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This is, in fact, true about many of these nations.

Allgnments Of the They talk almost exclusively in terms of power and

- . power-relationships. Whether pro-Western or pro-Com-
non-allgned munist, they are not intereste% in the protec%ion and
advancement of human rights. Pakistan is an example

NISSIM EZEKIEL of the former, Cuba of the latter. Not only is their

- non-alignment suspect, their relationship to their own

The crucial questions about non-alignment tend to eifizeny is highly mnsatisfantory.

be overlooked in comments on topical policy state- Hence the collapse of any moral significance that
ments and events. The viewpoint of analysis is neces- non-alignment is supposed to generate. Its representa-
sarily partisan; when wholly objective, it is innocuous. tives are such poor exemplars of democratic theory
and practice. No wonder they argue whether or not to
characterise Afghanistan under Soviet rule as a demo-
cratic republic! <

If you side with the Soviet Union, you resist open
or implied criticism of it. Leaning towards the West,
and in favour of opposing communist expansionism,
you wish all Wegtem political and military moves to India struggled hard to prevent, or at least to
be condoned or ignored. The ideal judgement weighs reduce to the minimum, criticism of the Soviet Union
both forces of the main conflict in some mythical bal- in its relationship with the rest of the world. Whether
ance, and demands equal praise or blame for them you call it alignment or non-alignment, it is hardly
! in the alleged interests of peace. moral principle at work. The price of securing a final
accord at the Conference was paid only in words and

In my view, all these are exercises in futility. To
condemn the recent Conference and the Delhi Decla-
ration, on the ground that several of the participants
and signatories are not non-aligned at all, is not very
useful. To celebrate gleefully that part of the declara-
tion which is described as “a forceful blow tc Soviet
and Vietnamese aggressive acts” (China’s Xinhua News
Agency) is merely to perform a ritual in big-power
rivalry. China, after all, is a dubious champion of
non-alignment.

The Opposition in India did not cover itself with
glory when it had the opportunities to increase India’s
moral stature in the eyes of the world. Even when it
is clearly right on specific issues, such as Kampuchea
and Afghanistan, its general stand is not clear and
positive enough to suggest an alternative.

Western comment, similarly, has an overwhelming
case when it points a finger at the contradiction, double-
talk and selective moralism at the Conference. It is
divided when it comes to reassurance as regards its
own will in facing the present crisis.

The compromises embodied in the Delhi Declara-
tion, to accommodate the differing views of ninety-six
nations, are forgivable in the circumstances. Less sc
are the confusions of value, principle, self-interest and
long-term perspective. Very little was said about free-
dom, for example, as if a peaceful world without it is
as acceptable to the non-aligned nations as one with 1t.

phrases, to give the appearance of harmony.

Non-alignment as an international movement can
still be valuable and indispensable if it asserts and
reasserts the values of democracy and freedom. It should
not confine itself to discussions in periodical confer-
ences on the line to take about the course of events
over which it has no influence whatsoever. In that role
it can, at best, provide comfort, or, alternatively, make
a minor nuisance of itself in the eyes of this or that
power.

At present, ASEAN has greater credibility in the
political forums of the world than the non-aligned
nations. ASEAN had the good sense to withhold re-
cognition of the Heng Samrin regime because it i1s so
notably a puppet of Vietnam. How could India, one
of the leaders of the non-aligned movement, accept the
Vietnamese invasion of Kampuchea in December 78
and continue to this day supporting the presence of
Vietnamese troops in that country? Is India unaware
of the fact that over a million citizens of Kampuchea
are now refugees in Thailand?

As for Afghanistan, India’s attempts to make the
Conference share its myopic attitudes to the Scoviet
occupation were pathetic and undignified. It should
have taken a simple, straightforward line, which would
have won it the respect of the whole international
democratic community.
















































	339 - March 1981
	Alignments of the Non-Aligned - Nissim Ezekiel
	Amnesty International Annual Report - K. S. Venkateswaran
	Soviet Designs on Pak, Iran and the Islamic World - J. G. Tiwari
	Dilemmas of Liberty - C. Raju
	Child-to-Child Programme - Homai Moos
	Book Review: H. M. Patel 75th Birthday Commemorative Volume - Mehra Masani
	Book Review: Mamaji - Havovi Anklesaria
	Contemporary Indian English Verse: An Evaluation - Elizabeth Reuben
	Tribute to M. C. Chagla - M. A. Rane
	From the Frying Pan into the Fire - Vasantha Surya
	British Versus Soviet Aid

