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Sheikh Abdulla and

Kashmir Problem

V. B. Karnik

fT rvas the fond hope of many democratic and
I secular-minded Indians that, after his release from
jail and subsequent detention, Sheikh Abdulla would
suggest some concrete solution to the intricate and
vexed problem of Kashmir. It is with regret that one
is compelled to say after many months of waiting that
Sheikh Abdulla has not fulfilled that hope.

There were obviously many difficulties in the way
of Sheikli Saheb. Being long in jail, he had to get him-
self acquainted rvith the situation as it developed
after his arrest and with the new forces that had
emerged on the political scene in the State and also
in India and Pakistan. He had to take his bearings,
he had to study the pros and cons of various alterna-
tives and hc had to ffnd out, particularly, how far he
u'ould be able to carry rvith him those u'ho called
themselvcs his supporters and followers' This would
nirturally take sorne tirne; but that some tirne must
come to an end one day or the other. Sheikh Abdulla,
it appears, desires to continue it indeftnitely.

Since his release from detention and after his visits
to Kashrnir, Sheikh Abdulla has delivered many
speeches. In all those speeches he talked about the
Kashmir problem but, u'ith regarcl to its solution he
hirs alu'rrvs talkccl in vcn' \'tlgue aucl generirl tcrtns.
To sa1, tirat tlic yrroblcm',',,,tsi l,c soivc'cl, that Inclia
nrust ltonour hcr plerdges, tltat thc solution Intrst be
such as rvould satisfy all tlie tluee parties, natnclv,
Inclia, Pakistan ancl thc- people of Kashmir does not
tell anybody anything. It is only a repetition of a ferv
trite slogans, s'hich does not help the solution of the
problem. Not onlv in public meetir.rgs but even in
prir.ate conversations u'ith responsible persons Sheikh
,'\lx[ulla lrirs rrot sairl anvthing lr]orc. In acltlitior-r, he
Iras lrom tirnc- to tinrtr ntaclc nltny irritating statc-
nrents u'hic'lr hc cotrlcl havc easily avoitlet[.

Tl,is clclilrt'r'irtc rcfrrsltl to sav arrr.tlrinq concLctc or'
,'l,'firil,' :rrrrl l,' k,, rr llco;rlc qrrcssittq catr lro jrrstifir'rl
orrh orr thc srrpllositiorr that llrc Ciovt'rttrttt'rrt of ltrtliit
arrrl tlrev aloric liitvc tlrer rcsliottsilrilitv ol soli irrg tlre
Klr.;l rr;rir' Prul,l,'trt. Il is llr, r' u lt,, sltorrlrl '.r'rit'k ttrtt
solrrtions: if lrrrv ortc of tirt'rtt irltpeals to trte, I slrirll

support it; but to offer solutions is their business and
not mine. That appears to be the position that Sheikh
Abdulla has adopted.

Technically he may be right and the treatment that
rvas accorded to him since 1953 might justify that
attitude. But he must realise, as events should have
convinced him, that that is not the way of solving the
Kashmir problem. People have higher expectations
from him. They regard him not only as a leader of
Kashmir, but as an eminent Indian devoted to the
cause of democracy and secularism. They expect him
to do everything in his power to help the growth of
progressive and non-communal forces in the country.
In that capacity he has to shoulder some additional
responsibilities.

If the entire responsibility is left in the hands of
tlre Government of India, very Iikely notliing may
happen in the near future; the deadlock may continue
and the problem may become more intricate and in-
soluable. There must be some appreciation of the
difficult conditions in which the Government have to
operate. On one side, there is the intransigence of
Pirkistan and, on the other side, there is the pressure
of I{indu communalists and impatient nationalists.
The demand for the complete integration of Kashrnir
is becoming stronger and stronger and may in course
of time prove irresistible. The Government can rvith-
stancl this pressrlre and follow a more reasonable
course of action only if they get a positive response
from ir leader of thc eminence of Sheikh Abdulla u'ho
can speak in the name of the people of Kashmir.

Circurnstances lrave combined to make a pursuit
of the ideal solution of the problem anything but a
lrrrrrring aftc'r' a nriragr'. At tlrc ulolnernt no rrsc'frrl pur-

1.rosl' rlill be scrvccl llv nalrirtinr-1 tlre sorry talc antl
bv trving to apportion blarne. Facts mr.rst be accepted
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Freedom Flrst

as they are. A plebiscite is not possible, nor indepen-
dence, to be guaranteed by India and Pakistan, except
through war or violent revolution whose result, apart
from the destruction that either will inflict on the area,
can never be predicted in advance. Constituted as he
is, Sheikh Abdulla cannot have sympathy for either
of the two methods. Those methods being barred, a
solution will have to be found only within the frame-
work of the Indian Union. Sheikh Abdulla appears to
be aware of this fact. A Times of lndia news seryice
report of June 6, from Srinagar stated the following
about his position:

"Sheikh AMullah said here today that those who
claimed that he wanted Kashmir to be given to
Pakistan or wanted independence for Kashmir were
talking "sheer nonsense." All that he wanted was
a solution which would bring peace to Jammu and
Kashmir and also to India and Pakistan".

But is it not possible to be more speciftc and say in
conclete terms what solution would, according to him,
"bring peace to Jammu and Kashmir and also to India
and Pakistan"?

Sheikh Saheb should now stop talking in vague and
general terms. He should formulate his suggestions
for the solution of the problan in concrete terms. IIe
could in the ffrst place discuss them with his followers
in the State and win their approval. They could be
then discussed rvith his numerous friends in the
country. Modified in the light of those discussions they
coulcl be finally placed before the Government of India
for their consideration. The suggestions should be all
along flexible and not cut and dried; and the spirit on
both sides should be not one of take it or leave it but
of accommodation and of a desire to reach an agree-
ment. It is likely that, in spite of all efiorts, the sug-
gestions may not be acceptable to the Government.
In that case the deadlock may persist. But Sheikh
Abclulla s,ill have tlte satisfaction of having made un

honest attempt to find a solution. And on the basis of
that attempt he rvill have a clairn to the support and
sympathy of many in the country.

Sornetime back a suggestion u.as bruitecl that a

free and fair election in Kashmir might be accepted
as a substitute for a plebiscite. Sheikh Saheb, it is
reported, did not reject the suggestion. But, according
to an intervielv published in the journal of the Sarva-
Seva S:rugli, he addecl a qualification r,'rdrich rvoulcl
make the proposal unrrcceptable to nationalist opinion
in tlre c:orrntrv. Thc rlralification that he added u'as:
"llrrl if sonr('onc u'rtrts elt:ctiotrs to bc a substitute for
plclliscitc ol sclf-clctcnrrirration in tlre prcsctit citse,
such clectiotts ltavt-' to be strictly fnir artcl free, - so

lt.i l,r lrt: r-,'t:o'grris,'tl lts rttL rtltctttlitiit'to plt'lriscittt lrv
.rll tl,c 1taItit's c()rrcc'r'uecl. It is too obYiotrs to necd
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mention that such elections must inspire conffdence
of all concerned, and, therefore, they cannot be con-
ducted or presided over by one of the interested
parties to the exclusion of others. You cannot be a
judge in your own cause."

Neither the Government of India nor Indian public
opinion will accept this proposal. It is to be hoped
that Sheikh Saheb will not insist upon it.

It is not difficult to understand Sheikh Abdulla's
anxiety not to annoy or antagonise Pakistan. Kashmir
is adjacent to Pakistan and for its economic develop-
ment has to rely in many ways on that country. More-
over, Pakistan has staked a claim to Kashmir. It is,
therefore, essential to be very tactful in all that con-
cerns Pakistan. One can grant that, but at the same
time, it is necessary to emphasise that efforts tor esta-
blishing good relations with Pakistan should be made
only as a constihrent unit of the Indian Union. India
rvill welcome those efforts and will do everything that
may be possible to help them.

Free and fair elections will make a good beginning
to the solution of the Kashmir problern. The Govern-
ment of India will feel encouraged to adopt that course
if it will have an assurance from Sheikh Abdulla and
his colleagues that they will be treated as a substitute
for plebiscite and that immediately thereafter fruitful
talks will follow for determining the exact place that
Kashmir is to occupy in the Indian Union. Elections
will, of bourse, take place under the supervision of
the Election Commission. Ample precautions must be,
horvever, taken to see that they are free and fair and
any suggestions that Sheikh Abdulla may make in that
behalf should receive the immediate attention of the
Government.

The Kashmir problem has for the time being reached
a dead end. Sheikh Abdulla can rescue it from that
position and place it on the road to solution. But for
that purpose he will have to give up the non-commital
attitude that he has adopted so far and come forward
u'ith concrctc ancl positive suggestions. If he adopts
that course he s'ill receive full support from all non-
communal and progressive forces in the cottntry.

STRIKES IN INDIA
Bv V. B. KenNrx
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Indo-Soviet Plan Tie-fJp
M. R. Pai

fT is significant that the announcement of a move
I for "dovetailing" India's Five-Year Plans into Soviet
plans has been made while Parliament is in recess. No
democratic Parliament rvould tolerate such a move
which bargains away the freedom of a sovereign
nation.

This rnove is against our national interests.
In the first place, it violates a basic principle of

sound business: room to manoeuwe by having several
competing buyers and sellers. "Dovetailing' India's
plans in some sectors with Soviet plans means signing
arvay that precious business right.

It is dangerous on other grounds also for the Indian
economy to be tied up to the Soviet economy.

Soviet and Indian economies are constructed in
different ways. Soviet economy is a Command Eco-
nomy. Decisions are centralised. All their talk of
decentralisation pertains only to decentralisation of
cxecution, not of decisions. The decisions are taken
by a few, and ultimately by a handful bosses of the
Communist Party without any democratic reference
to the wishes and aspirations of the people. For in-
stancro, there is the well-known case of the lamp-
shades. It look the authorities years to realise that the
lampshade was thoroughly repugnant to the buying
public, and a decree of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union was necessary before the lampshacle rvas
changed!

Although, there has been some relaxation of the
grip of the central planners since the Libermann thesis
of 1962 attacked "cumbersome centralised planning"
ancl "pusillanimous regimentation of enterprises by
burearrcratic planners", basically the Soviet economy
i.^ in tlre straiglit-jackct of totalitarian lr{arxist clogma.
In shar'1; contrirst, Inclia has accepted a clemocratic
*'a1' of life. The economy should, thcrefore, produce
goocls and sen'iccs desired by the people. Econornic
clecisions ancl activities should be decentralised. The
central plan should be one of coordination, i.e. indi-
cative, and not of compulsion, i.e., command. To tie
up Indian planning to Soviet planning rvould be like
a marriage betu'een a bear and a peacock.

StLch clovcti.riling of plans u'oulcl irnport clistortions
into thc Inclian econom\'. The Soviet Union, bcing a

u'orlcl pou'er and notrvithstancling all professions of
p()ilce. hlrs l;asicalll' a \var cconollr\r. All restlttrces rtt'e
rlr.r'otcr'l to tlrc brrilcling rt1'l nncl maintenanee of a s'flr
rrucliiuc'. 'I'lrerefrtlc, thc cnrplrasis is ou lrcavt' iticlris-
tries al tlrc cost o[ agrictrltLrre arrd consurucr goods
irrrlrrstli,'s. .\ rrtalritqt: lrc'tu't't'n Tnclian irrtcl Silvitrt
t'con<lrnie's u'otrl<l leacl to krpsic[ecl grou'tlr oI lndirrrr
('(.{)noln\'. -l'lris 

lltoc't'..;s lrls alrcatlv stitltc<l u'itlr lrrlop-

tion of Soviet model of planning since Second Plan
in 1956. With "dovetailing', it would accelerate to the
point of irreparable damage to the Indian economy.

Hos' these distortions take place is illustrated by
rvhat is happening today. The Russian-aided Heavy
Engineering Corporation at Ranchi, with an invest-
ment of over Rs. lB5 crores by 1967, is a drag on the
economy. Soviet insistence is said to be responsible
for tJre appointment of an administratively and
technically unsuitable person, Mr. K. D. Malaviya, as
Chairman of this plant. Since the plant is running at
a loss, which is estimated to run into Rs. 30 crores
bracket in another 3 years, it is said that to keep it
going India should go in for a fifth Steel Plantl The
existing three Public Sector steel plants have not yet
been digested by the economy. Losses on these have
mounted to nearly Rs. 120 crores, and the Indian
Government has stated that these "adverse results are
a matter of great concern" to it.

On top of this, to please the Russians, the Bokaro
Plant rvork has been undertaken. Already Rs. 75 crores
have been spent in 1966-67, Rs. 57 crores in 1967-68,
and Rs. 110 crores have been earmarked in the
current budget. With an average 15 per cent price rise
oi.er ]arst four 1'ears, such massive expendifure is adding
fuel to the inflationary fire. How hard the Russians
could be in their deirlings is show'n by the fact that
despite previous loud assertions of not entrusting
"turnkey jobs" to foreigners, the Government gave the
short shrift to NI. N. Dastur & Co., a qualifted Indian
ffrm, rvhich could have designed the plant.

Distortions introduced by Soviet association with
our planniug projects are illustrated also by the Anti-
biotics Plant at Rishikesh ancl the National Instru-
nu-'nis Irlant at \laclras. lJoth are proclucing goods in
rltrantitivc irrrcl specifications unrclated to the Inclian
market.

Tlie danger of getting into the grip of Soviets in
econornic rnatters is iilustrirted by el'ents in Czecho-
slovakia.

Daria r\dams Schmidt, revisiting Prague after 18
vcars, reportecl as follou,s in London "Tirnes" of
.ltrne 6:

"Ec<lnornicalh', this has been a failurc of planncd
s<lc:ialist econonr\'. Tlrc nc*' gospcl in Prague is thirt
rt tr'pc of rlulltrt l.c'olorlrl shotrltlbe irttroclLrced......"

"-{rrotlrcr i sl)(,('i ol tl're r'<'olrorrrit-' ston' rt'as tlrat thc
( ,zt t itosior ili. r'<',,riorrr| i,lr(i lor :u i r.'itr'.s irc.'tt gr.t,Licri
-- rrritl rlisto:'iL'rl-- io suit tlrc nccds ol'thc Solit't LTrtiort
u'lriclr conlrl rLlr",,r'1, rtn rrtrlinritcil ltrrtrrtttrt cf 'r'lr,rost
rrrrr kirrtl t.,l ;1rro,-[s, lol ri lriclr it prritl tlte Czccirosl,ri irlis
irr lr,'rlrl, s tlrlr-r'lri.! 11of sPt'rtrl irr tlrr'\\'r'st ot'r.r'ett itt
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other communist-bloc countries; the Czechoslovaks
spread their productive efiort over a vast range of
low-grade goods. Increasingly, as the years went on,
Czechoslovak factories adjusted to low Soviet standards
and became incapable of competing in the West."

Economic dealings rvith Soviet Russia need to be
cautiously done if one is to go by past experience. For
communists, they are not commercial propositions, but
a handmaid in their ideological pursuits. Their ways
of business are queer, but none too queer to be of
advantage to the other party. Even a nation of traders
like the British is stumped by these new business
tactics. For instance, a British Machine Tool lvfanu-
facturer who recently got a Soviet order for g 1]4

million learnt that it needed more than business sense
to deal rvith this new customer. "Delay rvas not by
any means the only abrasive Russian tactics - Russians
also tend not to produce the contract terms until they
haMo forced an agreement on the overall contract
price. All too frequently the contract then proves to
contain commitments costing the supplier more than
he had bargained for." There was, in addition to all
this, even the political stunt of a "lvalk out" by Russian
team during price talkst

Soviets have a way of their orvn in business. For
propaganda pu{poses, they quote low rates or make
spectacular offers, and then go in for their pound of
flesh on the quiet. In Bhilai for instance, the "cheap"
plant was subsequently loadecl with unnecessary and
erpensive spare parts and components. The Committee
on Public Undertakings of Third Lok Sabha (30th
Report) r-as constrained to observe: "The excessive
over-stocking of stores and spares in Bhilai is a rnatter
of serious concern." The case of the locomotives is too
well known to need rq>etition.

The spectacular order of Rs. 100 crores worth of
railway wagons is now proving a headache both to
the industry and the Indian Government. After the
propaganda sugar coating comes the bitter pill of
"teclrnical requirerncrnts" u'hich s'ill clrivc the rnrrrtr-r-

facturers nuts and rvipc out their profits. So far as the
Government is concernecl , as t quid pro quo, Russia
is trying to force doq'n its throat TU 134 planes for
the Inclian Airlines Corpor:rtion. A teclinical com-
rnittee has ruled out TUC 134 as uneconomic as other
suitable models are available elsewhere. But so great
is Soviet pressrlre, tl.re Government has obligingly
appointccl auotlicr conrn.rittcc to rcconsidcr the issue.
Tlierc can lr,' no cloul>t a ]rost of committccs u'ill bc
appointccl till it dr:cision favouring TU 134 mockrl is
takr.rr. hr tlrc'rrltcrn:rtivo likr.thc Nor.osti clcal. tlrc
Co,. i'rrrrrr<'r j- l'i]l < rrrrfl rrrrt tlrc c.orrntrv u.itlr lt /ci1
rtccotttltii. .soruc' liiiLtc i-rirtlirrrl (-lrr'lr,rrrrtiorr rrllicial
signinq a bartcr cllal for TU 13.1!

I;r il',. li.-l,i i;l ii,:lill Illrii" r,;iiir:,;trr i,! lill,r Sr'...i,'r

',1,,', 
'' l,,,, 1 rrrilirri". j)r'. l). Il, CrLtiqil. I)r'Prrtr-Clrrir.rnirn
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of the Planning Comrnission, has "clariffed' that dove-
tailing merely means ascertaining Russian orders for
Indian goods over a period of years. If it is as simple as
that, the Planning Commission is not the proper agency
for negotiations but the State Trading Corporation,
or the Commerce and Industry ministries.

If we rvant to do business with Russia - and, we
must, whenever it is to our national advantage - let
it be done on commercial lines without any ideological
hanky-panky or sentimental ballyhoo. In the mean-
time, it is necessary to appreciate Soviet business as
also political tactics.

The latest tactics of Soviet Russia are not to have
in countries like India communist governments for
fear of 'tevisionism" into Chinese camp and for fear
of provoking hostility among large sections of anti-
communist, democratic people. They would rather
have sympathetic governments, whose true nafure of
servility to Russian bosses will not be easily under-
standtrble to bulk of tlieir populace. Such governments
led by stooge Prime Nlinisters can be made to toe the
line by manipulating the economic decisions. That
is why "dove.tailing" is the latest idea proposed, just
as information manipulation is sought to be done
through the Novosti deal which was furtively arranged.

The late Jawaharlal Nehru tried his best to in-
troduce Communisrn in India on instalment plan; he
failed; let the public of this country, "o*-itt"d to
the democratic rvay, not allow his daughter to drag
India into the position of an economic satellite of
Communist Russia through "dovetailing" of plans.
Economic colonialism is as bacl as political colonialisrn.

MOSCOW'S HAND IN INDTA
Peter Sager

An LPH Publication-

A penetrating str-rdy. and assessment of Soviet
Propaganda in India. In his book, Sager has
revealed the magnitude, motive and meaning of
this propaganda. 272 pages, with 48 pages Artillustrations

Paperback: Rs. 10.00
Clolhbouncl : Rs. 15.00
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France In Tur moil
S. Narasimhan

fT was not an ordinary storm but a terriftc tornado
r that srvept over France in the month of May. No
ordinary person could have withstood it; but the
strong man of the country, General De Gaulle not
only withstood it but has emerged triumphant out of
the ordeal. His triumph is proclaimed by the result
of the first round of elections which took p.lace on
June 23. In that round his party won 148 seats out of
160 for lvhich deputies were declared elected out-
right. For the rest of the seats the second election will
take place on June 3O and, if the voting trend that
rvas exhibited on June 23 is any indication, the Gaullist
party is sure to win a large number of them. It will
return to the National Assembly with increased
strength.

Faced rvith a choice between stability and disorder
and chaos, represented by the Gaullist party as a
choice between General De Gaulle and totalitarian
Communism, French people made their choice in
favour of stability and General De Gaulle. That is the
manner in which the issue of the day was presented
to them and, alarmed by the disorders and distur-
bances that plagued the country for over a month,
they did not wait to find rvhy and wherefbre they
happened but rushed headlong towards De Gaulle
rvho, they hoped, rvould not allow them to recur.

It rvas a nightmarish experience that the people of
France had to pass through in the month of May.
It all began rvith a students' strike arrd their protest
demonstrations. The students were dissatisfied with
the course of their studies, with methods of teaching
and with the administration of educational institu-
tions, more particularly the University of Sorbonne.
Sorbonne is a venerable French institution with a long
historv ancl traclition which has changed the least in
spite of rill changcs that liave taken plirce all over thc
u'orlcl clrrring the last fifty years. Stuclents liad pro-
tested fililDy 11 time against antiquated courses and
rnethods of examination and teaching, but all their
protcsts hacl fallcn on deaf ears. In the middle of
It4ay their protest sudclenly assumed an unusually
militant form. They not only refused to attend classes,
but tlrcy turncd out tcachers and other functionaries
and took possession of lecture rooms, laboratories,
lilrrarir:s and adrninistrative buildings. They began to
march up and clou'n the boulevards of Paris u4iich
brotrqht thcnr ir.r confict rvith the policc. The police.
it appcals, usecl cxccssivc folccr in brcakirrg up sttrderrt
ril!r'iiii!|5 l,t,.l,l.ill(,lriIiiiti()rr.i. fli.teitItt,t i]r,.tc rit,t..
pitcht'd lrirttL's betrvt,r'n tlte strrrlcnts ancl tltc policc
and tlrcrt' rvcrt' lrilr'ric.rrclcs in thc strt:cts. rnrrr'<' partic'u-
I;rllv irr ilrt, l,itlin (]rrirrr't'r'. 1-he plotcst soorr ttrrrrcti

into a revolt and it did not remain restricted to studentr
or to Paris.

The revolt spread to workers to whom the students
had issued a call to join them in their attempt to
overthrow the established order. Workers all over the
country went on strike. In a day or two there was a
general strike, bringing all production and services to
a dead stop. The strikers, who included all kinds of
workers from production workers to railwaymen, post-
men, teachers and employees of the Radio and Air
services, numbered over ninety lakhs. Apart from
stopping work, the strikers in many cases took posses-
sion of their places of work.

The striking workers had, however, a limited and
rvell-defined objective. They were not actuated, like
the students, by a desire to bring about a revolution.
What they demanded were an increase in their
emoluments, an improvement in their service condi-
tions, and some voice in the management of their
respective concerns. In view of these limited objectives,
it rvas possible to have talks rvith them tluough their
organisations and secure some settlement as the
Government tried to do in the next few days.

The revolt of the students and the countryrvide
strikes of rvorkers came as a big shock to the Govern-
ment. It was as if there rvas a sudden earthquake and
the whole social stmcture had collapsed. General De
Gaulle was away on a visit to Rurnania and the Prime
Minister, Mr. Georges Pompidou rvas in Afganistan.
Both rushed back to Paris as soon as the news of the
sudden outburst reached them. What De Gaulle sarv
aftel his retnrn was, as described by Time: "Reviled
by France's students and rejected by its workers, De
Gaulle sarv his government crumbling beneath him,
l'aris hostilc irnrl readv to r--.rploclc, ancl opposition
pclliticiiurs cklsing ranks to cut him clou'n." The Prirne
Nlinistcr tlied to secure a scttleurent of the strikes
through talks rvith the leaders of workers' organisa-
tions, tl.re C.G.T. ancl F.O. Some concessior.rs in wages
ancl othel rnatters rvere offered. Thev satisff.ed the
leaders and an agreement u'as evolved. Workers, how-
cvcr. rcjectccl thc lgrccrncnt ancl lcfusecl to call off
the strikes. The stuclents itlso rveLe not paciffcd tlrough
an inc1uir1, into lrolice excc'ssc's tt'as prornisetl irncl

assrrrilnccs rvcrt- Sivcn tlrat tlicir <lther glievanccs rvoulcl
Ire Iookcr.l ir-rlo rrrrtl rcnrovctl. Orr \'lart 9'1, Gent'rrtl
I)r, {lrrrrllc c'orrc'ctlt'd irr arr rtrldlcss to tlrr nittiott tlritt
i'tlt:,t, ti.t' (rt' il,, ,.l;. ,,i i,.,,.,1-r.,i.r". llr'lrrrrrrtirttl
rr'lor nrs lrlllr to n'ollills ltnrl strrrlcnls attd :itrtrr't'tttc'ccl
lris dr'cision ol'lrolding a r','fr-tcnrlttttt in Jrrtrc to
lt:ilii.lriit llrrirlr.'r;lrittiotL t,tt t],.'lr'Ir)lltl.s. Iii'iillllt'itit'tl
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to them to call off their strikes and end the danger to
the country. There was no response to the appeal.

At that monrent France appearecl to be on the verge
of a collapse. As Time described it: "With the non
frorn the lvorkers, the faltering Gaullist government
Iost all rnornentnm. Plainly confused ancl dispirited,
Ministers trekked in and out of the Elysee; De Gaulle
and Pornpidou seerned to be at the mercy of events
that they could no longer control. The opposition
parties made an open bid for power. They gave a call
for the establishment of a provisional government and
the election of a President to replace De Gaulle. There
rvere massive demonstrations in streets, of workers
and students, in Paris and other cities and there were
shouts of "Aclieu, De Gaulle; adiett, De Gaulle."

All these developments rvould have unnerved any
other person; and for some time De Gaulle himself
was unnerved, He rvas for a little while unsure about
lris course of action. It appeared for a day or trvo that
he was thinking of quitting. But talks with the leaders
of the Army convinced him of their support and he
decided to fight. In a broadcast to the nation on May
30 he declarecl: "I shall not withdraw. I have a nan-
date from the people. I shall fulffll it." He warned
the people that France was threatened by dictator-
slrip and appealed to them to stand by the Republic.
He assured: "Progress, independence and peace lvill
prevail along with liberty." He then announced his
clecision to dissolve the National Assembly and to holcl
fresh elections on June 23 and 30. The referendon-t
tlrat was contemplatecl earlier u'as postponed'

lvith De Gaulle's determination to ffght the ticle
ttrrned. The common man who had treen stunnecl by
tlre clevelopments rncl terrorised into passivity rvoke
trp to his responsibilitv in the situation. He began to
express lris abhorence of violence and disturllances
ancl his demand for peace ancl stabilitv. N'lany pro-
De Gaulle clernonstrations took place, the most im-
pressive rvas the one which took place in Paris. About
a mjllion Parisiens are reported to have taken part in
it. Slorvly a nlovement back to rvork begiln. In abotrt
rr fortnight all strikes \\'ere ('irlled off; rvorkt't's vircitttl<l

tlre ftrctories ar.rcl nornral rt'ork u'as resrtulc(I. In
sorne places tltere u'ere cli{ficrrlties and the police htrcl

to use force. In a ferv clays the ardour of the stuclents
also cooled dou'n. Thev vac'ted the Colleges atrcl tht-'

University that tltey lrad occupied. In the case of
students also there \\'ere some clashes and force hacl

to bc usccl to compel tlrem to vacatc sonle of thc
pltrces tlrrrt they hacl occtrpiecl. On the r.vlrole, horv-

cver, thc. teturtt to nolnttrlit)'\\;its fair'lv cltrick antl
u'ithorrt too mitnv incidcnts oncc tlre pl'occss in tliilt
direction bcgan rvitli tlre Covet'tlnrertrt's determinatiol.r
ttl cnrslt tlre lcvolt rtttl to etrfolcc lllu'ltrttl orclcr.'I'lrc
t,rrrurtrv sorlrr st.tlletl <loutt to rtorttull lil',' tLrrtl slritcrl

ltlrtierrtlv atttl ltrtriottslv l'ol' tlrt' r't'srllt olrtlltr t'lcc'tiotr.
But s'll' antl ltrrs' clicl tlris orttlrtrrst lake plrrc:e. lrn

rirrtlrtt'st t'rltlosir','r'!)/rllirll to slrltltll llrt'r'trlii''' r;r'r'iltl
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stlucture? The country was enioying an era of pros-
perity; its trade and industry had developed, it had
acctrmulated a huge reserve of gold and it enjoyed
high prestige in the world. For ten years General De
Gaulle had ruled keeping order, maintaining a strong
currency and all the rvhile striving for a position of
leadership among the nations of the world. It appears
now that this was only one side of the picture. The
other side was pictured as follows by the U.S. Neos
und World ReTtott a few days after the outburst: "One
overriding point seemed clear; Under the veneer of
stability that General De Gaulle had built since 1958,
France remains basically weak economically and
politically. In many rvays the country lags compared
with its European neighbours. Economically, France
seems a nation slipping backward. The franc is falter-
ing. The balance of trade has turned unfavourable.
Inefficiency plagues all levels of industry. Govern-
ment intervention and bureaucracy throttle business,
education and agriculture. Politically, tha Gaullists
lack a rnajority in the National Assembly and must
rtrle rvith the help of other parties. Already there have
been defections from De Gaulle's party."

Other weak points highlighted by the joumal are:
"Frenchmen began to get the impression they were
again being smothered by an authoritarian style of
government. During the crisis, Frerrchmen protested
bitterly against the "soulless technocrats", tl.re Govern-
rnent bureacracy. The technocrats were the experts
rvho were supposed to lead France into a new era.
Nou, thev rvere being blamed for France's failure to
puslr ahead. . . . . . Unemployment now is the highest
since the clavs of the depression. Half a million men
are looking for u,ork, exclusive of youths seeking their
fir'st jobs. Workers blame the Government for tolerat-
ing this unemployment in an effort to hold dorvn in-
flirtion rvhile at the same tirne pushing automation ancl
modernization......An estimated 4 million French-
men who hold jobs still earn less than $ 120 a month.
C)nly Italian workers among those of all Comrnon
\{arket nations earn less than the 8l cents an lrour
tltc' avtrrage Flenchr.nlrrr nrirkes. At the sirnre tirne,
price"^ are rising faster in France than in env othc.r
(lommon ltlarket cotrntry, largely as a rcsult of French
bureaucracy and inefficiency. Workers ancl others in
limuce are resentful over high taxes for social secu-
ritv......An agricultural crisis actually has simmered
fol years u'hile the Governrnent sought to mechanise
farms. ]Vlodemizirti<ln has incrcasecl plodr.rction autl
forc'ed dorvn plices. llut it is the big farmers 'rvho have
prosperecl. T'he srr.rnll ones are being forcecl orrt.....
Irauce lras 6ff),000 trniversitv studernts. rnorc tltan au\"
otlrcr c'ountrv in Errrope ancl fir'e tin-rcrs its nrAn\: As

irrst 20 \'('iu s au(). Livirrq an<l stuclv conditions lrc
lrlrplllirrq lrr ..\rrrt'r'illrrr st:rrtrllrltls. (llirst--r'oorrrs r.ll'('t{)(l
clr,rlclt'tl lol n)allv strr<lcrts ('\'('n to rrttc'nrl. Tlrc
Solbonnc lras 30.0iX) strrrlcrnts. Its lilrlrrlv scnts .'100,
'l'lrctc lttt' lL",r r('Ll' ir.Ii()uirl lrL.iliti,'s. .\rrti llrr' t|tr
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tralized education system, dating back to Napoleon,
seems to many to be unsuited to preparing students
for rnoclern life.. . . . Probably the biggest failure of
all, as far as the average Frenchmen is concerned, has

been General De Gaulle's housing programme"' The
strikes of lvorkers rvere to a large extent spontaneous'
Communists and their C.G.T. arrived on the scene

after the stlikes had already taken place and even when
they came their efforts were directed towards bring-
ing about a settlement rather than accentuating th_e

conficts, Workers paicl little heed to the leaders which
became clear rvhen they rejected the settlement that
the leaders had arrived at with the Prime lr{inister
and continued the strikes. The demands of the
workers roughly lvere increased wages, forty hour
week rvitho.,l loss in vt'ages, better social security and
severance pay and improvernent in conditions of work.
A demand was also made for a voice in management.
The terms that rvere ofiered for the withdrawal of
strikes were an increase in minimum wage from 45
to 60 cents per hottr, a ten per cent increase in basic
pay, rcdLrction of weekly hours of rvork to forty with-
o.,i lnrr of pay, Iarger family allowances and pensions,

a lower retirement age and a bigger voice in manage-
ment. These concessions rvill have to be made to

workers in spite of the fact that they did not call oft
the strikes immediately. This rvill naturally impose a

big burden on the ec'onomy of the country.
-Students who sparked the outburst did not have

any such speciffc demands. Theirs was a general revolt
against existing conditions and the prevailing social

oicler'. It began because they were not allowed to hold
the mectingi that they u,anted to hold. It spread and

became violent becattse in trying to strppress it the
police cornrlittecl a ntttnlter of excesses and entered
ihe Sorbonne area rvhich tlrey had never done for
hundreds of yeitrs. No doubt, conditions in the univer-
sities were very unsatisfactory and a large number of
students were'faced with the prospect of unemploy-
n.rent. But their opposition was more fundamental'
Reporting their revolt, the Paris correspondent of
\\rccltcrrri Rauictu stirtc'cl tlrilt, irccortlillq to tlrenr, "tlrc

rrr.river.^itv is no ntore than a to<ll to motllcl ne\\' mAna-

gers rvhich capitalism t'equires to contitrue the oppres-

sion of the working c'lasses." What they wanted was,

stated the cot'rcspouclt:trt, "a pertlranetrt conft'outation.
albeit intellectuil, betrveen existing institution ancl

srrccessivc yotlnget' generations. They purposely re-

frain from stating their der.nands in concrete fonrrs, iu

the bclief tlrat u'hat is needecl is r.rot tlre replacement
of oltl instittrtions ancl prirlciples bv tleu' oncs. llrtt a

pornriu)ent tlwill'(rness of thc' ftttilitl' of dogmatisrn."
TIri, lrclocs of thc sttttlctlts l'cre not \lu'x or I-,ctliu

ol Stlrlin. 'l'lrt'r' 'rvt'tt' tlit'(lht'(]ltvet'a nrl<l \{lro ilnrl

llt'girrirltl l)t'lrrltr'. llrt' sttrtleltts lrt'lorygt'<.1 trt rat'iotts

1.,,,iiti.,,1 liritlrs ancl pelstriltitltts, thc clorrtitic'tit tlentl,
1,,,.r',.ri r'. \\,t\ llrrtl ,,l lrttltttltisttt, f)rrlirrq tlrt"l'trs llrrrl

Freedom First

they u'ere in possession of the Sorbonne University, it
bec-ame a city state. They created there, according to
Time, a "unique communal society" where there tvas a
"combination of revolutionary ardour and disorder".
Describing it, a University of Paris professor said: "It
rvas a once-in-life-time thing. There lvas a purity about
it, a spontaneity that I don't think I'll live to see again.
Things just happenecl. Nobody was in charge. It rvas
a headless revolution, but there was plenty of soul. It
has been something I'll tell my children and grand-
children about." However, it did not last long. Along
rvith the strikes of workers, the students' revolt also
subsided after a month or so after leaving for the
posterity a saga of noble impulses and heroic deeds.
No established political party, including the Com-
munist Palty, pliryed any important role in these
developrnents. The opposition parties were as much
staggered by them as the ruling parties. Later, General
De Gaulle put the blame for the outburst on the Com-
munist Party. But really speaking, it had no hand, in
the beginning, either in the students' revolt or in the
rvorkels' strikes. At a later stage it tried to influence
rvorkers'strikes, but over the students' revolt it had
no influence at all. After the upsruge had subsided, the
leader of the Communist Party Waldeck Rochet
boasted that "Communists had barred the road to
bloody adventure." "!Ve are not adventurers", he
claimed. This was borne out Iater when the Commun-
ist Party tried to project itself as a patriotic party of
moderation.

It rvas essentially as an election strategy that Generll
De Gaulle presented to the French people a choice
betrveen himself and "totalitarian Cornmunism". Corn-
mrrnism had little to clo rvith the events of it4ay. The
forces responsible for them rvere different and, unless
they are tackled, France r,vill not get the peace and
stability that Generacl De Gaulle has promised her.
The Genelal has plomisecl reforms rvhich, he hopes,
rvill be able to contain those forces. It is not possible
to foretell at the rnoment if that hope rvill be ftrlftlled,
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I n dia's l{ew Loolc At South-Bast Asia
"Atreya"

II/ITH the end of the Budget session of the Parlia-
YV ment, Mrs. Indira Gandhi undertook an official

visit in the third week of May that included four
important Sout}-East Asian countries. Mrs. Gandhi
left India on the l8th of May and arrived in Singa-
pore on the l9th of May in the ffrst lap of her visit.
In Singapore and its Prime Minister Mr. Lee Kuan
Yew, Mrs. Gandhi met a highly independent country
and Prime Minister who knew what they wanted and
who seemed to have a clear sense of direction. Ir{r.
Lee Kuan Yew was very much interested in having
India's support, especially in the context of British
withdrawal from its defence commitments in South-
east Asia. But with a huge Chinese population and him-
self a Chinese, the Prime Minister of Singapore rvould
not buy any arrangement which meant direct opposi-
tion to Communist China. After breaking arvay from
Malaysia, Mr. Lee has permitted the Bank of China
to operate in Singapore and the Peking regime to
open a chain of department stores. At the same time
the Singapore Prime Minister has improved his rela-
tions considerably with the United States. While
initially opposing American involvement in Viet Nam,
the Singapore Prime Minister norv wants the U.S. to
stay on in Viet Nam with restraint, resolution and
determination.

lvlrs. Gandhi's visit to Singapore is within the con-
text of these factors. As far as Singapore was con-
cerned, conditions were very favourable for India and
Singapore to enter into a meaningful bilateral rela-
tionship, a favoured theme with India's Prime lUinister
in the light of her father's and her opposition to any
collective security arrangements. The Singapore Prime
Nzlinister, horvever, placed as he was in a much more
volatile situation than Inclia, sce'uecl to be lcss inhibit-
ed about security tluough collective or ntilitarl' alliancc
rneasures. Both lrlr. Lee and NIrs. Gandhi seerned to
agree to the need for expancling the present base of
thc Associirtion of South-East Asian Nations ( ASEAN )

corxisting of Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand, Philippines
nnd Singapore.

r\ftcr ir tu'o-day stay in Singaporc-, NIrs. Gandhi flerv
clos'n to Australia where she receivecl a very affc:c-

tionate rvelcorne, official ancl uou-o{Ecial. Ilcfreshinglv
enougli ltlrs. Gandlii :rvoidcd platitudc:s in all ltcrr

spccclrcs cxce'pting for att occasion in Austlalia u'lrt'n
slrc srricl that ''r','ar catrnot solvc an1' proltlcrn rrltcl tlrc
rtrtiorrs oI tlrc uorlcl r,rrtst tlrcrt'Itlt'r' leltltt to livt' lirrrI
lct livc in tlrt: trrrr-' sltirit ol pcrrccltrl c'o-cxistcttct'." Slrc
cleliqhtccl thc Arrstralians s'ith hanclsorne allprcc'iati<lr.t
,rl' .\rrs[;-rLlil's lrllp tlrlr-irrl Irrrlir's tliti'.ill 'l ''.: "l l]"'
dlorr glr I rtncl frtrtriuc cottclitioris. Tlrir .\rrstralirttt I't'i r rlt:

s

Minister offered the fullest cooperation of his country
with lndia in any reasonable and workable steps that
would ensure peace in South-East Asia and prosperity
in the region.

Mrs. Gandhi was closely questioned by press
correspondents in all these countries on her attitude
to the consequences of British withdrawal from the
South-East Asian region and what role India envisaged
for herself as an alternative power when Britain with-
drew. Here Mrs. Gandhi was very very cautious and
rvent out of the way to avoid giving any impression
that India was trying to extend its sphere of influence
into South-East Asia after British left. She was how-
ever not satisfying her questioners when she answered
that she did not believe in the theory that if Viet Nam
fell, communists would overrun the rest of South-East
Asia. She believed South-East Asia could hold its own
through 'internal strength and economic develop-
ment'. There did not seem to be any dilution of her
naivety on this matter at all. She, however, conceded
that after the British withdrawal if a small power such
as lvlalaysia asked for help from India (a question
rvhich she described as hypothetical), it would depend
on thc sense in u'hich help was asked for and on India's
capacity to give it.

"The best safeguard for the independence and stabi-
lity of the South-East Asian region was nationalism-
not the chauvinistic type but the true spirit of patriot-
ism and the establishment of popular governments,"
asserted N{rs. Girnclhi, considerably oversimplifying
the complex developments in South-East Asia during
the past two decades. Notwithstanding such highly
superficial observations, the Prime N4inister made a
ver-v good impression in Australia,

Flonr ,\ustrirlia, \lrs. Gancllii s'cnt to Nerv Zealancl
u'hich hacl al*'ays very close ties rvith India. Itlrs,
Clirndhi did not liave to spell out any policy state-
ments in Nerv Zealand rvhere she received a very
a{Iectionate u'elcor.ne.

After Nerv Zealand, N'h's. Gandhi arrived in Nlalaysia
on the last lap of her South-East Asian visit.

In i\Illi.r1.sia too, Ir{rs. Gandhi did not have to be
clcfensive ancl explaining her policies. The depth and
rciilitl' of shalcrl experiences lrctrvecn India and
\lula1'sia u'cre too significrrnt to be explainecl tlrrouglt
irrr',' lrlirtitrrclcs. .\s in tlte cirse of Ne'"t' Zealand,
\lalavsir \(.'ils ()n(' c'o'.ull.rt u'lrele tlrt' Plinrc \[inistr-'r
r',-rrs srrlri,'<'tcrl to tlrc sittt't't'ctics of tt'ttt' fricnrlslritr [or'

lrr<lia. Iiec'i;rlocatitt( lrcrscl[, slrc ol[clctl tcclrrtictrl iincl
otlrer assistance to Nlalavsia.-l'1,,' Ir. i!;,,1 1li1r'l,r1q1:rls 1rr;rtcrl irr Srtrrilt-]rttsi \si:t

| (irr;tiirlrtr't1 t)tt l)ttlt' I() \



President Ayub And Palcistan
V. B. Karnik

fN India there are a number of misconceptions about
I th" life ancl work of lvlohammacl AyuL Khan, the
President of Pakistan. They are natural to some extent
in view of the relations between the two countries. It
is to be hoped, horvever, that the publication of his
autobiographyo will help the removal of some at least
of those misconceptions and lead to a better trnder-
standing of the role that he is playing in the affairs
of Pakistan.

It is still rvidely believed in India that Ayub Khan
is the military dictator of Pakistan. People remember
the events of 1958 when he emerged as the military
dictator. The advance made since then has not so far
made much of an impact on the Indian mind. The
fact, however, is that Ayub Khan was elected the
President of Pakistan in 1960 and that he rvas re-
elected to the same position again in 1965. On the
latter occasion there \r'as a stifi contest for President-
.ship betrveen Ayub Khan and Fatima Jinnah, the
sister of the late Quaid-e-Azam, Mohammad AIi
Jinnah. In the contest Ayub Khan secured 63.31 per
cent of votes against 36.36 per cent secured by Fatirna

Jinnah. There would have been no election and no
contest if Almb Khan were the military dictator he is
supposed to be. It is agreed on all hands that the
election was free and fair and that the other contest-
ing candidate, Fatima Jinnah, had a full and fair
opportunity to place her point of vierv before the
people.

Another misconception is about the type of regime
that exists in Pakistan, It is true that Pakistan has
discarded parliamentary democracy, but she has not
adopted a dictatorial system of government. She has
decidecl to develop rvhat she calls a system of basic
democracy in rvliich thc people at large elcct througlr
aclult frarrchise local councils for small contpact areas
ancl thc councils in their ttrrn elect thc National
Assembly' ancl the President. Pakistan has 80,000 of
such basic democracies and they are in course of tirne
io be entrusted rvith full respor.rsibilities of local ad-
ministration. Whtrtever one's view about these organi-
sations, they cannot be regarded as organs of dictator-
ship.

Presiclcnt Avrrb Khan playecl the n-rost prominent
part in the cvoltrtion of tliis ne$' svstern o[ govem-
nrent. FIc characteriscs it as "ri blending of clernocrncy
rvith clisciplinc - thc t*'o prerccluisites to nruniug
rr frcc: s<lc:itrtr. n'ith stable qrlvr,'rrtrnent ancl sorrrrd arl-
rrriuistlatiorr. l lre lcusolls u irtr'lr persttaricrl lrirri tr-r

o l:i'l'i rirlr \rrt .lIrr.'1t lr. ..\ I'olitit,.il .\rrlrrlri,rqlrtIlrr
,\1rrb KIrlu, Oxfortl Liniversity Plcss, lls. 50.

abandon parliamentary democracy are described by
him as follows: 'How can you run a parliamentary
democracy rvhen you have big landlords in the country
who can influence thousands of votes? How can you
run a parliamentary democracy lvhen you have pirs
and faqirs who can influence the people indirectly?
Horv can you have parliamentary democracy or
stability rvhen you have ten or fifteen or more political
parties in the country without any programme what-
soever? Horv can you have parliamentary democracy
when you have not even reached the level of universal
primary education?" There is some truth in these
questions of President Ayub Kha.; but it cannot be
forgotten at the same time tlat, inspite of all the
handicaps mentioned by him, India has got along fairly
rvell lvith parliamentary democracy during the last
trventy years.

Another very widely prevalent misconception in the
country is that Pakistan is a theocratic State. No doubt,
the leader of Pakistan describd tl-reir state as Islamic
State and Islam is the religion of the State, but it is
not an Islamic State of the concept of Ulemas and
trIaul.aais, the religious leaders of the people. The
latter had been all along opposed to Jinnah, whom
tlrey regarded as Kafir, a non-believer. When Pakistan
rvas established and she began to develop as a modern
democratic state, most Ulemas regarded Pakistan as
"an un-Islanric country, an un-Islamic Governrnent
and an un-Islar-nic people". They desired that they
should be entrusted with the task of drarving up the
constitution and governing the country. There rvas
thus a tussle between them and educated lvluslims who
clesired their country to develop along modern lines.
President Ayub Khan represents that modern trend
irr Pakistau. Lllcmas ancl other religious obscurantists
opp<,rsecl lrinr, but so far at leitst he has succccdccl in
clc,kratir.rg their opposition.

On the issuc'of relations rvith Inclia, hos'ever, Avttb
Kharis thinking is as unrealistic ancl distorted as of
an1' othcr Pakistirni. The follorving from tite chapter
on foreign policy will give an idea of his basic thought
on the issue: "But the cause of our nrajor problerns
is India's inability to rcconcile herself to our cxistcnce
rrs a soverciqn, inclepr.rndcnt State. Thc Inclian irttitrrclc
can be e.xplained onlv in pathological tcrms. Thc
Irrdian learlcr.s lrar,'c it clccp hatrecl for the \{trsliurs,
arrcl siticr: tlrcrv mrrst clisclriirrr anrl tlcnf it itll tlrc tirrrc.
tirt:r' ilrc tli<' r'ic'tirns of r:rlntinrr:rl tt'ttsiotls. fil'61rr1 thrr
i)( .-,'rtiilrg. r:riir:t \\.rs (i('i( i ilitll('ri to lrl;rK, titttrtl.; tltttr-
c ult ftrr trs. 'l-lrc colossrLl plol;lcrn oi re iLrgcc ;elr,ii;iliirr-
ti0rr $'lls <r|r'ttccl llr- lrrclia to c'r'illirlr' olii' {i'{)iloirl','.
'.i'liis u rrs ircconlprinictl lr1' clcrtr irrq tis ()tli sirat'c oi

\ [ol urr: trttrr, l



Freedom Flrst

the assets of undivided India and the threat of diver-
sion and stoppage of river waters flotving into our
territory. Contrary to all agreements and principles,
India forcibly occupied a major part of tha State of
Jammu and Kashmir and concentrated her forces
there, thus posing a constant threat to our security.
At the back of it all was India's ambition to absorb
Pakistan or turn her into a satellite." At another place
he has written: "India's aim is to expand, dominate
and spread her influence. In this she considers
Pakistan her enemy number one." This is no doubt,
a false and lfghly distorted picture of India's inten-
tions and policies. But the tragedy is that it is believed
to be true by even an enlightened person like President
Ayub Khan. An equally false and distorted picture of
Pakistan's designs and intentions obtains ln India.
That gives an idea of the tremendous psychological
barrier that has to be crossed before any fruitful
attempt can be made for improving relations between
the two countries.

In the earlier chapters Ayub Khan has given a short
account of his family background, his education, his
service in the military, his opting for Pakistan, the
rness that the politicians made and the Revolution in
1958 when he was called upon to play the dominent
role as the Chief Marshal Law Administrator. Soon
the Governor General, Sir Iskandar lvlirza who imposed
the martial larv disappeared from the scene and Ayub
Khan became the sole and supreme authority in the
country. Ayub Khan introduced many reforms. In
introducing the rcforms as rvell as in clearing the mess
that the politicians had made he avoided the use of
force and terror. The observations that he has made
on the course of action that he adopted deserve to be
noted. He has stated: "Harsh and violent methods of
dealing with individuals only establish harsh and
violent precedents and lead to an unending political
vendetta. My target was problems and not individuals.
Whenever terrorism, particularly political terrorisrn,
starts in a country )/ou can never eradicate it from the
bones of tlrc people. It stirvs there. Oncc this pheno-
rlenon appcars, it rubs oll the thin veneer of civilisa-
tion and provicles an outlet for man's rnost primitive
and animal instincts. Political victimization leaves a
lasting scar. Tlie revolution could eirsill' have turnccl
into a blincl alley rvhere there would be no going for-
rvard and no return. My ambition was not to provc
to tlic s'orlcl how rvell I could mn the shorv: rny
anxiety rvas to establish conclitions and set up institu-
tions to prolc hou' u'ell the country cotrlcl run itsclf.
Thc vital tlring *'rrs to help pcople to iclentily thern-
selves lr'itlr thtr objet'tivcs of thc rcvolution so tlrlt
tlrirrgs slrotrlil rr()\ () ()lr Ilrcil or','ti ntontcnttrui." Thc
ol;s,'rirttiotrs lri'slrclrk :t civili;rcrl nrinrl trrrtl r rnlrlrr;'r'
stntt's rn an.

Rulcrs rlo not orclinarilv *'rite arrtobio{rnphit's,
,,, ri( lii!ii,. i,l.rilr ilrtlirrq tlrt |, ioll ,rl llicir llrlr'. \.. r:l'
I.irlrrr lrrs p,.,r'iclt'cl irn t'r',clttion. llrrl tltc c'rcr'ptiorr is

I'r
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more nominal than real. The autobiography that he
has rvritten tells little about himself. What it tells is
all about his political programme and activities. That
in itself is, no doubt, very important as it provides a
key to the understanding of the politics of Pakistan.
To Indian readc'rs that would be the main attraction
of the book.

(SOUTH-EAST ASlA-Continued from page 8)
were called in a conference by the Prime Minister
rvhen sl-re an'ived in Malaysia. The envoys and high
Commissioners of India deputed to the different
countries outlined the need for more dynamic Indian
policy torvards the S.E. Asian countries. The presence
in many South-East Asian countries of large Indian
Communities has made In&a extremely defensive.
There are nearly 2 million Indians in Burma, Malaysia
and Singapore and the Indians are no exception to
the rule that foreigners are not always liked by the
local people.

At the end of her visits to Singapore, Australia and
Nerv Zealand, and lvlalaysia, the Indian Prime Minister
seemed to be convinced that neither the British with-
drarval nor an American disengagement in Viet Nam
need cause grave concern about the security of the
countries in the region. But she seemed to be in agree-
ment lvith the Tunku that the subversive infl.uence
of the Communists, especially under inspiration from
Peking would represent a formidable threat.

Returning t<; Nerv Delhi, Mrs. Gandhi made the
follorving statement: "...The proposed British with-
drarval from the Indian Ocean was bound to change
the situation in the region and the best rvay to meet
it rvas for the countlies concerned to stand together
as far as possible and help one another in becoming
economically strong. Each country faced a different
situation and had different fears. They could not be
lurnped together'. Some of them had faced confronta-
tion. So far as Inclia is concerned we think the best
\\'ily to nrcet tlre situation is for thc countries con-
cernecl to stuncl togcther."

Thus at the end of her South-Eirst Asian tour, the
Indiau Prime lVlinister seemed to have discarded some
of hc'r platituclc.s concerning collective security among
the non-Communist natior.rs of South-East Asia, though
she heclgccl and humrned about with differing termino-
logy. TIe logic of thc rcalities of the situation seemed
to be striking hcr in spitc of thc claborate insulation
llroviclcd bv non-rrlignnrcnt shillbolctlis.

'l'hcr visit oI l'rirnc trlinistt'r' Indira Ganclhi to Singa-

])ol'c, r\ustl'llia, Ncu- Zt:irlirrrd anrl trIala1'sia rcpresents
tlrc fir:;t (:orrsc'iorrs '1'.'l.r'r'irv11s t'fl:r,r'l lrv Irrtlia to tlrke
tlrt,:rr,r'orrrrlrils u'lrirlr iu'('io closc to trs scriorrslr'.
1.lrt'prr'scrrt itttt'rrrpI lri \[rs. (]irrrt[]ri is tlrc first pr',rg-
rrlrtic crrtlcavorrr irr otrl forc'iqn policy trr-rcl is in
,,....,'..1.rr. , ,..;rlr ri',. 1,,,.,'.11. lrr.r.rrlr'-r.r'11. rrlrl c,rltot.lrr-
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Freedom First
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Democracy is a Government of the people,

by the people, for the people. True. But

it can find fulfilment only it citizens. have

a right to own property. to produce and

consume goods and seryrces desired by

them within reasonable regulations by the

State. Democracy can f ind tutfilrnent only

if the lnitiative and enterpri3c of the

people. whether in agrlculture. business,

industry or the prolessions. are allowed

to flourish. A democracy can work only

if you, an lntelligent clrizen. undersrand

the economic issues and help to formulate
public opinir.rn

]oin tlrc Forun ol Free Lnterprise, a non-political orgutisutiort, to etlucate public opinion
on frce enterprise and to stimulate public thinking on economic issues. Yot will find
booklets and leafets, iswed bg it eoery ntonth, helpfti in untlerstanding cunent
economic problents.

\l/ritc for particulars (statc tlrcthcr lrlcnltctshilt or Sludent Assocrafcs/rip):

FORUII OF FREE ENTERPRISE
Sohrrb Housc. Dr. D. N. Road, Port 8ox ,18.A, Bombry.l. (8R).



With Many Voices
"The deep

trIoans round with many voices. Come, my friends,
'Tis not too late to seek a newer world."

-Tenngson.

Most politicians are cowards who fear to lose their There is too much politics in India and too little
seats by telling the truth. citizenship.

-Kingsley Martin, New Statesmnn, lune 7. -N'I. R. lvlasani, Times of lndin,lune12.

After 15 months of EN4S N4inistry in Kerala, are the The growth of caste pressure groups is a natural
people enthusiastic or at least satisfied by its achieve- part of the democratic process in a pooicountry where
ments? I think no honest rnan could answer this ques- the Government has many favours to dispense'by way
tion in an emphatic affirmative. And that should be of jobs, contracts, licenses and permits.
recognised as a measure of our failure. -Sham T-a], Time.s of India, June 25.

-C. Achuta Menon, Neus Age, June 9.

In the aftermath of Dallas, Memphis and Los
Angeles, it seems lunacy to call the right of everyone
to carry firearms a "fundamental liberty".

-Sruiss Press Reoiew and News Report, Berne,
June lO.

Trvo rvomen had jumped into a well yesterday in
panic but rvere rescued by members of a different
communitv, rvho provided them rvith food and shelter
last night. This inciclent showed that there was no
communal tension,

-S. K. Wankhade, Maharashtra N4inister,
Tirnes of lndia, June 12.

The courrtrl"s foocl authorities have been as un-
preparecl for the burnper harvest this yeal as they urere
for the earlier shortages.

-The lndian Exprcss, June 14.

The old ruling princes are asked to give up their
privl' purses. Insteacl, the nerv mling princes, the MPs
and \{LAs, s,ill hirve their pti.,'ileges and privy purses
crrllrgcil.

-C). llajagopalaclrari, Swuroiya, June 15.

A N{arxist can make no sense of a revolution in an
allltrc:nt socictl'.

-P. Spratt, Su;araiyo, June 15.

Thcrc \\-irs a surprising amour.rt of "close s1'mpathy
antl collalrolation" betq,een Jan Sangh ancl the Plebis-
citc F'r'ont.

-l)r'. Kalrtr Singlr, Uniorr \lirristcl for Civil Aliation
li 'l-orrrisrrr, 'l'1rc ltuliar lirprcss, JLrnc 17.

Begistered No. MH 272

Only six steps are necessary to transform India from
a food importing country into an eq)orter of food-
grains. The first, adequate water; second, electricity at
reasonable rates; third, good seeds; fourth, fertilizers;
fifth, pesticides; and sixth, incentive prices.

-Nirlep Kaur, M.P. Young lndia, Jvne L9€f.,

Only that is good, hold the Communists, which helps
the Communist Party to attain its aim, only that bad
vghich hinders it in the attainment of its aim.

-Opinion, June 1968.

(Continued from page 10)
tions of democratic groups within the country. N4rs.
Ganclhi's present visit is the fust attempt at a really
independent foreign policy outside the scope of "big
power chauvinism". The desire for greater involve-
meni with her regional neighbours represents signs of
greater maturity and is to be welcomed.

As could be expected, the reaction of Peking to
Nfrs. Gandhi's trip has been very hostile. Peking has
alleged that \4rs. Gandhi undertook her South-East
Asirln toul to bocclrnr, the leacler of 'anti-China' cliqne
at the biclding of U.S. Lnperialists ar.rcl Soviet rcvi-
sionists. "NIrs. Gandhi u,ill not succced and her ambi-
tion is just a day clream", cornmented lladio Pekng.
The broaclcast saicl Inclia rvas not non-aligned and
that l\{rs. Gandhi toured thc Asian countries to replace
the military blocs under the American control which
\\'ere now collapsing. India sought to carry out the
military alliar.rce uncler the carnouflage of econornic
coopera.tion", cliirlgecl Peking Rrclio.

Notrvithstirnding \lr.s. Cancllii's carcfulness iurd dc-
fcnsivcucss that hcr trip rvas not intenclccl to rally
:rlorrrr<l thc S.-ll. .'\.siltn countrics in an1' clcfcnsive
lr'lliun,-'t' lgirirtst arrvlxrrlr', tlrr' Cllrincsc (loint'nrttrists

,i'c'r'c <lc'.r'r'ririrrcc[ nr;t to lrrr','iiriIiclrtirrg tlicil cit'tct'-
rrrirrirtion to c'irnv out sullvcrsiou of ali uou-Comrttu-
.i ri irrrlir;iri. T{' ilri.r irr rnilcls!oi'il lrr' \lls. Cllrrrtllri. tlrc
l)ui'l)o\(' oitIirc lllest'rrI r'isit s'iil llt'crrrttc lnorc] llreiul-
;;11l rr l.

l':: ,1, :r',':,.

:',, i',. r;rli. i.r ico
,,, ' l,'r.l cltrrilriI lrt'<lorrit'rl. Tlr;rt il i';
.irrrllii:;tic u vi<'rr'. Tliir.c, .[rrrrc: .2i.

. t. rl,. ( i1i1,,.;;1q,'rr,l1r'1..;lrilr i;t \\'r,lt llllt';rl
!r/rr),! i)\.{,1. tq lltn \.rtrr,!itcs.

-.-irrtlri.'l'1t,,11.111. .[rinc 12.
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