicism of the voters counterbalances the
clernagogy' of the politicians.

-Janres Burnharn, National Reoiew, (USA).

lrh'. Nehnr's policy of non-alignmeut was a source
of guidancc for the Cuban revolutionaries.

-lr{artin tr4ora, Charge d'A$aires, Times of India,
lune 23.

In many rvays, until the end, Mr. Nehru remained
an unsoh'ed enigrna.

-N. J. N., Tirnes of Ind.in,lune 22.

\\rlry shoulcl I rcact to
rvisclorn.

-f,al llrrhaclur Sliastri,

it? I believe in collective

Tirnes of lnclia, June 24.

Sttricc Irv l{;rtrtan l)r's;ri at 127 \I;rh:rtrn;r (iarrrlhi I{oetl, I}orrrb:*'1.
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