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Uniust and Unfair
V. B. Karnik

U\VERY country is entitled to ask a foreigner to leirve
u and, if he does not leave s'ithin the prescribed
time limit, to arrest him ancl throrv hir.n out. ihat is the
sovereign right that a country possesses. But no civil-
ized country will ordinarily extern a foreigner unless
he has indulged in some objectionable or undesirable
activity. Civilized countries do not shttt their cloors
against foreigners.

India has a proucl ancl enviable record in this respect.
Through the ages she has s'elcorned foreigners from
many lands, as visitors, as students and even as settl-
ers. Mirny have settled in this land and become part
and parcel of its people. They rvere allos'ed not only to
practise their religion but also to preach it. Some, no
doubt, took undue advantage of the hospitality that
u'as extended to thern. But that happened u'hen we
rl'ere .not free. We are no\\/ free and can stop ancl
punish the misbehaviour of any foreigner rvithcltrt
abaudonir.rg our age-old virttre of hospitalitl'.

Christian missiorrarics hitve been coming to Inclia
for centuries. In the eallior peliocl tl-rey carriecl oIr
ertensive proselytisirtion ancl, taking irdvanttrge of tlre
povertv of our people and the rigidity of Hindu social
cnstoms, conveltecl to Christianitv large nttmbers of
them. But those converted Christians are now ill'l
integral part of our nation. Since Indepeudence, pro-
selftiroalon has stopped and the missionaries are now
engagccl orrlv in rvelfare ancl eclrrcational u'ork. Tlrcr
rvork tlrirt tht'r' ltrtvt' tlouc itt tlrt' tr.,'tl fit'lcls. rrtostlv
s'itlr finances rc'< civccl frortr rbrtiacl, lras bccrr of
irnmense bencfit to tlre corurtl')' irncl no seusiblc' persorr

s'otrld like it to come to a stop. It is this s'ork cirrried
on ir.t ir cledicatecl lntlrrlter in neglectcttl plilces .urtl
arnor-rgst neglectecl social groups that lras ettcleirretl
thenr to the people, and the people have uever bother-
ecl about their nationalitl'.

Fr. \/incc'nt Felrt't' rvho lrirs Irecrr jtrst set'r'ecl u'itlr a

r-rotic'c to lt'avc tltt' ctltrtrtt'r' is tlt-tt' srtc'lt dedi<'ntetl
socitrl rrrrlkcr'. l'-ot rtt'et strvettte(trl vclars lre lras c:trt'it'tl
on.,r-ork of glc:rt vitlrrt'lrrrcl inrltrlrtirtl<'c'in a llalt rrl'tlrr'
-\rrsik rlistr ic't irr tlrt' Statt' of \[trltirrirslttlit. \lirrrrtrrrtl
is iri. lrtlrt[rlllltltt'ts itrr(l ilt,rtr i]r,,i ,, tritlrl t,].i.. ]', 1,.,'
sylrcitrl ltis uor-li in llic rriljrlittittg rtlrrtrtl it rlrtzt'tt t:tlrrl:rrs
,,1 \.rrsil:. \'!l,,,rrlrtrt{,rt ,ttrtl Tlll',lrtorr rlisttir't';. IIis lll'rirr

work has been arnongst farmers. He enabled them to
dig rvells, to use fertilisers and thus increase the vields
from their fields. He is reported to have helped over
ten thousand farmers. As a result of the spirit of self-
lrelp that he created and the financial help that he rvas
able to secllre, over a thousand wells rvere dug and
about eight hundred pumps were set up. The farrners
are thus able to get two or three crops u'here, ou'ing to
rneagre rainfall, they were hardly able to get even
one crop. In addition to this rvork in the agricultural
field, Fr. Ferrer is mnning four schools, four boarcl-
ing houses for boy and girl students and a small
hospital. Is this the work that one can scoff at or
ignore merely because the organiser happened to be
a foreign Christian missionary? Is this not, on the othc'r
hand, rvork that should invite admiration and
gratitude?

But strangely enough, the Government of Mahrr-
rashtra has asked the initiator and organiser of this
notable work to lea'r'e the country. The order has
been passed, it seems, because some opposition
parties rvhipped up an agitation against Fr. Ferrer.
An inquiry conducted later b1' some governnent
officers is :rlso reported to have found some things
agair.rst him. lVhat arc the things that were found
agair.rst Fr. Felrer is not clisclosed; nor is he allou'ed
an,v opportunitl' to disprove them. This can be lrardlv
regarded irs just ancl fair to ir foreignel u'ho for over
scventeen ).eirrs in<le1tiffed hi'-rself wit6 ar large group
of our people and sen'ecl them to the best of liis ability
in a painstaking irnd effective manner.

Some of the charges vaguely hinted against Fr. Ferrer
rrre that he brought about conversions and that he
indulged in anti-national activities. Fr. Ferrer has
cmphatic:alh' denied both charges. In vierv of tliis
rlcnial tlrcre shorrld hirve bcen an inquirl' ancl Fr'. Fen't'r'
slrorrlcl Iiavt' becn given an opportunit."' to tlisptove
the chirrges. \Iere assertion of cl.rarges bv governnrent
representatives u'ill not carry' conviction to anvbodr,.

To ru:rkc charges irgainst e1 person and to pur.rish him
s,ithout holding a fair inquiry is a violation of tlre
principles of natural justice. The rule trpplies to
nirtionrrls as s'e]l as to foreigners. A foreiguer is irlso a
ltmran being and it is the inherent riglrt <tf evelv
Irrrrttirr.r beir-rg thtrt ht' shorrlcl not lrc ltrrnisht:cl n'itlltltrt
lrt'ing given a hcaring. It is anotlrc'r nrtttet' thitt utrclcr
llre r.ristinq lau-s lre c'annot scck jrrstir'r'irt rr c'ourt of
liru. Fr'. iiellt'r"s lcligion ittrcl ttlttiottlr'liii' rrlt' ilt't'1r'r'ritit
,r, llri: iL.:l)ril. .\:, .. l;.;i,iiiti lltilrl iill.'1.':illl iil il 

'
rvt'lf,ii'r' ol tlrc In<li,rtr 11,',rltlc lrc' shorrl<l tlol lr,' 111'r1ir'rl

/(-,,:llit11t,(l rttl 11111', l l \



Exports After UI\CTAD
A Special Correspondent

..tTHE I}NCTAD was more than an exercise for
r trade experts. It had a political significance as

rvell. The leaders of the less developed countries are
beginning to see that their prospects for increased
foreign aid and private investment are limited; they
are losing conftdence in the possibility of achieving
developing objectives through existing trade arrange-
ments. Ivlany argue as a consequence that the exist-
ing tracle rules are rigged against thern; thirt they
mnst be clranged to give the less developed countries
a larger share of world income as a matt€r of right.
UNCTAD rvas the great opportunity to press this
claim. Indeed, for the leaders of some of the less

developed countries, UNCTAD was the answer to a
political gap no less ominious than the trade gap: the
gap between the rising demands of their grorving
populations at home and their ability to meet these
clemands through existing development efforts:"

These are extracts from a book, In Pursttit of Woild
Order s'ritten by Richard N. Gardner of the Colurn-
bia University who had formerly served as Deputv
Assistant Secretary in the administrations of Kennedy
and Johnson. This book was publisired in June 1964.
Gardner's comments refer to the results of the ftrst
UNCTAD held four )'ears ago. But, interestingly, ltis
remarks seem appropriate in respect of the second
UNCTAD as rvell.

The first UNCTAD rvas describecl as the 'inost
importiurt international conference since the Srtn

Francisco Conference that produced the United
Nations". It rvas considered as "a significant step to-
rvards creating a new and iust world economic order"'
It rvas attended by about 2,000 delegates frorn 119

countries ancl lasted nearly three months.
Tlrc seconcl UNCTAD rvas itr session onlv for altout

t.ight s'ccks. Nevertheless, it s'its certirinlv ittr itn-
plessivc' shos', u'hich rvas attetrcled bv 1,600 tlelt'grrtes
frorn abclut 120 countries. It is true that its llositive
achicvemcnts are not manl'. In fact, on manv vital
isstres, rvhich are of great significance to the ecouotnic
future of the developing countries, the seconcl

UNCTAD rvas unrvilling or unable to take clecisions.

Sorne of the more important problems that confrontecl
tlrc conFclence w('l'e thc grantitt{ of tariff prefererrces
lr1'tlrc. irrdrrstlill cotttttrics for the t'xports of ltlrttttt-
facttrrcs arrd semi-tnirtrrtfactrtl'esl agreenlents trl stalli-
lis.' tltc' ltriccs rlf ltritnitrr' lllo<tlc't t'xllrtrts: lttlcl

ln(':rsnr'('s to irnprtl'r'r' the t'at'trirlqs frtttn irtvisilrlt's lttltl
stirrrrtlltt,' 111.' ll,rrr <ll lllir':tl,' r'rrllitltl. ll'i ittlt, rti .,'.i '-
tatrcc. ittrtl frtrciqrr iritl. Orr irll tlrt's<'r'ititl issrrt's. tllt'
(llrrlllr,rrr',, t'rrrrl<l rr,rl rtt't ir-r' lrt ir ( ()tts('llslls. Irr f'lrt't.

it r1r1'r<'itt's tlorrt tlri' ttoittt ol vi,'tv o{ lltlictle 'tl lt r :i1..

l

that the second UNCTAD rvas not greatly difierent
frorn the first one. "Ttis preference issue was one
of the most divisive at UNCTAD: it split the indus-
trial countries into different camps", says Gardner.
This u'as rvhat happened at the second UNCTAD as
rvell.

Some of the issues like preferences have bec-n
referred to special comrnittees for further study. But
ex;rerience shorvs tlrat not rnuch good is likely to come
otrt of thern. Gardnel in his book recalls that at the
Slviss National Exposition, whicli had opened in
Lausanne in the closing rveeks of the first UNCTAD,
there was a large piece of machinery whose parts
moved a lot and made rnuch noise but served no
pr-rrpose. This s'as knorvn at the first UNCTAD as
"the continuing machinery". It is unfortunate that at
the second UNCTAD also, no serious atten-rpt was
n-rade to come to grips with any of the major problems
confronting worlcl tlade.

Nevertheless, it will not be correct to describe the
second UNCTAD as a dorvn-right failure. One useful
service it has done is to throw light on many aspects
oi international trade on rvhich little or no informa-
tion n'as available. Although export promotion is of
crucial importance to the developing countries, ferv
of tlrem have cared to strrcly seriously the different
aspects of this question. Take, for instance, our own
countlr'. Tlre Corlrlerc'<: N{inistr)' has no detailed
inforrnaiioir :rborrt the tvpcs of non-tariff barriers to
u'hich lndian goods are subjected in many countries.
Nor cloes Nerv Delhi have a clear idea of the export
earnings, actual and potential, of the different States
in the Indian Union, On invisible earnings, the Com-
rnerce Ministrl', tlre Finance Ministry, the Reserve
Rank, the Planning Corlmission ol' an\r other official
ol norr-official llorh', lrits trot rtra<le atrt' competcut ancl
c'onrprc'lrr.rrsivt' strr<[r'. This is pc'rhalrs uot surprising,
consiclerinq that even in a great tracling nation likt'
Britain, the data available on invisible earnings alc
consirlerecl to bc n,holh' inadequate.

Tlie UNCTAD secretaritrt has dortc well in pre-
perring a series of papers, rnany of them rvell clocu-
nrented, on rtritjoL aspccts of s'orld tracle. But onc
s,on<lt'rs ltos, rnattt' in tlre Governnrent ol the private
srr'tol u'ill lrtve tlrt' tirnc, pitticttce lttrcl ir-rclinirtiotr ttr

lt'ird tltest' r'trltrllllc: pap('rs.
C)nc imltortatrt lessott tlrat tlle <lt'r'c--lopiug cottt.ttt'it's

slr,,rrkl Icirr.r l'rottt tlrc fir'sl rtrttl tlrt' sct'<llttl trNCITAl)
i'. ii' ,, il,r ' .]i ,,il,l l: I ,r;::;11rrl:' 1'' lr'\rt\ tl111i111v llr'
tircir oivtr cll,rt't. t ittlrt't' tlrittl l,r' <'rttts{lttrt rrllllt'ltls trr

rillr rrrlli,'rrs {ror r'onr't'ssirttts ol ottc kirltl tll tlrt'otlrcr'
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Nuclear I{orr -Proliferation Treaty
M. R. Masani, III.P.

|THE draft treaty against nuclear proliferation is a
r big issue facing this country irnd it is a crucial

decision, whether or not to sign that treaty. Our
Government seems to be altogether without a policy
on this subject. On the one hand, it has quite rightly
announced-and I give them my full support, my party
is rvith them on this-that we should not even attempt
to produce nuclear weapons. Because we believe thirt
it is neither economically nor politicalll' feasible or'
desirable that we should make this attempt. N'Ir.
lvlorarji Desai, our Deputy Prime N4inister, has given
the economic reasons in an article he rvrote in March
this year. He said:

"Economically it will break us if rve tried to enter
this nuclear race because of its fantastic cost; it
rvill not be possible for us to spare any funds unless
\\'e are prepared to be much poorer thirn rve are
today. How will that help us? Our people will die
in poverty even before destruction' by a bornb
thrown by China."

For these ancl other rertsons, we agree rvith our
Govelnrnent that no attempt shoulcl be Ilrade to nrake
the bomb.

On the other lrand there seems to be clifHcultv in
signing the treaty and it looks as if s'e are going to
have the rvorst of both rvorlds-neither have the bomll
nor this Treatv, agreeing not to rnake it.

There are some arguments u'hich are cogent trgainst
the signing of the Treaty. The first of these is that it
rl'ould come in the lvay of peaceful development of
atomic energy. From rvhat little I have been able
to sttrdy of the Treaty and ffncl out, I do not think
that there is any reasonable basis for this complaint.
.{rticle I\1 of thc Treatv is verl' clerltr. It gives tlle
fullest libertv fol tht' clevelopntt'nt of peac'c'fttl trsc's

of the atonr. Article \r even allort's for arl explosion
rvliich is very- ucirr thc ltorder lirte; the explosiorl lnust
be done bv a nucletll' power on behalf of the not.t-

nucleal po\\'els rvith the permission of the rvorlcl
luthority. So, nothing is lrarled so long as it is done
in concert l'ith the *'orld atrtlrrlritt'. TI.rere carlnot,
therefore, be the argttment that b1' signing it, it comc's

in tlrc u'av o[ pcirceftrl clc:r'clopnrctlt' Arltl if it tlocs.
let rtrin<lt' untt:ttclnretrts Itt' rtiadc ttl llrt it right.

A strot.rtlcr itrgtrtnetrt is thut the Trcittv is unfair ttr
tlrc rton-trtrc'lt'ltr ltou't'rs irec'lttrst'. ulrill lt'iLvir rg tlr,'
1rr,'1,'lir' p/)\.\'.'i, ,:sl)r('rlt(' to r'lrr ri'llrtl tll,'r' li!:" :ttlrl trl

ittlvitrict' ott tltt' pirtlr ot ttltt'lt'itt' ltrtttllttlt'ttts' it ptrts

constt'ititrts ittrcl rt'siritittts ori irll tlott-tittclt'itt trrtttttLit's.
-l'lii, ;s ii \'('t\ r'r!'l'(" r lr:'r!t:ll"rll. Ii is rtrrr' ll"ri "'r'l I

llrr"l'ri.ll''. rllr' sttltlt' ral)\r'frrq lit,' ,'tt itttlt'tl llrrttt ltttr

measLue of interference, inspection or control. Now,
I regret that the United States, s'hich for over a
dec:rde had insisted on international inspection for
then.rselves and for the Soviet Union, have given in ou
this point by accepting an utterly reactionary and out-
of-date concept of her national sovereignty by the
Soviet Government. It is a matter of pity. I deplore
it, but deplorable as it may be, the Treaty, in article
VI and, in its preamble, does hold out the aim that
even nuclear powers are prepared to discuss sub-
mitting themselves to international cliscipline.

Another argument is that we may like to go in later
for ntrclear armaments and we should not tie our hands
in this fashion. It again is not a very convincing
irrgurnent because the Treaty under article X opens
the door to any country changing its mind for good
reasons and giving only g0 clays' notice. In three
months we can untie our hands from this obligation.
Is there any one to suggest that it is so long a period
for getting out of this solemn contract? That again is
not ir very convincing argument for not signing the
Treatl'.

Let us now consider the other aspect; what are the
disaclvantages of not signing it? The ffrst is that we
s'ill isolate ourselves from the mainstream of the
rvorld. Todav, as far as one ciln guess, there are only
half a clozen countries rvho rvill be adamant against
signing the Treaty and we should consider the kind of
comprln\/ in u'hich v'e shall fincl ourselves if rve take
that step. These countries u'hich are adamant are
Albania, Cuba, Rumania, North Vietnam, North Korea
and Communist China. I for one rvould not like to be
founcl in that company either by day or by night. The
recorcl of these countries and the kind of govern-
ments thev enjoy ol strffer fror.n, u'e neecl trot discuss
lrclr'. lltrt I u'oulcl not like to see tlre cottntry tll Cantlhi,
ri'iren tlre u'h<lle u'orltl adr':rrces in one clircctiort. to
join tlris thieves' kitchen on the other.

Tiren wc lose the goodu'ill of both the Super Porvers.
In a liglrtc<)us crluse rvhelc plinciple is involved, I
u'orrlrl not rnincl. If both the Super Porvers are wrong,
let trs certainly takc, a consistent stancl for rvorld pro-
gl'ess, peirce ancl htrmanity. There r,vill lle the political
clisirdlantirgc of artnoving the Rig Ts'o. There s'ill be
r'<'orrorni<' lrar'<lslrilr :rrttl Irlrtrdic'aps. ()crtainh', trrrclt:r
Altirlt' \' ol tlrc Treatr', Irrtlia u'ill lrc clt'nietl the
l;cnt'fits ol tlr<' cooltcrirtiort h'otrr tltc ttttc'lt'ttt' l)()\\'('l's
irr rlcvclolrirrl' pcrtc't'ft:l us('s ,tf tittt'lt'ltt' ('tt('t'{\. -lir<'lirr'.

111,' [111iIr'ti \tirtr': ts qr\1il'|i rr. lrtr(l(.tl irr, i. lt \i(' i11;

rrriI sigtr tlrt'i'lt;itr, tlrcr. rrill lrt'lititrirtl to:;top'it.
( .rtr,.;. i',. i ', li .r '., i \ tr-i, i;ill" i(!lrll:l\' !:''r:: it: il"'
rrrrLlr':rr li,itl. '1ii rrit ;t'.lriittc't'liirs irt,'tt iirlitic i',itir



Freedont First

the full participation and friendship of thc Canadians.
They have given generously to us. We have agreed
that u'e rvill never use this for nuclear armarnent pur-
poses. It is quite possible that the Governmcnt of
Canada will take the line that our refusal to sign puts
our pledge to them in some doubt. So we may even
lose the Canadian support rve have been getting over
the last decade.

Apart from the danger of annoying everyone, is it
a desirable posture to take up that, when the great
po\r/ers lre moving in one direction, we shall come in
the way?

In this case, the tu'o super-powers are cooperating
in one direction. We ma1' not be satisffed with the
rate of progress, but to cut across what they are
trying to do and to thwart this effort and join the
company rvhich I mentioned earlier, I do not think
rvould be a very desirable political posture for our
country.

Finally, rve lose the benefit, by not signing the
Treaty, of an-v nuclear guarantee that is incorporated
in it. There is a draft resolution attached to the Treaty
rvhich says that, with the consent of the Security
Council, the nuelear deterrent will be used to protect
any country that is attacked by communist China or
anv nuclear power. It is true that the Security Council
is not a body w-hich gives an automatic guarantee.
There is Great Porver veto; there are politics and there
is diplomacy. I for one rvould have rnuch preferred n

guarantee free from the veto of the Security Council.
It is not a very good guarantee; it is a very doubtful
gr,rarantee. But vi'ho is responsible for this? I say our'
Government is responsible. By refusing to accept the
ofier made as far back as 1964 by the United States
for a bilateral foolproof guarantee, if we were pre-
pared to enter into that arrangement, we threw away
a bilateral foolproof guarantee. Last year r,vhen Dr
Vikram Sarabhai and N{r L. K. Jha went to Mosco*'
ancl \\/ashington, ciun(' llack ancl reportccl publich'
that the l'esponsc'\\'ils vel'\': fnvotrraltle ancl botlt po\\'c'l's
rvere inc:linccl to givc ir parallcl grlarantee, though ttot
a joint one, again rve threrv au'trv the initiative. As
a restrlt of this s'affiing and inclecisiveness, rve have
nos' lost otrr bargaining porvcr and rve have jollv s't'll
to take the guurantee that is offered, unsatisfactorl'
as it might be. But even ttow, I would urge on the
Prirne Minister thirt. in the few rnonths that still re-
nurin llcforct tlrc Tlcatv colllcs trp for siguirture, llc-
catrsc it no\\' goes to a Sltccial St'ssion of thc Ct'nt'ritl
Assernlrlr'. duling tlrcst' ferv tnotttlts, lct tts tr1' ftlr tu'tl
tlrings. Lct trs tll to ittrltr<llc tlrt' tt'rttts rtI tlre'Il'r'irir
to tlrq r.rtlrrl llrlt is llossilrll in llrr' (lr'rrcral \sst'rrrl'li
lroln ()ul orvrr Poitrt ol vicu. St't'orrtllr'. lct rrs still qt'i

flrrrrr tlrc trS.\ uncl tlre Stlr-ict LTttion sonre r;trir/ l),'o (ltt(,

lot' :igrrirr{ tirt' -l'r'L'rrti. 
I l \\ (- rr.tttt i ott'' t'ltli,rttltl

ill!,,t!.,!rls rrlriclr ilr'' n()t l,t'irtg gir.t'rr to rrs. It't trs gt't

ilt,... ,. :,r, trfi iirrl :l'rr\. ll u','rrrtttl :t lt'ttlilrtlrrl kirrr'l
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o[ econornic assistance, let trs :rsk f<lr it. If rve lvant
political support and goodwill, let us get it because
that is how business is done at the international level.
We still have a few months. Let us not pursue this
path of neither having the bomb nor the advantages
of not making the bomb.

Then, it is argued that Indian public opinion is
hostile to signing the Treaty. I wourld Iike to question
that fact. When rve talk of public opinion who do we
rnean? Is it really suggested that the peasants in India
in our villages are greatly concerned whether we sign
or do not sign the Treaty against nuclear prolifera-
tion? Does it really' mean that the masses of our
country are interested in this technical thing which is
an abstract issue? The real thing is that it is a handful
of intellectuals and the elite in this country, a certain
number of chauvinists, who are really interested.

I think Government themselves are responsible for
not educating public opinion. Look at the report of the
Defence Ministry that was put before us a few davs
ago. It highlights the military threat from China.
Nobody is more opposed to the posture of Communist
China ois-a-ois India than myself. I and my Party
stand for breaking ofi diplomatic relations with that
bandit regime. But I say that the main threat from
Communist China is political, It is not onlv military;
it is a mixed one, if you like. We rrre stressing more
and more the militarv threat ancl are neglecting the
political threat rvhich has already raised its head in
Bengal and elservhere, in Naxalbari, s,'hich was a
symbol of vvhat was coming to this country. Nothing
can plerrse NIao Tse-tung and his lot more than our
entering into a macl arrns r:rce s'ith them rvhich s'ill
ruin our economy, bring more starvation and depriva-
tion and clrive rnole and rnore people into the arms of
their Fifth Column tl'rrough that economic distress.
. We have got probably six months or four or ffve

months before tlte Treatl' u,ill corne for final signature
ancl I u'otrlcl sugqest to tlre Primc \{inister, let there
lte :r srnall l)irrliarnc'nttlv Conrnrittee of seriorrs
studcnts of this srrltjcct flom all sections of the Hotrse
to sttrdv the Trcirtr'. Lt't them place before it as much
inforrnation as thev tlrink can be safelv given to us.
What is higlrlv confidential they need not clisclose to
us. Let us that u'irv educate ourselves ancl the country
to the pros ancl cons of this mattel in a purely prag-
matic spirit. Let the Government then corne before
rus-it is their ollligation-irnd sav s'hetlrer s,e should
sign or not sign tlrt' Treatr'. It is not 1111, job ol of
;lrlvoue on tlris si<le. s'lro ale denied the informntion
to<lliv to rtlrrt orrt arrrl sirr'. "Yes, siqn the Treatr"'or
"l)o rrot siqrr". Iilnl riot plr'part'<l to takc t'ithcr posi-
tiotr ;rl llri. sl,rl, . llrrt ,r ,.i,ti i, ill .,,rrr, rvltt'rr llri.
[)itrlianrcnt u'ill lun'c to csltt't':^s itst'lf:if it is rtot clont'
norr'. It is thc olrliqrrtion of tlrc Covcrttntcttt to c'ott.tt'

l.rclolt tts, ctiLtci"tt,- lls,'Jt\(' rrs tltt' ittiottrtltti,)lr .tlt(l
tlrt'tr ['trt't'rrs *itlr " ''""''],1,11,,'ll,l"l"l,]l; ,t, ;,, t,,r: \,it,rt,i



Fearless Warrior Of Peace
G. L.

MARTIN LUTHER KING was a rare human beingrvr rvho restored one's faith in human nature which
is dimmed by cynicism and pessimism, In his life,
work and even in death, he showed to what heights of
idealism, moral fervour and fearlessness a man could
rise. In an age of crass selfishness and low intrigue,
he rvas utterly selfless and completely devoted to his
cause. In an era rvhen love of power taints even the
best of us, he was one who sincerely believed in the
power of love. In tirnes when nations and peoples are
rent asunder by hatred and fanaticism his was the
voice of compassion and tolerance. In an epoch when
the mighty ones are prepared to destroy one another
and threaten the annihilation of the u'orld for the sake
of thcir creeds, he ffrmly believed in strength through
peace and unclerstanding. His deep faith rvas equal-
led onll' by his heroic courage,

Nearly twelve years ago, he first came into promin-
ence rvhen he organised a boycott of the city's btrs
service by negroes in Montgomery, Alabama, s'here
a negro \\'oman was arrested for violating a local
orclinnnce prohibiting negroes from sitting in the
rvhitc: section of the brrs. The boycott continued for
381 davs in u4rich nearly 50,000 negroes of the city
joinecl by u'alking to work and ultimately, rvon their
point. King insisted, however, on scrupulous obser-
vance of non-violence: "Wc believe in law and order",
he told his followers, "do not go get )'our \\'eapons-
lre r.r,ho lives by thc srvord perishes by the svvord". Hc
acknorvledgecl his debt to Gandhiji in expounding the
ltoycott: "This is a project of pirssive resistance de-
pending upon moral and spiritual forces. We s'ill
return good for evil. Christ shorved us the rvay and
tr'lahatria Gandhi shorved us it could rvork".

Here is a full cvcle! The leader of the negro movc'-
111gnt in \ Iontgonrery clreu' his inspilation fronr
Garr<lhiii's philosopl.rv anrl te'chniqrre of sattlograh.
Gandlriji hirnself can'l() ilcl'oss 'fhorean's essav <ln Ciuil
Disobcclient:c rvlrile in prison in South Africa anrl s'as
llrofotrndly inrprc'ssed bv it. Ancl Thoreau hirnsclf rvas u
devotecl student of ancient Hindu thouglrt havin,l
imbibed the Ceeto's teaching. Each ou'ed a spiritual
debt to the otlrer', or rather, enriched onc another's
heritage. King u,rites in his Sfrr'rle Towu'ds Freeclom:
"Like nrost people, I had herrrcl of Gandhi, btrt I lrrrcl
nevcr stucliecl him seriously. As I reacl, I becarnc clecply
fascitratecl hy his campaigns 6f ttott-r,iolgnt resistitnle. I
u-as llalticularlv rnrtvr'd l>r' tlre Salt l\[irrclr to tlic St'ir

rtrrcl lris nulllcr'ons flsts. Tlrt' rvl,r,lt' c'orrr'.'1r[ ,ri .rrri rirrl;,;/,
s'as pt'of orrncllr significant to rrrc. ,{s I clt'lvetl ,11'1'pt'r'

into thc philosoplrr, ol' Cancllri rnv skr'ptic.isr.n (.{)nc('l-n-

irrg tlri' I)o\\'('r' ol lovt grirdtrrrlll tlirrrirrislr,',i rLrrtl I
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cante to see for the first time its potency in the area of
social reform."

Prior to this, King thought that the ethics of Jesus
rvere effective only in individual relationship and a
more "realistic" approach was necessary when racial
groups and nations were in conflict. But after read-
ing Gandhi he felt he sarv new life:

"Gandhi was probably the ffrst person in history to
lift the love ethic of Jesus above mere interaction
betrveen individuals to a powerful and effective
social force on a large scale. Love, for Gandhi, was
a potent instrument for social and collective trans-
formation. It was in this Gandhi emphasis on love
and uon-violence that I discovered the method for
s<lcial reform that I had been seeking for so rnanv
months. The irrtellectual and moral satisfaction that
I failed to gain from the utilitarianism of Bentham
and lr,lill, the revolutionary methods of Marx and
Lenin, the social contract theory by Hobbes, the
'back to nature' optimism of Rousseau and the
superrnan philosophy of Nietzsche, I found in thc
non-violent resistance philosophy of Gandhi. I came
to feel that this rvas the only morally and practi-
cally sound method open to oppressed people in
their strtrggle for freedom".

Thtrs, N{artin Luther King becarne a true Satyagruhi
u'lro not merely imbibed the moral principles sum-
rned up in that concept but also sought to pr:rcticc
thent everv day and in every ,*'a)'. Thers was no
spirittral vacuum in his life. It was ceaseless striving,
endless wrestling. Nor did he permit his followers to
hrrve an attihrde of equanimity. He pursued every
mornent and u'ith all his energy the goal of social
jtrstic'e ancl equality for the negroes. After the U.S.
Srrprenrc Corrrt's clccision making integration of
ne{.{r'(x's in prrblic schools rnandatorr', he felt that thc
"n()\\, lreglo' had acqtrirecl "a neu' scnsc of self-respect
anrl ol dignity" ancl he believecl tlrat after "a shock
periocl" u'hitc's ar.rcl negroes rvotrld rvork togetlter'
u'ithout bitterness.

Unhappill', that hope u'as uot fulffllecl. The u'hites
iu tlre sotrtlrcln St:rtes u'ere cleftant ar.rcl came conti-
rutrotrslv iu corrflict g'ith tlre Federal Covernment in
\\/aslringturr rvhiclr tnrder Kennech' attd Johnson has
lrccn atrxious to cxtctrd cil'il rights to legr<les and

lllornott' rac'irtl ltarmrttrr-. Ac'tion ltttcl reactiorl ar('
i',g,,tl arrtl olrpositt' in tlrc srlcial rts irl tlrc physical
,,,,1,,,. li]lrtl. i)o\'.i'i . r:lilillrrlt :l.dr'lr"( r'rt''iit'l l'iots

strifc itrrd violt'tt<'t' irr c'itit's ltltt'c' tttatre<l Arrtctrir:n's

nirtionll lifi'in tlre lirst fes'r't'ars itttcl reitchecl a penk of
ltr'rrzr l.ts[ .rlnrrtr('t'. I',rrt \[rrrtirr Lrrtlrt'r Kirlq cirllit'tl
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on tlre fight trndauntecl by threats and unswerved by
gusts of blind passions and mutual hatreds. He led
protest marches, proclaimed the need for justice as
rvell as harrnouy-all against deplessing and unpro-
pitious circurnstances, I-Ie ll'as repeatedly imprisonetl,
lris house was bonbed, he was assaulted, stabbed and
lyoundecl but lre did not surrender nor did he retaliate.

At the age of 35, he was one of the youngest to be
arvarded the Nobel Peace Prize. While we have all
but forgotten Gandhiji's rnessage of social justice and
communal amity and tolerance, Dr. Martin Lutlrer
King in far off America kept the torch burning, "It
may be through the negroes", he once said, "that the
unadulterated message of non-violence will be
delivered to the world". And like the rnan from whom
he derived his inspiration King also lived dangerously
and, particularly during the last ferv yeals. he valiantly
challenged, time and again, the cult of white supre-
rnac1,. And in this, he deffed death itself.

In his eloquent ancl moving speech rvhen thou-
sands of negroes malched to the Lincoln Mernorial
in lVashingtorr, Nlartin Luther King said, again and
again "I have a drearn" and it rvas that dream which
inspired, enthused ancl guided him. Fol ltinr, there
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was no compronise betrveen the forces of light and
of darkness; once the sharp line was drarvn the
stmggle u,as obligatory, unrelenting and final. His
own end, thelefore, seems not a tragedy but a fulfil-
ment of the dream for rvhich he lived and strived.
The dastardly hand of an assassin has taken him away
before his dream has been fulftlled. That such men
as Lincoln and Gandhiji, Kennedy and King should
die thus is a tribute to their heroism but a shame for
our so-called civiLsation. Fanaticism and hatred
turn rnen into brutes and in such moments, there
seerns only one step between the divine in man and
the beast in him.

\{artin Luther King was described when he rc-
ceived the Nobel Peace Prize as "a fearless rvarrior
of peace." He was not only one of the truly or.rtstand-
ing men of our times, not rnerely an incomparable
leader with vision and passion; he rvas the symbol
of the historic and massive struggle against injustice
and tyranny, opplession and intolerance. At his tragic
end when thc 'rvorlcl morlrns, he secms larger like thc
sun at its setting.

-Courtesy, Conrnrcrcc

LESLIE SA\4/IINY PROGRAMME

With a vieu, to strengthen clernocLacy artd for
training of political u'orkers arrd others in citizenship,
political organisaticr.rs and in the principles of demo-
cracy and liberty, it is proposecl to establish thc
Leslie Sawhny Ploglamnre of Training for Demo-
cracy for fir,e yerrrs comntenciug April, 1968.

The programme u'ill aim irt training public rvorkels
and fulfil the long fclt neecl of dernocratic political
parties to have trainecl and disciplined cadres of
workers.

The Progrnmme rvill offer to local units of political
parties, trade unions, volunteer organisations, co-
operttivcr sr.lcit'ties, 1'otrth ancl students glotrps and
others, tlrrining corlrses of vat'iotts kincls in all tlie
States in valious langtrages. It u'ill alscl encleavoltr to
take follorv rrp action to kcep in touch rvith alumni.

Thc Plogranrmc rvill ernplol' esseutial staff of
organisers ancl trainees, lrut u'ill for' participation in
the process of training drarv n.rostly on experts in
various fielcls such as political ancl trade uniorr
frrrrc'tionarics, rrc'irclcnric nrr.,n in thc ficlrl of politicll
scir.rtcc antl c'cortortrits, u'r'iturs rrrrtt jourrtalists :rnd
manilgcnrt:nt nrcn.

Tlrc sr'llitlrrrs ol ,r tluirrirr( (.'()ulsr' rlill inclrrrle ( a )

lllrc'kglorrrrrl irrlolrrrrti,rr orr Irrrliir. qcoqraplrr'. 1roprr-
latiorr ctc',. (iorrstitrrliorr. (,ort'rnttrc'rrt's t'cotrornir..
clefenc.e irntl forcign policics. po)iticrrl paltics. con-
l.rrrpor-lt'i i),,lilii lrl \( {'r).' Irr,lilLrt lrrrrl u',trlrlq (lr)
strr<lv ol' t'orrrprlratilc politic'ul philosoplries: (c') strrrlv

(i

OF TRAINING FOR DEMOCRACY

of organisation of a political part1,. its arrxiliary arms,
local bodies, conducting of rneetings ctc. These
courses rvill be tailorecl to suit the needs of difierent
categories of u'olkers, rrnd all the expenses of runuing
rr camp such as provicling boalcl, lodging, reading
rlaterial ctc. rvill be borne by ihe Programmc.

The project had been discussecl rvith Col. Lc,slie
Sarvbny during the last ferv months of his life. As is
u'ell known, the late Col. Sarvhny had a passion for
freedom and liberal values and rvas a lvlember of the
Liberal International. He not only inspired this
endeavour, but seculed for it substantial financial
assistance. As a tlibutc to his nrcmolr', it u'as dcciclecl
to narne the Prograrnmc after hinr.

The Programnre n'ill bc adnrinistcrccl llv a lloaltl
clf Nlanagement consisting of

l\Ir, N. A. Palkhivala - (ihlilnral
il,Irs. L. Sawhny
Nh'. It,I. R. r\,lasirni, N{.P. - IIon. Scr-'r't'taly &

Trcasttt'cr
\lr'. Shantilal Slrah, N{.1'.
\lr. \/. Il. Karnik
\{r. S. \ltrlgaokar'
\{r. \{. A. Slt'etrivitslrrr
\lL. \1. Ii. Pai

\[r. A1.tirrql r\. I-)t.r;ltltirrrrlt 11r., I;i'r 1 .r1r1t,rirrtr.ri tltt'
lirc<'rrtivt' Sr'<'rc:tln'. 'flrt' o{[ic't' i.s loc'ittt'tl iri \[itrrt'cliii
\\;;rr]i:r Ilrri1r1irr,1 1il, Fl,,,,, ll,,ll L;rrr,' I17 \lrrlrrllrrr
(landlri lioarl. Ronrbar' 1.



Another Year Of 'Cultural Revolution'
(Contributed)

1967 rvas another year of "cultulal revolution"
in China. It began with a militant call to isolate
and destroy the enemies of lvlao's thought and ended
in the midst of an intensive and only partly success-
ful campaign to end the resulting violence and clis-
order. Throughout the year the Chinese people were
subjected to an extraordinary campaign of exhorta-
tion and pressure by Mao Tse-tung and his zealous
supporters who sotrght through purge and propaganda
to impose upon China fealty to Mao and his Thought.

Having unleashed violence against established
authority from January to August, N,Iao and his
colleagues have visibly failed in their year-end efiorts
to quell violence and restore order. Despite months
of public appeals, and declarations, students con-
tinue to rebel against injunctions to settle down in
school. Classroorns ancl carnpuses in many urban areas
contintre to be the scene of brawls arnongst rival fac-
tions :rncl confrontati<.rns betu,een strrderrt ancl teacher.
Even u,here vauntecl revolutionary grand alliances arc
proclaimed to be "in preparation" or installed rvith
ruuch fanfare, subsequent regime broadcasts-as in
Shanglrai-tc:ll of paralyzed administration resulting
from bitter infighting rrrnongst nervly installed revolu-
tionary rebel represerrtatives :rncl betrveen the neu'ly
arrived and batterecl old guarcl cadres. Finally, despite
all the aclmonitions against bourgeois self-interest,
regir.ne rnedirr confcss that the railroad rvorkers of
Chengchou,, as rvith the peasants of Honan and steel-
rvorkers of Liaoning, persist in seeking higher wages,
better rvorking conditions and bonus incentives.

In short, Peking's rvorcls are heard but not heeded,
at least in the critical areas of administration, educa-
tion and economic behaviour. Of the three lines of
nati<lual control-bure€tucrac)/, part1,, nnd armr'-onlv
thc l'LA erppeals to lernain capable of instilling the
lucccssal'!' <liscipline ancl respect for authority so

cssential to fusing Chintt's 700 rnillion inhabitants into
a cohesivc national entitv, responsive to Peking's u'ill,
Ucrtainly thc magic of N{ao's name no longer suffices
to restorc order or-rt of chaos. Despite his vaunted
torrr of fivc plovinces ancl Shanghrri in Septerr.rbel and
his repcatecl appcrrranccs at rally and rcception, the
okl Chairrnirn's variorrs "instrtrctiotrs al)l)cal' to lravc
littlc effect, cither on those btrreatrcrats and officers
rvho still resist N'liro's "strategic plan" or on thc
lrotlrca<ls u'lro contiurrc to fight rr'itlr postcrs, fists irncl
',\'('lll-rr)lr:i irr rrrrlicr'l i orrtcsts fr',t 1-1,,,,','t' ilt' frrr li",','n'ji'.

Yt.t \liro an<l lris c'ollcirgu('s rlr(' rrrrclel'stiurclalrlv
'loath to ripplr- literi.rllv theil torrtccl nraxint tlrlt pos'cr'
(ol)1,'s orrI ol tlre lllr|rel ()l lt gtttt. I-rirlloiVC|irrg tl,t'

PLA to fire on figlrting groups who refuse to disbantl
is the last, irrevocable step toward aCmitting that the
rcgime's will can only be exercised through the use
of force. Such an admission would reveal the ideologi-
cal bankruptcy of N,Iao's regime.

Second only to N4ao in the public eye during 1967
'rvas the t\4inister of National Defence Lin Prao. Lin
Piao, rvho presumably controls the PLA, was described
as "the closest cornrade in arrns, the best pupil and the
best successor" of Mao.

A third figure constantly in the public press-indeed
the most important target for criticism-was the silent
Liu Shao-ch'i, President of the Chinese People's Re-
public. Liu rvas repeatedly condemned as "China's
Khrushchev" and "the leading person in authority
follorving the capitalist path." N{any othel persons
u'ere criticized and purged during 1967, but no self-
proclaimed enenries of lvlao ernerged. Much of the
violence <.rf thc year past can be attributed to struggles
ergainst persons who were identiffed rvith Liu as

allcged supporters of capitalism and revisionisrn.
Issues in contention, horvever, were n<lt often illu-
rninated bv specific facts. Attacks on "economism",
cpithets such as "freaks ancl monsters", repeated
adtrlation of tr,lao, and exhortations to combat selfish-
ness served insteacl to carry the rnajor verbal burden
of the rerrolution. Indeed Peking's own pronounce-
rnents most often clefinecl the Cultural Revolution as

a simple struggle between supporters and opponents
of r\,lao Tse-tung's thought.

The makers of revolution portrayed themselves as

supporters of the ongoing proletarian revolution rvho
aimed to put "politics in command" and thus avert the
return of capitalism rvhich they claimed to be the
imrnincnt restrlt of policies u'lrich hird cn.rphasized eco-
norlric consiclcrations. Tlie primary thrust of thc
Ctrltur:rl Revolution accorclingll, rr'as ainrecl at allegecl
supllorters of Liu Shao-ch'i rvho rvere described as
"those Partv pelsons in authoritl' tuking the capitalist
1lath," Any such sirnple explanation of the Cultural
Ilovolution as a struggle betvuecu ret,oltttionaries and
u'ould-bc capitalists, horvevcr, s'as strstainecl neitl-rer
lrv Pcking's u'orcls nor by tlre tunrtrltttorts cvcnts ol
1967.

A ncrv stage in the Ctrlttrral Revohttiou bectltrte
irpparent carh, in tlrc vcar as thc ccutrrtl issttc llcc'amtr
llrt' st'iztrrc of pos'cr frorrr thc rcgioltal paltl' atrtho-
::lj. ;. \'i::1."'' ""'"111'. .l:irl ..,ir.;iil,;rr'l;li' lrlr;i,ll:;lrt'.1
,rt(nlr('rl in rt-rlot<. areiis rts u'cll as irr tltc'rtiajot cities.
Loc'll arrtholitics rcsistctl lttltks lrv llccl Grrrtt'<ls tn<l
( r( itl(rl l,rclLl gr,rLtp. tr; o1t1ll:t' llrt'rrr. \[acr's titll trrr
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the PLA in Janualy to support "genuine proletarian
revolutionaries" created a new pattern of authority by
circumventing the authority of Iocal cadres and re-
placing normal decision making processes with ad hoc
actions. This break rvith the established pattern of
management and control was further sanctioned by
subsequent instructions to the PLA to ensure that
agricultural and industrial production was maintained
and to assume responsibility for public security until
new organs of power could reflect the new order.

The new order was intended to take the form of
revolutionary committees based on three way alliances
of leading members of the PLA, revolutionary mass
organizations and loyal cadres. But despite a massive
propaganda campaign and apparent PLA support, the
new order rvas slorv in coming about. At year's end,
despite persistent reiteration of the slogan "the situa-
tion is not only good, it is excellent," Peking could
claim that revolutionary committees existecl only in the
major municipalities of Peking, Shanghai and
Tientsin, and the provinces of Heilungkiang, Kwei-
chorv, Shansi, Shantung, Inner Mongolia and Tsinghai.
Elsewhere, the PLA was the major representative of
national power and authority.

Domestically, China this year can be most briefly
summarized in tll'ee quotations from official Chinese
sources:

"The great proletarian cultural revolution must
go from the olfices, schools and cultural circles to
the factories and mines and the rural areas so that
all positions are captured by Mao Tse-tung's
thought."

People's Dailg, Recl ltlng - January 1, 1967

"Do not be afraid of disorder. Disorder will make
it possible to clistinguish the black elements."

Lin Piao, March 3, 1967

"It is nccessary to stop armed struggle and re-
nrovc all clefcnce rvorks."

Chou En-lai, Novcrnber 14, 1967

Disorcler in clomcstic aftairs extendecl also t<r

Cltina's foreigrr relirtions. The btrrning of tl.rc rnain
chancery building of the British lr{ission in Peking
on August 22 by Red Guards from the Foreign
I\Iinistly markcd the highpoint of violernce; but rela-
tions of the Pcking rcgimc rvith numerous othcr
rrations, nrost u<ltalrlv Incloncsia arrcl lltrrrnu, rcachccl
tl.rcir nrost pirrlous statc sincc 1919. Tlrc bitterness oll
l)cliirrq's corrtirruirrr{ pol<'rnit, rvillr tlrc USSR \r'as
crorlrrcrl llv its lt'frrsitl to st,nrl ir rlt'lcr-{irtiorr to \[oscrlu'
to obsc'n c tlrt' Iiftictlr lrrrrivcLsitrr' ol. tlrr' Soi it't rcvtr-
lrrtion. Lin Piao obselved in a spt'er:h in Pekinq that
"tlrr' litct tlrlrt llrl Solir'[ {ttti,rtt rtr<l otlt,'r' srrcirtlist
corrritrics lrlvc lcstolr'd <'apitlrlisnr is tht' ruost cntcl
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cvent in the fifty year history of thc international Com-
rnunist movement."

The rnost ominous aspect of Peking's nelv stance in
foreign affairs, however, lay in indications of its
declining respect for generally accepted standards of
international civility and cooperation. Thus, Chou
En-lai, who enunciated China's adherence to a policy
of co-existence of Bandung in 1955, proclaimed in
December, 1967: "The victory of China's great pro-
letarian cultural revolution. . . has made it possible for
China to be a more po!\'erful base for supporting the
rvorld revolution." The Premier's rvords may have
been more rhetorical than action-oriented, but they
rvere consistent rvith a continuing propaganda cam-
paign against the governments of Burma, Indonesia
and Thailand as well as many other indications of a
Iessened concern for normal state to state relations
with the rest of the world in 1967.

The demonstrated ineptitude of the Peking regirnc
in managing both political and economic affairs may
well have destroyed whatevcr remained of its claims
to be a model for other developing countries. More-
over, its apparent disdain for traditional friendships
and its willingness to sacrifice them for the cause of
"revolution" created further dotrbts about its relia-
bility as a neighbour ancl as a part of the international
community.

(Continuecl lront page 2)

The economic policies of many developing countries
are far too much influencecl by out-dated ideologies.
They have failed to take advantage of the powerful
contribution that private enterprise ciln rnake to
export promotion. It is significant to see that only
those countries have been able to achieve substantial
srrccess in exports, which have given adequate en-
couragernent to private enterprise. In 1966, for
cxample, the share of exports in the national income
rvas 40 per cent in the Netherlands, 24 per cent in
(lana<lir, 23 per cent in the U.K., 16 per cent in Italt',
15 per cent iu Frirncc ancl 13 per cent in Japan. For
lnclia this pclcentage n'as 4.5 in 1966-67. The clevelop-
ing countries rvoulcl clo u'ell to reacl carefully the
speech of Ir,Ir. Gcorge Woocls at tl.re sccond UNCTAD
irncl find out horv fal their orvn inaction and inadc-
rluacies are responsible for their inability to obtain
a larger share in world trade. Even for highly
advanced countries, a continttous increase in exports
is considerecl indispensable t<l enablc thcm to mtrin-
tain theil present stanclarcl of living; ancl for develop-
ing cotrntries, the ncecl fol a steadv rise in export
t'anrings is much rnore itnpot'tant. If the clcvelolling
totttrtri<'s lrt'crrtt-tt' irc'rrtclv its'itrt' of tltt' rolt' of export

llrtltttotiott itr thcil ecotrtltttic clt'r't'lttprtrt'ttt rrrrcl it<lrlllt
energetic nreasures in that directiorr, tlit'r' alc likcll
trr lc'ltit'r,r'lrr.ltcl t'r'snlts. rrotrvitltstittrrlirrtl llr,'rrrrlrt'l1l-
I'trl irttitrrde of )^onre develoltecl r'r)tttrtrit's.



Revieu;
Il'lahaian Report Uncoaered

A. R. Antulay, Alliecl Publislrers, Rs. I-1.

tftHE Mahajan Commission's report on the boundary
r disprtte between Maharashtra and Mysore and
Mysore and Kerala has come under severe criticism in
both Maharashtra and Kerala. The criticism was due to
a large extent by anger at the adverse recommendations
made by the Commission. The Commission did not
accept N{aharashtra's claim to many predominantly
Marathi-speaking areas included in Mysore and, on
the other hand, accepted lvlysords claim to Kasargod
and recommended its separation from Kerala. Natu-
rally, there were outbursts of anger against the Com-
mission and its report both in Maharashtra and Kerala.

IJut it is one thing to be angly and hurl denuncia-
tions and an entirely difierent thing to present a reason-
ed and dispassionate analysis of the document ancl

bring to light its internal contradictions and errors of
judgment. Bar. Antulay has performed that task in a

painstaking and meticulous manner. It was, indeed, a
formidable task, as the document he had to deal with
\\'as one prepared by a former Chief Justice of India.

It is clear from Birr. Antulay's analysis that the
former Chief Justice of India has slipped at manv
:r place. The rnain clefect is that he dicl not apply the
same standard to all disputed areas that he had to
consider. He applies one standard to Kasargod ancl
refuses to apply the same standard to Belgaum,
Akkalkot, Ridar ancl otlrer areas rvhere N{aharashtra
has a dispute with Nlysore. He is equally wrong in
accepting ancl basing Iris rcconrrnendations on thc
tlrccrr:r' of status quo.

The theory' of slrrlus quo cill.r have tto plirce in the
case of a clisputecl at'e:r. So far as tr tlisprrtecl area is
concelnecl rrll factors nrust be properll' reexar.ninecl

and if the tests ltrid clorvn for the inclusion of an area
in ar-r unilingtral Strrte are satisfied then the decision
of thc States Reorganiszrtion Cornmission rntrst bc
rcr-crscrl. ..\clclitional rcrlrrin:rneuts such irs a big{er'
ploportiorr of lirngrrtrgc glavitv cattttot lre inrprlserl orr

tlrc glorrrr<1 ol' not tlisttrrbinq tlrc sfnttrs r7rro. If tlrc
(.orrririssirlrr lnLtl rrot rr'orkt'cl orr tltt'brrsis ol' tlrirt
iirtrrtr..\r,lriL'.ti l,.r.i ,;l it:) ItL()lllill(ttillilir,ilr; r''irrtlil
Irirvt'lrt'r'rr <liffr'r't'nt. It rtllt-tt'lrrs to lravt'or-t'rlrtrtkt'rl tltt'
positiorr tlrrrl in tlrc crist' of tlisllrrted rtrerts tltr' <lt'c'i-

siorrs r-li tlrt' StrLtt': Iit'olgrLrtisittiort (.oliutissitrr rr,'rt'
rrof fitltl.

Bar. Antulay l-ras brought to light many inconsis-
tencies in the l{abajan Report. One of them may be
mentioned here: "The lvlarathi speaking population
of the city of Belgaum (51.4 per cent in the 1951 cen-
sus ) was slight; and 46 or 47 per cent to which it is re-
duced in 196l is, in the Commission's view, unable to
carry others with it. But the 12.3 per cent Kannada
speaking people in Kasargod are held competent to
carry with them, not only 30.9 per cent people
belonging to the other linguistic groups including 2.9
per cent of Konkani and 5.3 per cent Marathi but
even 55.8 per cent l\4alayalam speaking themselves."
The Commission's recommendation regarding Kasar-
kod rnay' be just and proper; but then the same con-
siderations should have weighed rvith it in making its
other recommendations.

Bar. Antulay has charged the Commission with
partiality for Mysore and animus against Maharashtra.
He is not h"ppy to make the charge, but felt com-
pelled to make it, The language used in the report
is at places open to that interpretation. But the better
explanation would be Justice Mahajan s aversion to
linguistic States. Being opposed to linguistic reorgani-
sation of States, he had generally speaking no sym-
pathy for claims to cities and other areas based on
linguistic grounds. That mental orrtlook may be res-
ponsible for his harsh r.r,ords against thB linguistic
agitation in Maharashtra. The mistake was that of
the Government of India. They should not have
appointed a person lvith very strong views against
linguistic reorganisation to decide issues pertaining to
boundary disputes betrveen linguistic States. It rvas
equall,v \\'rong not to lay dolvn speciffc terms of re-
ference lea.ving it open to the C)ne-Man Commission
to "u'ander" as it pleased.

Ordinarily, once a commission is appointed to
scttle a disprrtc its lec'omnrenclirtior.rs shoulcl be uu-
gmclginglv acceptcd lry' lnth partics, as othcnvisc
therc' u'ill be no encl to a clisprrte. The orclinalv rule'
may have to unclergo a little changc' in the casc oF
the N{ahajan Cornrnission's report in vierv of the grave
contradictions ar.rcl in'egulnrities that have been
brotrght to light. Bar. Antulay's searching analysis
Itas trncoveled so rnanl' of them that it r,vill not lte
proper to accept thc rcpott u'ithorrt a clitical exarni-
nation. Thc Grlvernmcnt, it appear:;. is at plesent
crigagccl in tlurt task. Ptrrliarncnt u'ill also have to
appli'its r.nitrcl to it soorr. lloth n'ill fincl llar. Antrrlat"s
c:t'ititltrc o[ tlrt'r't'poli oI irrrrnt'rrsc lr111l. It rvill lrc a]str
,,i lrt i1, itrrrl iiri. rt'st Ir, .;ititlt rri. ,,i iir. ]i.l.il,.t,.tjl,Iiir
\[t'.ort' Irolrli'r' <[iiprttc ltrrrl (r'rrcntllv lri strr<lents ol:

ltlolrlc'rrts t'rctilcrl h). lirrqrristi<. r't'olqrnisrrtiorr of
Statcs.

\.ti h:.



Towards Understanding Madras Politics
(Fu'tLter replies haoe been receiaecl front the two esteenretl comnrc't'ttutors on. the reply gioen bg Mr.
Kini on their contments on his article-all of which were published in the lcat issue. The two replies and
trIr. Kini's reioinder are publislrcd belou. lt will not be possible to utrry tho controoersA anV further. The
comntentators fiuly rest assured, hou)eaer, that "Freedont First" has no prQudice against the D,IvLK.
Gooernment ancl that it regards the uork that it h,as done in the course of o year as comntendable, parti-
culnrly tohen compared uith the toork of some other non-Congress Goaernntents. For reasons of space the
replies lud to be shortened to some erteft -Eorron)

Mr. Vedamurthy writes:

fN his reply to my article under the above caption
r ptrblished in the April 1968 issue of Freerlont First
M. D. Kini asks me rvhat I have to say to "Periyar
Ramaswamy Naicker who has called Tamil Language
as "barbarian". Well, I can only say that Kini who
drarvs consolation that he is "in good company" as
regards his dubbing the Second World Tamil Meet as
a "big circus" or a "camival" is certainly welcome to
enjoy the "better company" of Periyar Naicker as

regards his opinion of the Tamil language also! I arn
:rfraid, I am too unintelligent to appreciate the sense
of humour which M. D. Kini has displayed in referr-
ing to the Tamil Meet as a "circus" or "Carnival", as

I happen to subscribe to the views expressed in
journals like Swaraiga. M. D. Kini who professes a soft
corner for the Orissa Swatantra Government does not
seem to attach anv value to rvhat appeared in Staaraiya

-a weekly rvhich had much to do rvith the founding
of the Swatantra Party itself.

As for the share of the N{irdri'rs Government in the
,expenses of tlie Conference I refer Kini to the report
of the N{adras Legislature's Proceedings '*'hich encled
just six rveeks ago. Kini rvl.ro has taken so much pains
to qrroie from other papers could have taken sc,me
tirne o{I to rea<l s'hat SrcarairTa lurs to sav on the Tarnil
Conlerc'nce, II poptrlar participatiou to make the \leet
ir glorious event sl.rould go onl1, b1' the uarnc of "circrrs
or C-arnival", well I don't subscribe to that kind of cul-
ture or ahul lr,pe of humour. I prefer to be in the good
company of Suoraiga Coh.unnists in this respectl

To Kini's observation "the opposition of the D.\1.K.
to Hincli jrrst becarrse it u'ill lrcnefit thc people of Nortl-r
and tl.re preference for English becatrse it s'ill put
cqtral l>rrlclt'n orr irll js thc rnost pcluic:ious argrrrncnt I
Iravc cvcr heard". the best possillle replv is frorn one
rvlro is lcall)' tltc fath<,r of thc Flindi rnovcnrt'nt in tlrr'
solrth. rnrr"rclv Rajaji.

\'. '['. Srccrtit llsrrrr l]r,' (l"rrlllrl St'r'r't'trtlr' ,,1' r'lr,'

\ivson' Stittc Su'lttittrlnt I'lrttr t,'lls rrr tlrit lrrtii,r
onlt' Nolrcl Latrrt'irtt' Sc'ierrtist (l. \'. llirnrrrrr is irr cr:ttt
p,'r' r I'r,l ir.r1'r,,,1n,''1! ri i!lr li:ri:rit 'rrr tl,is i.<r'r' ii \l l')
Kirri still ....,rrrts to <.lrl! it'tlrc rrrosl 1r,'r'rri,.iorr\ lr',.!'-

consoled by the fact that I am in the good company
of Rajaji ancl Sir. C. V. Rirman!

Mr. Sridhara Murthy writes:

MR. NI. D. KINI'S reply to the clariffcations about
r'Yrthe D.N{.K. Government of N{adras, appears to be
his further atternpt to cliscredit D.M.K. It betrays his
deep rooted contempt lor D.M.K. irrespective of its
achievenrents, econornic and other.

In the fffth para of his article in Freedom. First of
\{arch 1968, N'Ir. \'I. D. Kini quotes The Hinclu which
lists the achievelrents of the Orissa Government and
adds, "This is quite an achievement which deserves
wide publicity ancl creates hope about the future". But
\Ir. Kini also says that his criterion is how a govern-
ment tackles the economic problems, quotes with
approval the statement of tr{r. A. \'. P. Araitharnbi
rvherein he has listed the :rchievements of D.N,I.K.
Covernrnent in the field of industry and agriculturc',
hastens to add, "I clon't tliink this is sornething to rave
about, gloat over aud shout about". In plal,ing clorvn
the D.lvI.K. rvith his phlases he has only displayed his
D.I'I.K. phobia. Apart from the Central Ministers, no
Iess a political analvjst than ilIr. M. R. Masani has
praised the efficienc)' o[ the present ]vladras Govern-
nrent. Referring to m1' r'emark on the number of
licc'rrcc's issrrcrl lx' tlrr' \[rrcllirs Govetnmctrt, \Ir. Kini,
Irrrs siricl "In casc's likt' tlris orrlv statistics citrry convic-
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tion". Again referring to the lVorld Tamil Conference,
I\,Ir. Kini likes "to be enlightened" as to rvhat was the
contribution of the lvladras Government. Let me
caution lr{r. Kini that on matters over which he is yet
"to be enlightened" he should refrain from making
comments.

At a time rvhen there is lack of party loyaltv, poli-
tical stability, and economic realism in the Congress
as well as non-Congress States, all enlightened politi-
cal critics should put their efforts to strengtheu and
mobilise all non-Socialistic, morally clean and politi-
cally stable parties. It is a pity that a columnist of the
Frceclont Ffrsf, makes uncharitable and prejudicial
remarks on D.N,{.K. and pelsists in doing so even after
facts are told and r,vhen the gleatest of democrirts,
Rajaji is meticulously taming and training D.r\{.K. into
a strong non-socialistic and democratic force as an
alternative to the Congress and its outuroded econo-
mic dogmas.

Freedom Firct

Mr. M. D. Kini replies:

l\[O rneirrringful discrrssion can be carried on rnere
r \ opinions. Facts and figures n-rake it more scienti-
fic and rational-u4rether it is a question of licences
issued or the contribution of the Madras Government
to the World Tamil Conference.

Greatness of Tamil people and history is not at all
the issue. It is obvious to every student of Indian
history'. The only point at issue is rvhethel a Govern-
ment in an econornically underdeveloped country
should spend money'on other than economic purposes.

Again, in politics nothing is final. So also the official
status of Hindi. It is not the opposition to Hindi which
is objectionable but the way it r,vas whipped up, and
expressed itself in violence.

N,Iay I asslrre my friends from Bangalore, that those.
who disagree need not be opponents, that those who
could not appreciate, need not have contempt, but
have pain instead; and those who are not with thcm,
need not be against them.

(Continued from page 7)

the oppoltunity to live and rvork here unless, of course,
it is proved after an inquir'1' that his continued stav in
the country is undesirable or objectionable.

It is wrong to regard action against Fr. Ferrer as

action against the Catholic community'. Those rvlio
are giving the agitation for the cancellation of the
orcler against Fr. Ferrer that turn are doing a grave
<lisservice to him as rvell as to the Critholic corrmun-
itv. The externment of Fr. Ferrer is not a religious issue;
it is an issue of human freedom trncl it is onl1, on that
basis that it should be tackled.

Thele can be no question, tl.rerefore, of carry'ing
conviction, as suggested bv some. to the Catholic com-
munity. Liberal opinion in the country must be con-
vinced that the action taken against Fr. Ferrer is
neither arbitrary nor unreasonable. Unless liberal
opinion in the country is convinced it cannot cart'r'
c'onvic'tiorr to lilrt'r'irl opir-riorr alrt'oad. It is rrnclesirirble
tlrat to the millions of hcl flier.rcls irblo:rcl Irrr.liir sliorrlcl
appear as having actecl in an unjttst ancl trnfair' rltilllltcr.
As things sttrnd at present it is cliffictrlt to resist tlre
conclusion that tlrc action against Fr. Fcrrer is unirrst
and unfair.

After these lines rvele rvritteu canre tlre neu's that
the Governnent of Inclia hrts extenclecl bv t'rl'o rnontlts
Fr. Ferler's permission to sta)' in India. Tlris is a
s,elc<)r.rtc stop. TItis rvill ertirb]t' tltt' Govertltncrlt to lrol<l

an inqtriry artrl finti out tlre tltrth oI thc rnatter. II
Fr'. Ff.r'rer is lrelcl grriltv of c'irt't'vilrq on utt<lt'situlllc'
irctii itics rrolrotlr'"r'ill olrjt:ct to lris beirrq rrsketl to l,'rtvt'.
l),rrt l,r'1lr.r'llt:,1 sll| iq l;rl.r,ri lcl llrlli'lli';,11 i11'1rtit'r'

u'ith ittlectrratt' opltottttrritit's to l"l'. Irt'r'l't'r' to rt'lrittc
thc clrarqcs. It is not rIcsilalrIc tlrirt tltc (]ovcrtltltt'til
slr,,rtltl lrr'lrrrsllt'rl i11irr lttliltt lrv tlrl itrit'tt'.1"'l 1r,,,-
pliqltttcl:t itI so;:rt' ttltttosititltl lltrt'tit's :rrttl loc'irl ql'()lll)s.

It is futile to attempt to treat the Communist parties
as dernocratic political parties. Their first love ancl
married life-partner is subversion. Political alignments
are only stepping ladclers. If we study their scriptures
closell' as they do themselves, we shall discovel this
trr.ralterable fact. N{arx is their Rig Veda rislri. His
leligiou is, as Karl Jaspers has pointed out, to creatc a
'r'oicl, and the voicl will bc filled autornaticalll', destruc-
tion leading to creation by a lau' of material natttre;
tlris is the Communists'religion and they will not give
it up u'hatever be their denominational differences in
rituals and s1'mbols, The C.N{. of Madras and the
(lcntlal Conqress Government of Delhi should get ricl
of tlrc lraltcls tlrc'r- havt' prrt rorrnc[ tltt'il trcc'ks.

-Srruruitlu. Nlalclr 3().
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With Many Voices
\{oans round with many voices. Corne, n}i:t"1"0"1
'Tis not too late to seek a newer *orrU."_-rrnnnron,

Throughout my public career, I have followed the The Negro needs the rvhite man to free him from
personal philosophy that I am a free man, an American, his fears. The rvhite man needs the Negro to free
a public servant, and a member of my party-in that him from his guilt.
order, always and only.

-Presiclent Johnson, Tlze Inclian Express,
April 2.

Now that the rvorst enorrnities of tlie Stalinist
period seem to be over, I feel that the rvorst thing
about Russian society is the lie. Praoda is far more
untruthful than any paper published in England,
which is saying quite a lot. The notion of truth as
being a thing of importance and value in itself seems
to be non-existent in Russia.

-Plrilip Toynbee, quoted in Opi,nion, April 2.

The Soviet Union. the central shrine of the Corn-
munists, has made the lie not only an abiding tenet
of the Commtrr.rist firith, but also a rnost convenient
ancl powerful instrument for its propagation.

. 
-Opinion, April 2.

A <'ornmunist victory in Vietnam u'ill pose a great
danger to Thailand. l'he communists will go on a
l'irnrpage and rnove southlvard to our country ancl the
Indonesia.

-N'Ialavsia's Transport \,Iinister',
Tan Sri Sardon Jubir,

The lnclian Express, April 3.

'l'o tlrt. E<litor,
t'xritl;olr Flnst.,
C,,'o l)c'urocrirtic llesealch Scrricc,
127, \lahatmir Gandhi Road,

llonrbay I.

Pittse ertrtil tttc us u sulncriltcr to Fnrnnt>lr Frrrsr'.

I rt'rttil tlrc urtrruttl ,sult.,;criptktn ol Rs. ,3.0(,)

\irrttr':

\ l,lr, '.:

Signattrr,r

I am one of the ferv persons rvho understand the
Cornmunists thorotrghly and that is their grievance.

-tlorarji Desai, Hindusthan Standard, April B.

- Otrr philosophy has remained at its highest and
the practice at its lowest.

-N,Iorarji Desai, The Tintes of lndia, April 14.

Registered No. MH 272

-Dr. N,Iartin Luther King, The Neu York Times,
April 7.

Dictatorship fourishes on emotion. The emotion
may contain an element of idealism, but it is mostly
group rrggressiveness.

-P. Spratt, Suoaraiga, April 20.

Of lrrte, posters have appeared on the lvalls of
Calcutta and some mofussil areas rvhich read "not
nrid-term elections not civil disobedience, but armed
revolution". The slogan of the extremists is "armed
rcvoltrtior.r, here and norv".

-Weekend Reaicu, April 20.
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