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PRESS FREEDOM IN PERIL 
C. R. Irani 

Jl\ •\prill97:Z the Go,·ernnwnt felt obliged to respond 
to the strong criticism of its highly discrim;nator~ 

polic.:y of newsprint distribution by suggestint! tk1t a 
F::tt't Finding Committee would be set up t0 find out 
~xnctly what damage was Jike>ly to be caused. The 
~ rgumcnt that the ten-page ceilhg was necessary iu 
order to conserve newsprint was thoroughly discredited 
because, at the same time. the Government announced 
800 odd newspapers who carried less than ten pages. 
That this policy was des igned to hurt the interests of 
the national press was proved before the Supreme 
Court which, in a celebrated judgement in October 
1972, held that the Government had been guilty of 
using newsprint control to effect newspaper control. 
The Fact Finding Committee had, therefore. no furthc,· 
husiness to proceed with its work, hut by that time, 
\lr. I. K. Gujral, ~Hnistcr of State for Infom1ation & 
Broadcasting, probably felt that the Committee could 
1>(' made to subsetTe se\'eral of his pet theories on 
monopoly, delinldng, diffusion, control of selling prices 
nnd limits on advertising space. 

Except for the Chairman of the Committee, the 
ot:1er members were either full-lime m· part-time 
Government officials. Dr. Bhah:1tosh Datta, the eco­
nomist, was made Chairman, but it now appears in 
retrospect that poor Dr. Datta was asked to play 
with loaded dice. The tcrmc; of reference of the Com­
mittee required it, inter alia, to ( i) evoke norms of 
t:xpcnditure in newspaper organisations, ( ii) study the 
effect of the restriction on newsprint supplies and ( ii) 
determine the fair p rices of d ifferent categories of news 
papers. 

The Committee's Report was presented to the 
Minister on 14th }anua1y. 1975 and has since been laid 
on the table of Parliament. TI1e Committee have found 
that norms of expenditure are impracticable. This small 
mercy is \velcome. For the rest, the Report goes well 
outside tl1e terms of reference; reflects the Govern­
ment's bias and prejudice against the national English 
Janguage newspapers coupled with the need to use the 
l'mnll and medium newspapers politically in a continn-

ing effort to isolate the leaders of the Indian Press; 
recommends enormous powers to the bureaucracy and 
to th<' MRTP Commission, even to the extent of requir­
ing the· Commission to probe ''monopoUes" which it is 
admitted arc not monopolies within the meaning of the 
• \.<:t: and generally bet··avs n lack of understanding lS to 
wiHtt newspapers are all about. 

Out~ir/e T e1 ms of Reference 

The Committee do not even pretend that they have 
functioned within the terms of reference. They confess 
that they have gone outside them and their excuse 
is that, although the matters brought within their pur­
view in this fashion "are not directly within the terms 
of reference they would ha,·c serious indirect impact 
on revenues, costs, profits''. There is no part of a news-
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of India and :tvlanaging Director of the States­
man, warns of the gra vc dangers facing press 
freedom in India in the light of the Report of 
the Fact Finding Committee. 

James Burnham, one of America's leading 
political analysts clears up a lot of confused 
tllinking about different kinds of dictatorship. 

In :\larch 1975 Amnesty International held 
its first Regional Conference on S. E. Asia in 
\cw Delhi and reYealcd that 17000 'prisoners 
l)f conscience' arc being detained in India 
without triaL George ash tells us about the 
aims, organisation and problems of Amnesty. 

At a time when Mr. T. A. Pai is being reviled 
for a rare bit of constructive thinking, Mr. 
Ridley, a British MP, provides sound argu­
ments in support of :\.1r. Pai's line of thinking. 

A. C. Noorani re\iews for us a compilation of 
Sakharov's views and LeoDold Labedz' collec­
tion of documents on Solzbenitsyn. 
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p :tpcr·s op<.>r:.tions that cannot he said lo ha,·e an 
indil(.'cl impact on re\ t>nucs, costs, profits. £,•e n the 
qualit~· of ccl itolia l writing and tJ1e pursuit of a parti­
cular editoria l policy hns an indirect impact on 
revenues, costs, profits. No Fact Finding Conuniltee, 
and ccrtainh· no Committee which is clothed with tbc 
authority o r'a Commission of Enquiry under the C om­
missions of Enquiry Ac t, has any bus iness to travel out­
side its te rms of reference'. TI1e follo\\ing examples will 
be of intcn.'~t antl sltow tha t the Committee discredited 
itself in this fnshion <;imp!) to <:omply with Ministerial 
requirl•mcnts. 

l. Monopolie~. The C ornmittec examine briefly thL· 
fnctunl posit ion as regards "monopolies". They have' 
come to the conclusion ( para 2.8.2) that "provincia l 
a nd local papers nrc succc~sfully compe ting with and 
holding their own against the me tropolitan daily 
pa pers''. This condttsion is in line with the findi ng of 
the Press Commission which reportt•d in 1954 and with 
all the stati\ti<.'al information as regards growth of the 
number of newspapt'rs. their circulations and shan• or 
the market to be found in succecdjng reports of tlw 
C overnm<'nt's own Registrar of ;\ewspapers. ~everthe­
less the Fact Finding Committee have recommended 
thai new and extensive powers should now vest in the 
burcaucracv and in the ~ lRTP Commission to investi­
gate "mon~polies" ' 'irrespective of the fact that ( il ) 
is not a monopolistic undertaking within the meaning 
of the . \ ct'' (para 13.1.9). 

2. Adtc:rliW' IIIt'tlt,'): Neti-S !lotio. It hth long been 
tlte objccth c crl J>tJmc people in authority lo m.tkl' the 
funetioning of tht' rnnjor newsp:tpers impossible by 
suggc~ting ahsmd lirnil s within which ad ve.rti~em1·nts 
can b e car ried. Tht fact that is Ovf'rlooked ts that lh{' 
CoH~rnm<'nt'l> 1)\\ n Hcgistrar of Newspaper~ itt his 
annua l rr port!. has consi!>tently shown that newspnpt>rs 
\\'i th tltt· br )!;t·st perc<'ntn~e of advertising happl'n to be 
the !>mallest ones. ThC' Press Commission 's views are 
sought to hC' used. The fact of the m a tte r is that the 
Pro11 Cllltlmi,<.iuu in i!s 195-1 R1•port had hesitanth• and 
tcntatin•h fdt th.tt in tlw then prc\·ailing circunlstam·c, 
a -10:60 ratio bet\I C'l'O adn .. rt iscnll'nls and tal!\\!> anight 
he desirable. The Fact Finding Committee raise this 
tc•u t.:tiH· ft•t·ling to thl k,·<.•l of a "general princ-ipl••". 
\\ '•thout ti •C lll ight<'st ntlt•mpt at argument or anal> 'is 
the Committee• proccccl f rnrn t hi<> "principh·" to the 
recm•Hne udatwn th.tt for as long a~ the prec:enl ~hort:l!!<' 
of JIC'\\ 'Priut c· T'\ tinul '' lh<' ratiCl might hl' "•tmund 
50:50 .. 

'l /Jdi11~; t c/llfl Oiffrnioll Tlw prt'mht· .. ~\l lllll'd 
iut 11c n~ pr>r' i• tl1. I th•lulklllt.t and cli ffmion >hould l.lhl' 
pi 11 , , ,,,, , J ~ , 1 ~ 1 l11•1 it it , I' 1 1 l11okiu..: !cu ad .. 
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groups·· ( para 13.2.3), and ( 2) " it changes the capital 
stntcturc, imprv"'es management and reduces L'Osts" 
(para 13.2.2) . This is almost bodily lifted from tlte 
Minister's language in his various statements jn 
ParHament. Again there is no evidence g iven and no 
argument advanced in support o f these conclusions. 

Bias and Prc;udice 

I. Inter-locking of Investments. A long discussion 
is to be found in the Committee's Report on the subject 
vf inter-locking ul invcc:tments large ly for the purpose 
of throwing mud at the Indian Express Croup of 
i':cwspapcrs. 1f the Committee really feel that news­
paper finances must not contribute to other industriec: 
nor must o tJter industries contribute to newspaper 
finances, then two points must be m ade-

i) There is no analysis and no argument in support 
of such a conclusion, nnd 

ii ) this disregards the Press Commission's wise 
counsel in paragraph 700 of their Report 
where they say, " J t would not be a practical possi· 
bility to insist that anybody who starts a uews­
paper should dj,·est himself in advance of a ll 
othe r busine!>s or property interests and should 
subseq uently also refrain from investing in any 
business or property". 

Apart from the fat:t that tlte Committee's proposition 
is not .!>Upportt•cl by argument, their recommendation-. 
suffer from the further disad' antage of bias and pre­
judic-t•. Ht•fcrring at g reat length to the I ndian Express. 
tlte Committee do no t o;ccm to be ..:onc-emed a bout the 
intt•r-lockng ol financt..· between newspapers and rub­
her plantatiom in the ca$e of some oe"·spapers in 
South l ndia. 

2. Gooemmcnt Ad ccr/i.~ing. Tlte Committee con­
cede that Go\'enunent advertising has been looked 
upon ns a fonn of patronage and assistance to news­
papcn~. But from t his the Committee come to the 
astonishing cnuclusinn tltat "Government aid to ncws­
P'tiWr~ ~o,hnuld lw 1norl' direc-t tlt::\ll tlw i~~dire~l 
~~~!mel~ thro11gh iw rfedi\C' ath e rtiseuwnt ou tlay (p.1m 
H. L5. 1). ~ lore direct aid i~ spelt oul to mean assistance 
bv the , a rim•-. C:ovcrnment and semi-GO\ ernm ent 
liu.ttlt·•al in,l ilution' •• t the Centre· and in the ,·arious 
Stutes. ft is questionable whether it is proper of Govcrn-
11\ent officials to pronounce whe ther or not Govern­
lnent assistance h.l newspapers is in the public inte rest 
.11\CI (.()11S I ~ t t>nt w1th n fn•t· and independent pres!>. 

3. [\'c•tn flllpcr f't in•s. The Comlllitlt'C' hn' t' di~t'l"· 
"'d tl•t• p111l1k-ms t·H·a t<•cl h~ the ~lwrl:tl,:l ' o ~ tli'Wsprmt 
1111l hi~~~ prtr'o'\ fill '\' IJ;t\ I found that l)IW of 1\tr' 

11 w:"1tn ·, ' i'•·d h, 11<"\1 ,p;qwr ' to ltWI'I th•· oldfk·ull ia·~ '' 
• 1 1 Ptn•• I'''', .. Tlu· ( " "'" litl, •t• h.l\ • J.nna.l tit 11 
'•Il l illlh·\' ''ii JI I r~ :t il !lll, tlllt • lo l oll \!' fl1111 fll tll olol 1h' 

1 he · l:tl'l.!t•r trt•w,p.tfll 1' tlo tltC' s:•nw. U ul· " ot dd lnl\ • 
t], lll·'ltr 1,,.11 ·1 "' tl •. tt .. ·t, It ~ilimlt•· •'ntl('t nt l ~tl lh• 

1ltto 1• I Iii • ott.I Jl r I II:,, 'J1:lf'' I"• "1111 lcl 1111ph "It-
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couragement to the larger newspapers to raise the ir 
prices. On the contra ry, \Vithout assigoi11g any reasons 
:md flying in the face of their own argument, the Com­
mittee go on to recommend that Government must 
limit the seUing prices of newspapers, especially o£ "the 
leaders". It is plain that by price leaders they mean 
tl1e favomite whipping boy of the Minister - the 
l eading EngUsh language dailies. The Committee feel 
that all that is necessa ry is that the price of these news­
papers be controlled and the Government is invited to 
re-enact for this purpose a dubious piece of legislation 
called tl1e "Newspapers (Price Control) Act", which was 
brought into force fo r two years and lapsed, unlament ­
ed and unsung in May 1974. The C ommillee a re en titl­
ed to some sympathy io their t.lilemJna. H ere is n case 
where excessive solicitude for the smaller newspapers, 
in deference to Ministe rial requirements, is in conflic t 
with the equally c lear Ministerial d esire to cre:~ te diffi­
culties for the. le-ading English language uewspapers. 

4. Bogus Newspapers. It is worth tah.ing a closer 
look a t the small and medium newspap ers b ecause 
excessive and irrational concern for them runs right 
through the Report. It is no one's case that small news­
papers have no place in the country's life. There a1·e 
several fine examples among them. In 111any ways a 
w ell-run small newspaper with an editor-proprie tor 
symbolises in its simplest form the constitutionally 
guaranteed right of freedotn of speech and e."Xpression . 
But these fine examples are fe,v ancl fa r be tween. W'hat 
clo the Fact Finding Committee say on the subject? 
Ther say that they started the ir enqniry with a list of 
S21 dailr newspapers on the records of· the Hegistrar 
'o f Newspapers as at 31st Dc<.:cmbcr , 1971. The 
Committee have h:1d to admit tl1at by elimination 
only 534 newspapers remained to be studied and 
that newspapers "numbering nearly 300 clid llOt seem 
to exist at a ll" ( para 2.13 ). One wou ld be entitlerl to 
d emand of the F act Finding Committee wha t consi­
d eration they have given ancl what in\'~ligation Lhe~· 
have can iecl nut on the question of how these bogus 
ne" .;pnpt•rs (.';u uc fn cxht nn tl te rcc\JI·ds nf the Regis­
l'r.tt of 1\'cw.,pap('r.S, h o\1' Llwy wet'C! allotted n<>w~print 
n nd whethe r or not it was Government's mori\'atC'cl 
concern for smull newsp apers that encom::~gecl them to 
take advantage. One would S<'arch the voluminons 
report of the Committee in vain for any steps tha t might 
b e taken to eliminate such malpractices for the future. 
The Committee nnl v a llow lhemselveo; to be upset 
llecause "almost all the small newspapers defaulted in 
furni shing d a ta". In part i(:nlnr. these papers "silnply 
pleadt~d inability lo produ<.:e their accounts as tl1er said 
tl1:1t they had no t maiutaint'(l nn)1 :Jccnnns at ::. 11'' All 
&hat the Com111iltc<' feel able lo .;av 1111 t ltt~ snbjt'l.:l i., 
h 1 t.'\)lll'n ~ Ill p1 iw tkll ' IJw,(; 1111d ~.. rt,ddllg, u\.t.ti1".! 
•h•'ir IH.' \\''>print qttPtl\~ ort : J11d itor~' c·<' rl ifknlin 11 ~ ... 

T )w Cotnntitlt·t· cln not 11ppc·1tr to lw :1hlr' to mnk<· up 
:!: 11 nti11do. .t.; to ltV\\ tlH ti l'\\ Sf>:IJ' l'l ino ltt·.(r'\' ,IJ.,,dd It t 

Freedom First 

regarded. On the one hand, it is the Committee's 
'"opinion'' ( pa ra 4.10.5 ) that the newspaper industry is 
a public Sel'\it:e indu.strr and should not he placed on 
a par with o ther industries like cement, jute, etc.". On 
the other hand, in furtherance of the objective of 
creating problems for the national English press, they 
suggest that in their case the Government should 
" resume e fForts to control the prices of newspapers on 
the same lines as the prices of other essential commo­
dities·· ( pnra 12.13,1 ) , 

"Bula:ark of fnlse freedom" 

The f:wt is that newspapers of all sl1apes and sizes are 
in a very difficult situation, thanks largely to Govern­
ment's inept handling of newsprint imports on the one 
hand and the state of the economy resulting in advertis­
ing hude;e ls haviut! to be slashed on the other. W hat 
is the Govermnent's response? In the first place, the 
Committee have called for Government control on 
selling prices :mel cost of advettising space. In 
the second plnce, they have coupled this with tho 
finding tha t newspapers are making large profits 
alreacl)'. A little examjnation disproves this conclusion. 
They have simp l)' used share capital and ignored 
borrowed capital altogether. \1\lhen it comes to deter­
minjng profits, items like cost of borrowed capital, 
bonus payments to staff and taxation have been ignored. 
Also ignored are the substantially increased prices of 
newsprint in the year 1974 cnmpared even with t he 
high levels that pt'P\':liled in 1973. TI1e excuse is that 
1974 figurcs are not an1ilable. Aml yet the tenns of 
reference of the C ommittee required them to project 
Lhe figmes over the ''next fe \\' years" , 

It will be recalled that Tl1e Slatas111an took the basic 
issue tn thP C a lcu tta H igh Court. The argument was 
thal under the existing Ia\\' no orders can be passed 
fixing !idling prices o r d etermining norms of expendi­
lme of newspap ers . The Court was invited to hold that 
if. in n'spect of certnin matters, no such orders can bC' 
p.lSSt'd at nil. a11 enquiry into tlwst• very m:1ttcrs wit h 
l"lw ckda rc•d o!Jjc•<•tt \'1' or passill~ onl~rs mncle no sense­
and would he infmctuous. The Calcutta 1 l igh Court 
appeared to hold that perhaps the case was prclllature 
because no ac tual orders had heen passed in these 
matte rs. T he great merit of the proceeding!i in the 
Calcutta H igh C ourt was to e,\:pose io advance the 
C:ow•rnmcnt's intentions. lt is now to b e SCX'n whether 
the Govnnment by its actions will pro·,.e that T7w 
State.\'1/lt/11 was ftrll y jus li6ed in its apprehensions. 
Tl ll' r•~ will h<· d iffi cu lty. ltm\•ev<T, in carrying forwarrl 
thC'se twfnrion~ nhjcct ivf'~ n.~ lont; ~~~ rt iclo• LCJ i~ :1 part 
,,f tl" ' " '' .. , r ·fll t <' lilttti nto r: .. , ,., 11 111'1)' ,, ,,. , ll'l 't'd 

hv th(' ~'a l iOII(d J!Nnlrl to <h•al with "that huh\ :'rk of 
f:; lst• fn•eclom. Artide 19( I )a and ( 2)". 

\\ 'c J, , l \1' iltdt'l 'd h ll'll \\',tl' ll l'd 



TWO ALTERNATIVES TO DEMOCRACY 
James Burnham 

MOST AmeJ'i<·~ns think of govemments .as divid~cl 
into two ma111 types: demo~.:racy and cUctatorsh1p. 

D e mocraC}'-our type-is good and dictatorship is bad. 
Our prevailing (that is, liberal ) ideology rates right 
wing dictatorships as worse tha n left wing dictator­
ships. bu t even those who might reverse that onler 
agree that clcmocmcy, ns n fonn of government, is hetter 
than dictatorship. 

Bcc:ausc of its link with the moral judgcnHmt. this 
b ipolar classification of f01ms of government ha~ im­
portant political consequences. The feeling that demo­
cracy is better than dictatorship nourishes a presump­
tiou that our own ( democratic ) government will £nd 
il.s natural friends and allies among the other demo­
cmc:ics and should beware of dictatorships, especially 
right wing dictatorsl1ips. ~l any of us go a significant 
step further and discover a moral imperative not merely 
to disapprove but to oppose dictatorships. especially 
right win~ dictatorships, and to take action to weaken 
and, we hope, end them. Som e of us wouJd limit the 
anti-dictatorship programme to negative discrimina­
tions-diplomatic and commercial coldness, prohibiHon 
of military snles etc.-while others wo11ld add more posi­
tive intervention a long the lines of what are e.tlled 
''dirty tricks" \\'lll'n practised agninst :1 ldt wing govern­
mmt. 

Frwn Plato on, tll t' rl' have hcon 111any dilr~:rf·n l "''w' 
in whidl politiC<l l philosoplwrs have c:lassificd tlw 
forms of govcrOITil' lll. Using tl1e "dl'mocracy-dic:talnr­
s hip" dicl totomy as the basis of a systematic tl<ls5ifica­
tion is logically p ermissible. H O\,vevcr, with Brian 
Crozil'r. the I3ritish journalist and historian, now Diree­
tor ol the Institute· for the Study of Conflict. I think it 
rnon· rdE'''nnt to ou r present situation. and mon• uscf11l, 
to :.tart from a triplv iulltt•ad nf a clu,tl prin1.1n· di,tim· 
lion. I 11 his latest hoof... . \ Th eory ()f Cunf/il'l l II''' 
pul 1le~hcd in Brit<lin and scheduled for publicaiH•t• lieu· 
this winter), Crozier writes: · 1 conclude that ill our 
lilllt', the altemaliH•s tu ( de1noc:rat j(' l plur.tli''" :11 ,. 

the authoritarinn \\'ay unJ the totalist." ( I It• ll~l'" 
"totalist" as a le.,<,s cumhrous substihttc f(lr "totnlita­
' iau". <1 ltml that ~lus:.ulini ndopted from till' Italian 
idC'albt philc1sophcr \.im·anni C C'n!ill' ). 

,\pum~ tlw tltrt'l' 1\ pr·-; of .~0\'1'1111111'111 dt f1111 d ,,, 
p1ttt1.1r~ llllti<-r Cro:.rh•r\ d.t~siflt·atillll , lhtn· ;tt•• nl 
c·opr,c• \\'id!' ' .trial iotl-; in \nht~-L''''· and ~Oil II' P\ l 'r­

LIJIJIIII'~· B111 1i11 111 1i11 l it ll"· ul 1li, i"''''' .11'1 ' I ei··1
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process to which opponents of the incumhent admini­
stration h:t \'C access. 

D istiuc;t i oe Features 

!3oth authoritarian and totalist governments arc 
dic tatorships, nnd in botb tl1e rulin g cadre exercises a 
political monopoly - though in some authoritarian re­
g imes the political monopoly has loopholes. The dis~ 
tincti\'e feature of a totalist regime is the integration of 
all aspects of life- economic, cultural, social, even per­
sonal - into a single power system. Under an authori­
tarian governme nt, a t least some a~pects - and under 
c;omc authoritarian govemments, most aspects other 
than political - arc exempt, or partially exempt. 
"Authoritaliun g(lvernmcnts". Crozier swns up, "seek 
to abolish politics; tota list govcmments seek to involve 
tJ1c entire population in po litics:· Thus, aJthough politi­
cal fre<.dom is d{'stroved under an authoritarian regim<', 
other freedom!' - 'ec:onontiC. intellectual. scientifiC'. 
religious freedom!., the freedom to travel and to emi­
grate - an• present in one or another mixture and 
degree. 

Thi' tripa1 ltk division b more relevant and usdul 
ri~ltt 11•1'' · bt taus<' it gives top logical ranking to the· 
di~tin(·tiofl hdwec11 <111th01itarian and totalist rule that 
i~ oh~c·mNl whc·n bolJ1 are lumped under "dictatorship", 
and tl..1t m<tv he cl<.>eisivc iu prnctice during the next 
du·ad~.: lll' 1\\.ll. By tht· cvicl<'nce of the two generatiun~ 
~int:c Lllc w11r to lliUkf' I he world safe for clemocracr. 
1l1e dt•mocruliL' form of government is a sport-a p;u·o­
c:hial featw-e of advanced '¥estern civilization. In most 
of the world the actual issue: is not whether democracy 
is going to win out over dictatorship-it has alreadr 
lo,t- lntl \\'ht 1 her nuthoritarian regimes, in their vary­
;nL: dc•l!r<'l'.' c I d• ''- flClll,tll .• II'<' ~oinL: to J, l' swallrl\Vl'd 
"P h\ tot.di"ll' 

In tiH· c-.ht' ut \Vestt·rn nation~ a lso. "democracy-
dit·htor-;hip'' '" 1101 an adequatC' distinction for th~: 
:111ah·., i~ of the :1ctu.1l ),ituati011. The political issue in 
Chil~. nne" the Allende· regime got going, was newr 
dr-nH)C·rac' e. clictutor.,hip, but a right wing authori­
t,1rinn r('l{lmt· e. thC' totalist rc,gunc tn whkh victory of 
tl :c• I P II 11nrlc·r thf• C\i.,tiu~ ~.;nnditions iu Chik tlliL"t 

lt.1v kd. Simil.ll·h. tilt' ovC'rthrnw nf tlw Caet:Hl•l 
,., •!11111 • 11 , J1, n·tll":d dul 11111 pns< tire h~ue c.r tkt1HI('r; tC\ 

1 ,'1 l.tt n·,Jnp J 11 tl111 1111(111 t111J ,d 1• • 11111oltY. 'J11r· C''tpJv• 
\ .'' 1 ,, p ' JJ tit,, t\l'••· t' 
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FOOLS' PARADISE 
Ruzbeh Antia 

J NDJA, on the whole, is not a nation of sports( wo)-
m en. This is a bitter but lnte fact denied only by 

the blindest of nationaljsts. Add to it, the Indian pen­
chant for magnifying trival issues to elephantine 
proportions and the innate tendency towards hero­
worship and one can understand why every success 
on the international sportsfield is turned into an occa­
sion for unlimited celebration. Victories that in most 
other countries would be forgotten after the initial 
round of cheering and congratulations become ''sacred 
memories" in India. TI10se responsible for them are 
placed on a sky-high pedestal and even crowned with 
wreaths of currency notes. Defeats are accompanied by 
pubHc and offi cial breast-bea ting and a mad n1sh to 
find scapegoats on whom to pin all the blame. 

India's recent victory in the 'Vorlcl Cup Hockey at 
Kuala Lumpur was a typical case. F eeHngs ran high 
that Saturday afternoon when the final wi th Pakistan 
was played, for thongh t•vcrybody cannot be hoth a 
patriot and a sportsman, most people are either one or 
the other. The final whistle which clinched lhe issue 
for lm.lia was echoed h }'· a mass euphoria -.vhich mani ­
fested itself equally in the hur~ting of loud flrecm ck­
ers hy faf~~les~< mobs in tlw s treets and il1 the ""iring 
of eulogistic tclegra llls h) llw tnttt'h publicised powers­
that-be. The press, Tadio and tdcvi~ ion painted "lndin's 
Finest Hour" in glowing colours. The spendid victory. 
th1)y dnimed. had won na tional ?:lory and interna tional 

T'WO ALTERNt\Tl VLS-Contilwecl from page 4 

munist-dominated Left or an authoritarian government 
of one sort or aJ1other. 

These questions are now a rising with respect not 
rne relv t<) Ollth·inc: ancl minor nations of the '"'<'st bt1 t 
to tJw· Tlcartla1;d. The idea th.tl d<'mocrallc government 
may c:ollapse in tl1 t: advalltt'c.l nations of Western 
Etlrope is no lu11ger fa 11tasy. ( 11 Hal)' and Britain the 
possibility is a topic of puhlic debate. Even in France. 
many c itizens saw the government's helplessness in the 
face of a mutiny-let us call it by ilo; right name-as a grim 
writing on the wall. li the national crises, which are 
related to each other and to a more general crisis, inten­
~ify to the explosion p oint, the a ltemativr.s in those 
countries, as in Chilo and Pwtugal, w ill no longer hf•. 
~ i 111 ply, di'mocracy , .. dictatorship. b11t, ral~lf'r, " ·hal 
~or t of dic!nlot~h i p totalbL wil l1 tlw d v,tructioll of 
''''' ~w·in l 1':-hric· nt \\' l 1.1 t tlH• \\··~ I nWil tl' 1\,· civlhz11 tion 
• r al td Htrillllill ll '1 11 :t ttd II atrl ltcwll tn,uil~lll, \ \ f ~;tt 
"''ridv. in ,,lt,clttte.<~l tl ~· li11tllvd, \\ tth what atln thlll !'f' 
.,r 1.n;la ltl\ , 1 ! ''''"'''' \t11l il 111 lltnw (•(Htnl ri•·s C'an 
tllt' rt ·~l (,, . lal' lwilllHI 

prestige for India. We Indians love to delude om­
selves with pipe-dreams, thus creating a fools' para­
dise as superficial as a mouth-watering icing on a rotten 
cake. TI1e growing discontent with rising prices, 
unemployment, corruption rnd other maladies was 
pushed into the background and its place was taken 
by a shimmering mirage. 

Tro n.sformat ion 

The men re.sponsible for this amazing transformation 
were given their clue credit. Young men who had spent 
their lives languishing in anonymity found themselves 
catapulated to fame, Newspapers gave greater cover­
age to every little de tail of the tTiumphant journey 
home than they had given to the r~t!1Tl1ing Indian 
.\nn y after the lih<'ratinn of Bangl:ulesh . \Vht·n finB!ly 
the heroes a rrived on l mlian soil. ('rowc.ls :~·w:H 111t'd tht 
airport and clancccl vigornu-; /)/wngms, dnlllk ,. ill , jl'\' 
Sl at<• I!O\'t 'llllllt ' nls vied with o nt· ,IIIOtlwt- fnr. 111'0\lllt­

Jilt!, rt·\1 it; lb. , l ; tilll~ t':t!'ll l jlllt.l ' · 

l f l nt,l\ l\1 1~1 tlw (•lic·ht• ,,, n' ,j lq 1 li ... i •" h,,, :~ 

r lt" ld 11•: (1'" !ll:-t cl ~· 111< r lht• luwk•' ht•r" ' .,.a~ 
111 ;• 'tiiH .L ,tfl•'l lilllll\.!. \\.i.;ll \\:t<; lilt ' \ 11•1 



Freedom First 

other than a pnrt of that huge, clark, billowing canopy 
that threatens lndinn democracy today. 

'Smuggler·s aud Thieves' 

On their arrival in Madras, the Custon1s levied duties 
amounting to Rs 43,975 on the members of the hockev 
team. There are m any in India who feel that customs' 
duties are the ridiculous appendages of the govern­
ment's unfounded phobia about the effect of foreign 
goods on Indian industry. Yet even these peop1e will 
agree that once n law bus been laid dowo, its contra­
vention, however justifiable in moralistic terms. must 
needs entail leg,.'ll consequences. Above all, as Jean 
AnouiJh points out in Antigo11e: "No one has a more 
sacred obligation to obey the law than those who make 
the law:" However, our Prime Minister, the head of 
the Indian Government, ignored both these principles 
by as!.dng the Madras Gov.ernment to refund the duties. 
H er justi.flca tion was thnt national heroes should n ot 
b e treated as smugglers or thi~v~'". \.Yhethcr th e 
hockey players could be called h eroes in the first place 
is eminently d ebatable but b eside our present point. 
The pertinent fact is that it is preeisely smugglers and 
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thieves who do not pay duties. They manage to evade 
all tho.Se payments which every Jaw-abiding citizen 
with an eye for imported objects bas to make. The 
Prime .Minister's statement either displays a colossal 
ignorance or a colossal implication that everyone who 
pays customs' duties is to b e u·eated as a smuggler or 
a thief. 

More important is the far-reaching signiflcance of 
this move. TI1e Indian Constitution asserts that all its 
citizens are equal before the law, but a government 
which poses ns its watchdog has conclusively demon­
stra ted that some are more equal than the others. Thus 
it has undennined faith in its own laws, because any­
one may validly ask : '\1\lhat is the use of having laws 
at all if they are not equally applicable to one and all?" 
Finally, if any democratic government can do exactly 
ns it p leases when it pleases, wilh no other consider­
ation than favourable circumstances, if the citizens of 
such a democracy can sit back and even applaud the 
action, the questiou eventually arises: ''Where will this 
upporhulism end?" This is a questioH every Indian will 
do well t() answer before h e is rudely chased ou t of bis 
smug fools' parad ise. 



THE ORDEAL OF 
AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL 

George H. Nash 

TfS symbol is a candle surrounded by barbed wire. 
.1. Its premise is the conviction that ''no man is an 
island entire of itself' and that we are all our brother's 
keeper. Its creed is the United Nations Universal 
Declaration of Hwnan flights, and its "bible,'' to use 
the words of one of its spokesmen, is The Gulag Archi­
pelago. Its goal is nothing less than freedom for every 
''prisoner of conscience" in the world. 

Amnesty Interna tional, fow1ded in 1961, is a privalc, 
voluntary, and inc.Teasingly prestigious "worldwide 
human rights movement" which seeks "the release of 
persons imprisoned, restricted, or detained because of 
their political, religious. or other conscientiously held 
beliefs, or by reason of their ethnic origin, colour, or 
language, provided they have neither used nor advo­
cated violence." Mler a rather slow beginning in the 
1960s. Amnesty is growing rapidly; it now has nearly 
40,000 members in approximately sixty cotmtries, pri­
marily in Western Europe and the United States. 

One undoubted source of Amnesty's appeal is its 
d istinctive organu.ation. l ts uniq11e feature is its local 
"adoption·· groups. which u.~uall~· ,·ary from 5 to 25 
individuals. Amnesty was l>Onl with the conviction that 
resolutions, press releases, and o<:casional conferences 
would never alone suffice to liberate the hundred~ of 
thousands of persons who arc languishing in prison.; 
around tho world simply for their beliefs. Presstlr(' is 
uccdcd-citizen pressure-which enterprising ~roups 
t·rentc. 

Amnesty's secretariat , locntcc.l in London, conducts 
and supervises research on pot~'ntial "plisoners of con­
sdence" and dispatches case $beets to groups for 
"adoption." Amnesty currently has under adoption 
morC' than 3,500 prisonrf\. Upon receh ing their list of 
prisoners, thC' ~roups ~wing i11to aclion. ln a \',11 if'lv of 
ways-from diplomatic cnntacts to pic·kNmg a t1.11l co 

mission-J\umesty groups work to persuade gm ('1'11· 

ments to le t t hflir prisoners p;o. 
A quixotic enterpris£>? Undot•htcdly. Yet surprising­

ly often, Amnesly gets rcslllls. As the nrp;a11iz:llion's 
officials explain it, govcmnwnts cio not enjoy haras~­
ment and adverse publicity-or the political t·omplicn­
lions that ~IH.:h p11hltci l) l':l1l pt11 cl11 C'f:'. ('lf thl' mor• 
than 13 ceo prisoners" hom ,\mncsh lws aclol'l••d ~oi nt'(' 
it<; fnuncling. at IC':tst h'llf h.we bC'rn f n·Pd. 

1'1, l 'r - ;i/in • : ' • ,/, •r, 

r·\:dt'Tl(.'l' al; 1 ••tlf•,, !ht II, Ill ol \• It• ·'\ lnlt 'l" 11• Ji 
I• ,), .. fint ·d lrt h,.,, , n • tJ •,. 111'>'1'1>1i 1• "' 1,.ttl1'1•T • irrh t 

lobby of our time, a force to reckon with in inter­
national politics. TI1is a lone would justify scrutiny of 
ils principles and its performa11ce. But the task acquires 
a special urgency for another roasou. Amnesty asserts 
-persuasively, I think-tJ1at it is "independent of any 
government, political party, or religious creed." Re­
grettably, however, i t is not free of ideology, ancl one 
ideology ahove all: liberalism. 

For despite its efforts to be t;gidly nonpolitical. 
Amnesty fntemational is unmistakably an organization 
of the Left Many of its members-particularly in \Vest 
Germany-are youthful New Leftists; the rest are over­
whelmingly liberal. The only prominent conservative 
on the lengthy masthead is William F. Buckley, cur­
rently a member of the National Advisory Council. 
Amnosty strennous!y insists that it is not an ordinary 
ideological protest movement. It claims to transcend 
partisanship <md speaks proudly of its "global impar­
tiality." Predsely, in part, because of these bold asser­
tions, Amnesty has grown in respectability and clout. 
Nevertheless, its membership, personnel, and appeal 
place it squarely on the left 

Perhaps the most obvious temptation concerns its 
dcGnition of "prisoner of conscience." Since its incep­
tion, Amnesty has declined lo adopt prisoners ,-,ho use 
or advocate violence. So far this sensible p osition has 
preva ilt•d. lh•t Amnesty contains n vocal and apparently 
gro\\'Jng minority tha t annually attempts at lntcrna­
tionnl Council meetings to tlefinc ,;olent revolution­
aries as ~prisoners of conscicnct'." After all, the argu­
ment goes, are there not illegitimate regimes in which 
violent resistance is the onlr available option? (The 
favourite example, predictably enough, seem<; to be 
South Afir<::l. } Rnt \\'ho ic; In riPI••nnine whit-h regimes 
m· illegi timntc'" 

t\llho11gh \n.T•( ,,,. l•n~ nvm.1gt>d to bold the line on 
the io;s11<> of 'inltnc·c•. if~ O\'Crall lhcorctical position is 
dnn~c-rously rnon• f•lastic. According to Amnesty, no 
OllC' should C:'Y<'J' be imprisoned for his "beliefs''-pro­
,·iclcd, of c-ours(\ they do not entail ,·iolencc. But surely 
~ol"lf' aetions thnt arc· not li tcrallv ,·iolent are stilJ pro­
pcrh• pnni~hnhlc \VI1:\~e'\·er the prudent course of 
1C·tinn I • ~CIV'nlr ·nt in 'l ~i\'! n circumc;tanr.c n•ilY 
l1c• t lct • : 10 t1rt orrtir.:nl n·~~on whv il OI11Sl pem1it 
11nc·•mclitinn 11 lih: rh tn th· •~" who iutc•nd tn clroqrCly it. 

n r :, •I ' ~ .. r 
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Frcedum First 

of conscience.'' provided only that the person is 
patently sincere? Where do we draw tl1c Une? What 
is so disconcerting is not only Amnesty's inclusion of 
nil manner of nets under the expansive canopy of 
~conscience" and "opinion ." E vet1 more disturbing 
is its apparent belief tha t non-violent acts com­
mitted in ilie name of conscience-no matter what 
their consequences-should be totally exempted from 
any punishment whatsoever. Pmfcssor Iva n l\lorris, 
chairman t.f Amnesty's American section . has stated: 
"The fact that someone has hrokeu a law is totallv 
irrl'lcvant from our point of view. I should imagin~ 
that almost l'Vcry single prisoner we've ever workccl 
for has broken some law. Our argUinent would he that 
a ny law which puts people in prison as a result of 
expressing their opinion is an unjust law and is, ill fuc::t 
in contr:wention of lhe Universal D eclaration of Hum:m 
Rights." 

Amnesty's position is: I \\'ill \'iolntc the lnw in the 
ntlme of my conscience, and IJOII must tllen submit to 
ttl!{ conscience by not punisl!ing m~ of all, reganlless of 
the conseq uences. The possibility that all claims of con­
science may not he equally valid or even sincere nntl 
that the claims of law nnd equity may be eroded hy nn 
easy acquiescence in e:very person's invocation of "con­
science" seems not to trouble Amnesty. Instead, 
Amnesty exhibits a disconcerting propensity to exalt 
the rights of conscience to the exclusion of all other 
lc~it imate con<;ideral ions-st~ch as res pert for law. 
milit:-r ry order, nml harmony in the comm11nily 

J am nOt denigrating the importance of COllSciCli(.T 

or the camesl l:OJWictio11-; of the prisoners whtJlll 

Amne-sty has adopted. Yet c·nn Amnesty rea~on.& hk 
cxpcc.:t govcmments-nnd particularly free, democratic: 
governments which are prcsu111ahly responsive to tilt: 
conscience of the majo rity-to yield au tomatically to 
the t'ommands of everY individual's inner voice? \Vil­
liam RlL'>her has matle the point st~ccinctl)' : "Each 
person is, nt holt orn. amwl•rnblc first to his own imli­
' idu.tl l:lll~'>t'it nc• ami tl1t1S1 tlwr.·fon· dtsohey a law 
tlr •t squ trcl~ tr.,u.,gn·,~,·, lu-, r,• !i~im• or nth.·r < llll· 

~t'ic·uliou.; scruplt·'· But il d0l.~lt'l folio\\' th.!l ll•~· 'L k 
must givt.· way Lt>fore sm·h ~C'ruplcs." 

The Crucinl Pro!Jlcm 

~lcditulion on tlwsf' is-.ur~ might enable Autucslv lo 
ovcrcon•~ another clistra<:liug Stbccptibility: the ll..n•p­
l<tlion to t~mfus<· a prisoner's plid1t ''· ith .t ptisw• ... t \ 
c:au~<·. Too oft ·u .\1ntwsl\ 's c:as<' slwc:ts tend lv ~~ , 11• 

ri.: • i• pt i~ ll•t·rs ~Hlll to pr(•o; ul ,, l1•ndf'ul i 111' I <trtd 
,,,·rn t .11,1111111 nf tLt•tr <n<~tul-.lau(···· c, .. t,'nh 
\ rn11 '\ll' ,.,,lot tn J,, . 'l l,(o• [., ,h,ic;t <1 "pri~llllt't ul o 1111• 

,·; I \\ • I ' ' .I)"'-· 11 I I I II 

fx•int. It 1111:!l l Jh tttll I' till''' 11'1 1, ttl rlu Iii , ·r.1l ''"'""' 
lti I !1111 ; '''• ~·l ,<lr•• h\tl rlt •(·,ttl••, 1\~11· " \\'!1 tl is 111•'-' 
dliltllllt l•tl' llioll l \ Ill II~ !11 l.·at ll b Llt,tl J "'Il l I ld I 
lilt 1 111 11\ wd ,•flf""'t n•·c··· ~~ tnh lh i11~ n •It! 
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Since Amnesty is •rndeniably a left of cente r orga­
uizution, the question na turally a rises: does this dis­
position seriously affect its actions as well as its princi­
ples? H e re the crucial test is simple: does Amnesty 
display a greater zeal for exposing the sins of right 
wing regimes tl1an those of left wing (particularly 
Corrum.1nist) dictatorships? Is Amnesty's work as truly 
dispassionate. objective, and evenly distributed as it 
asserts? 

After surveyi11g the evidem.:e, [ clo not believe that 
Amnesty practices a systema tic double standard . To 
its enduri11g credit. Amnesty's concern appears to be 
l!en nine ly universal. I t adopts hundreds of prisone rs 
iu the Com111unist countries, and iutervenes for dis­
·cntcrs in tbe USSR, but for rPasons pnrlly beyond its 
control. but partly well within its power, Amnesty does 
not always attain an ideal hnlaut·e and impartia li ty. It 
is nJut'h easier for Amnestv to obtain infotmation about 
repression in aul horilari;n rightist cow1b·ies than in 
totalitarian leftist countries. 

Amnc ty shunlcl not, of course. lw hlamed for this 
cou tinuing difficulty. It is ~imp ly a facl nf world politic;s 
that right wing rl!gimcs are nsunlly less insu latecl nnd 
mor<.: sust:eptible than COII1111llllist dictatorships to 
prcssllrl' from a prrdtJmiunnlly \Vestern, liberal, 
lmmnnitarian mon·ment. H11t the resulting dispropor­
tion in Amnesty'~ rl~porting and acti\' ities is ' 'Cxing, for 
it inevitably promotes n distorted perception o£ the 
trot· dimt'nsions of political rcpres~ion in the world. 

Six Suner Soothers.! A I 
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SPORTSDA Y REVISITED 
Manjula Padmanabhan 

THE RE are people who thrill to the sound of small 
feet patte rin l!; across sports fields. They cheer as 

their toddler breasts the tape and record the passage of 
the rears by the sizec; of damp canvas shoes grown out 
of. Fondly they linger over the smell of sweaty littl(• 
tee-shirts grimy with reddish dust. 

Undoubtedly, it was this group of p eople wlto 
gathered for my nephew's Jun ior School Sports D ay. 
As we approached the sports fie ld, the fi1sl impressil>n 
made was that a vast c·onferencc of Proud Parents Inc:. 
had been convened; Indians, Americans, Europeans 
and otJ1er aliens, all sharing the common bond of 
parenthood, swarmed the a rea. An intoxicating blend 
of perfume and after-shave lotion smote one's o lfactory 
senses within a hundred yards of the g littering con­
gregation. P a1·enls could be observed silting, standinl!, 
fluffing out the iJ· children's ha ir, or just rushing around 
in nervous anticipation. An undercurrent of excitement 
hummed polilel)' 0\'Cr all. 

High-Society Partnls . .. -

In the best traditions of Sports Day, the sky was a 
dizzy blue ·and the sun incredibly brilliant. Hot per­
spiring children could be observed being dragged off 
the fi eld in hvslcrics. bv mothers in floating d1iffon 
who comforted thcm witi1. "1 know, darling. he pushed 
,-ou down and you couldn't y::in,'' or .. Yes. you'll c-osn:· 
Srst ne.xt vear.'· One> father, noticeably N·n·ous dnl'in!!; 
h is son·s ·race, was overheard commenting casu :\11~ · 
after, "You k··now, the child who wins the race is usuallr 
the tardiest at home or in school." 111osc parents who 
knew each other socialized between C\'ents. main!~ 
dio;cw;sing their ofl'springs' performances on th~ turf. 
.. My little boy's very shy really:· said Ollf' motht•t• 
patting the !H•ad of ,\ sm,ll. rather P"'''!' hnv ... lit· 
S:l'r~ hc fc ·els had 111 run tlw ra< 1 \1 itJ1 :dl tl.r· othvr,: 
0;10 tall ltH>tlH'r sp1•nl most ol tlw tnonttW.! walkirt\! 
hriskly up and clown appnr<."ntly unnblc:- to stand ill!' 
strain nf watchi w.: hn pro~(·ny JWrfonn. 

At the pop of the starter's gun, the auclient·e cnll ­
gcaled in common tension, stoically bonw in silcm•t' 
One Italian motlwr could not r<:'.slrnin herself lronl 
c.·alling out enC.i)lll'tl~t·tnents to he r son unci rcee i\'t'd a 
volley of disappmving ~l:m('rs at lwr 11:1 t'l'tnly lw 
Jaa,·iom. J'.m:nts whose c:hilclnm had \\ n 11 a rac:n l o~l 
no time in spr~allintt; til<' nt ws nrr\\md '' ltilt• tilosl' l l·~~ 
forlun:He n·nJark1·d in lo\\t'll'd l"tll'' "Oh 111\ 

rl·I'J!!Irtrors \P·r • • ,,., t ! l .. 'lt1pnintr•t1 tl11 ~ ln•u - th •1 h .,j 
\\'On first pri/l'S ,It ti l<' [lo;l '-(ltlll , ,\ h1 I 111111111• I II 

foreigners hcin~ pn·:.~•••~. u.dioual ,t..lllint• ub t.lt• lti,.!l• 
11111'iliL' th·· C ltlirll! n,, .,,, . .~ I' (I' l n. ill,t.:·w \\l:i" 
n'q~tircu ltall-nab·d hovx lq IH' drt·•h::d 1)\ dt(' li11i,,l 

ing line, an Euglis!J boy streaked in to the finish well 
ahead of the rest ; upon which one fathe r standing 
nearby noted with n superior sneer, ''These foreign 
children a re all made to dress themselves- that's why 
they can do it better than out· boys." 

...• Ar1t/ tlleir Children 

Possibly Lhc hc~t heh:.l\·ed mcmhcrs of the gathering 
\\'ere the C'hildr<'n thc1mch-cs. Th<'y sal in small self­
contained clu.;ters around their respective teachers, 
dutifully u·ooping off in oeat files . A few twitched in 
nervous anticipation . others fidgeted quietly, but by 
:1nd largt! they remained perfectly manageable and co-

\.kr 'r\ t?~Rc\'S!S LW,e ~\INE 1 

\\'S P... ?LcP.,SU.~E. ~o L.OSE 

''pnativ(•. Tlwi r JI<IH' rrts coucem only rnanifcstc·d itself 
ill thf'ir dntlws Em:uwip:tll·d rrom tlw Ollf'-tinle regime· 
nf Spnrts Uniform-.. pan•t~lo; hnrl 1)1Wiously onl-dont' 
llll'n,-.,t·l", rn .tlliling 1!11 ir c·hiltln·11 suilahly for tlw 
"', tll 'I hl·rc· \lt·rc ~lrt•>~Jtllill t'd tlJlCII-knit h • t·-~hirts 
r·ri~p m·J,n slltlr[-.. llltlh wl1it1• phvsnitc; rimu1C'd with 
11·d .,,,,J l,llll' 111rl r·lll\'a' silO<'~ in ~ ttl ~!tape:- :mel "'"''" 
r) 1 1 I 1 I 11 ' ,\11.\ 1 11 II 'fJ, 
I.J,J., .. u,tl•h It 1\ -d lwnr' .md L '11111[11'1 ••rnJ,Jatolll'd 
"'"" a l.an~:II<Hl I \\O ·\llwJit·\rr l!rrf,. ''"''h idt•nlic·al 
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I-lOW TO DENATIONALISE 
Nicholas Ridley, M.P. 

THIS may seem a forlorn moment to write about 
denationalisation. With the air full of threats to 

take over this, that, and the other industry, of 
National Enlerprise Boards. and of every other soxt of 
'.Ved~:vood-Bennery, the public sector is clearly more 
likely to increase than to contract. Nevertheless at this 
same time a new and ugly defect o£ n::ttionalisation is 
making itself clear to all: the open ended commitment 
to excessive wages in the nationalised industries. Those 
who recognise that huge wage settlements a re a pro­
duct of inflation, not a cause, find it difficult enough lo 
explain how to deal with wages in the public sector. 
An end to overheating in the economy, and a slacken­
ing of demand in the labour market, will clearly, in 
time, curb privatf' sector wage demands : bul there is 
notl1ing in this that will bring immedia te pressure to 
bear in the coal mines. I t ma y well be that mounting 
un~mployment and stagnaut wages in the country as 
a whole would take a long time to moderate public 
sector wage demands. i{ indeed it ever did. 

Mr. ll eath, finding mining wages would not respoud 
to market forces, rcsl)rtccl to central , statutory contn>l. 
\Vithont the apparatus of a Communist St.tte to hack 
ttp his dictat, the policy failed. The a ltemnti,·es in the 

long run are e ither denationalisation, or the full vigour 
of a Communist "incomes policy", including Factory­
Police et al. 

What l believe to he both possible and practical is 
to break the monopolies held by the N.C.B., the D.S.C., 
the B.A.B. and others. This monopolistic feature should 
he offensive even to socialists, and it is the rool cause 
of much of lhe power of the wreckers. It is of course 
an essential ekmcot in keeping such industries nation­
alised at all If the private sector may compete on fair 
terms, it will win such competition in the end, provided 
it is not hindered by subsidy or political discrimination. 

The political case in favour of allowing anyone to 
mine coal, or make steel, or fly aeroplanes, subject to 
government regulation on safety and safety alone, is 
overwhelming. Arguments of economic freedom, in­
creased competition, greater freedom of customer 
choice, all combine in a policy which is not dogmatic, 
to make this an attractive suggestion, which it would 
be very difficult to resist politically. 

ll is only when those who work in these industries 
want to be in the private sector that the policy of 
"reprivatisa tiou" can succeed and prevail. The views 
of the British Steel Corporation in this respect are now 
pointing the \vay. 
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swathe- of lung bltmd hair in pony-tails, shimmMed 
discreetly in sequined tee-shirts patterned with Red­
Indian headdresses. Several little girls appeared bash­
fully daring in cut-away sun-suits. and a vast number 
of boys sported caps many size.~ too l::trge, with the 
names of their fathers' companies holdly displayed. 

1'/s Cli111w: 

l rc dic:lth:; . tlw ilr•rtt wl•i<·h stole> the show w:h tlw 
Parents' Tiace. Amid vodferous protests of old-age, 
over-weight ancl unsnitab),, ntlirc·. ahout a hundred 
malllas and paptlli \\'ere coerced onto the field . Th<'y 
were paired ofF and one partner of eacb pair was to 
stand in the middle of the field, holding a book. The 
rest, at the starting linC' were to run up Lo their p art­
ners. plnee thL' l10oks un tht•ir lwads, an d walk unn-in­
:ll'lll to tlw fi11isl 1. Itt galt• ; of d c;ligh tcd l:l tt!.!htLr. the 
dlild rc:u "' .tldwd tlrdr p~Ht•nts spring forwurd in two 
or lhn •t· fal-;r~ s t:1rt~ . U llt' t ': l\.!t'r Eutup l•,tu lnut L•·r. h ;ll't·· 
f l(li utl ,., .. ll'h ·~ .r d" , lilldt ·t"•Ht:h l\ al• ricl " r·d. 
tl: t'·t t: ,! lull.,,, .ttl· '" t td I • • '' · •, ,, • 
th<d llo~ • rat r lwd tt; ol l )('f,;l\11, \ \'l1t:t1 t l fi l r. t ll} l.!,l ll of! i ll 

~ ~ :.• 1,1 " 1 . • cHt p zt i,·ipa tiw! m :dt· said thou~llllfnll v 

'ltw !' t tl'> .trt' ndt\'!, rl !>l't' lll'. ·an,! dll'll ' " '" ' ' .lii•lt'h 
,11 1 !1 t, '•• I ll 1 1• poll fll!lt~ 11\ll, l h;d \\)It'll it 

came to the second half of the race, "the wives le l their 
husbands down." The hilarity was shared all round as 
some parents scarcely made. it to the end, convulsed 
with mirth. In moments of heedless abandon, they even 
helped along contestants in distress. Carefully coiffed 
hair-pieces hung rakishly askew, high-heeled sandals 
lay carelf'ssly strewn on the grass and rawsilk ties were 
impalieutly lu~gctl 10<1Sr' n:. c;ouplcs s truge;lcd lo\van.J 
the tmteh-lirll' all h11t holdin{( tl1c ir hooks down on 
thoir heads. They rctumecl. flu~hecl with the novelly 
of it all, hrl"athless, dishl'vclecl, and curiously reju­
venated. 

Tl1e morning t-ndecl with an uneventful T eachers· 
Novelty Hace and ice-cream for all the children. A 
general up-ri o;iu.g, scraping back of chairs and calling 
o ttl of fnwwPlls atlf' l\<i('d the ('(Jtll'ln ~lon of formalitiC''i 
Th<' rC' was a preliminary <·(JrtfnsL:d shufl lc-. a :> pnr<'n l'> 
~ropC'd amon ~ :he ~uclth·nlv d i<:or~aniu·cl Hocks 1)£ 
·hildn •n lo pit 'k n11~ fl.r·i r nwt•. HIJ(l .; '.:( rent I'XOd tr ~ 
>llr~ft•d trw.-:m l -; 1 i lftl" •d lh<' tw" • \lh \II llw ~.·nr~ 
,,'.,!,f,uf )fl• lllf ,,f' t" t l fi~tJL~ 
tlo ttdl 11 r!..ut drift" or..{!, I• trJ r•cl ,,:1 iJJ .t t .nd} ·n,,. 
c• ro,,·d•; d i~JH ' r~c" l lf•:t vitl ~ 1 n lv ~>m pl\' H'~"-·•n:arn <'llj)'i, 

\ l :' l ll, )1, .. I • t ~ { f ,,. • • ''.~I ,... \ ' l I 
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Reviews 
DETENTE AND UBERTY 

Saklwroo Speaks edited and with a Foreword by 
Harrison Salisbury; (Collins and Harvill Press, 
London; £3.) 
So/;:;hcllitsyn: A Documentary Record Edited anu 
with a u Introduction hy Leopold L abedz; ( Pen ­
guin Books; 50 p.) 

I N October 1973, more than twenty Wesl European 
intellectuals signed and publi.shed a statemenl de­

claring that vital principles of intellectual freedom were 
in uangrr of being ncgleeted at the Conference on 
Security and Co-operation in Ew·ope which Russin 
was trying to hustle through. They said 'vVe h ope for 
growing political detente, but so far attempts to achieve 
tl1is have in fact hecn accompanied by a worsening in 
the cultural siluatiou both within the. countries of 
<.'astern Europe and in their relations with the W est ... 
Jntellec:.'lual co-operation and mutual understanding 
will remain empty slogans unless minimum conditions 
of cultural freedom are observed in all countries con­
cerned." (The Times, London October 12, 1973 ) . 
Among the signatories were men like Raymond Aron, 
Denis de Rougement, Ctinter Crass, and Leopold 
Labcdz. 

The hub of the matter is that while Russia accepted 
- an agenda for the Geneva talks which includes refe r­

ences to hum:m rights and "better conditions for in­
creased cultmal and educational eJtchanges, for 
broader clisscmin:\lion of information, for contacts bet­
ween pr.oplc", nnd for the solution of hwnaoitarian pro­
blems," on the other haucl it has insisted that co­
oper::~ lion should be "carried out on the b asis of respec~. 
£or the sovereignty, laws and customs of each country, 
a euphemism for its totalitarian system. 

Is the quest for detente, then, reconcilable witl1 sup­
port for individual liberty in Russia? No more autho­
ritat ive opinion on this subject can he expressed than 
the onc Dr l\cldrci Sakh:uov, the dislinguisltod nuclear 
pltyo;ilist and spokesman for Russia's Human Rights 
Mo\'(.'OH' nt did in an interview he gave to \Vcstcrn 
correspondents at his Moscow fiat on August 21, 1973. 
"D etente without drmocratization, a rapprochmcnt 
w11cn the \Vest in fact accepts our rules of the gamE' 
in this procl.'ss of rapprochment, such a rappro<'h(>­
ment would he \'erv dangerous in tl1at respect, and 
wouldn't <;Oln· nrn- of the world's problems, and would 
mean simply a c::tpitulntion to our rc,\1 or e'(ar,geralt'd 
s trength. It would mcnn an attempt to trade, to get 
is'wl t us ga' aud uil, ttt•tdecli n~ 311 other asp1:C'ts nf !Ill' 
Jll'llhlr•cm I think it '~ ' ' "f\' rbn~t·rous. 

l)v l ill('r:tlln~ onrst!lvcs from problems we c •.t ~t 'l 
~ulvu Olll':,l..'k,:!;, \n.: euultl C:OIIL'i.mtr;lt~ on ac:cumulalin l!; 
strf n '!th :md ns .t rc•sttll. l'ltl' whole world wnultl h · 
d t ~a rnwd ami facto~ our lltt<.'OntroliRhk h11rc~:nwratlc 

ctpp:mltu.). l thinl that detente without any qualifica­
tions, accepting our rules of the game. would be very 
had. 

'That would he I..'Uitivation and encouragement of 
closed countries, wltcrc everything tl1at happens goes 
unseen hy foreign eyes b ehind a mask that h ides its 
real face. No unc should dream of having such a 
neighbour, and especially if this neighbour is a n lled 
to the teeth. I suppose most western politicians under­
stand this ~md it has alrextcly been confirmed at the 
I fclsinki C(lnfe:rencc, tho.L detente has to take p lace 
with simultane1ms liquidation of isolation." This is the 
Associnlccl Press account as published in full in Tl1e 
Time~ of September 5, 1973. 

Ju collec.:tinp: i.n one vol11me the more important of 
Sakhru·ov's writings and statements on social, legal and 
political suhjccls, including his famo us essay Progress, 
Coc:cistcnce and lntellectual F'reedom, Mr H arrison 
Salisb11ry has rendered a service. They cover the period 
from 1S168 to 197·1. l l is forcww·d drscribcs how the 
physicist bt>c:alllc a fighter for human rights ~ the most 
daunting of circumstances while Sakharov s own In­
troduction provides a useful annotation to the docu­
mf'n ts bes ides a d etaiJed Pxposition of his own \'iews. 
H & writes. "The position of thoso who, beginning with 
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Freed(lm First 

the lrials of Sinya,·sky and Danie l Ginzburg anu 
Galankskov, have struggled for justice as they under­
s tand it can probably be compared with the position 
of the world-famous apolitical organization 'Amnesty 
international.' In any democmtic country the question 
of the legality of such activity could not eve n arise. 
In our country, unfortunate!)' tbis is not that case. 
Dozens of the most famous po litical trials and Jozet~:o 
of p risoners in psychiatric hospitals of the pt·ison type 
provide a grap hic dem ons tration of this. 

''In recent years I have leam cd a great cl(•a l about 
Soviet juridical practices, through attending tr ials ami 
receiving inf unnation ahout the course of similar 
tria ls in othe r dties ( besides roscow). 1 have also 
le~mcu a great deal about conditions in p laces of con­
finement : about malnutritiou, pitiless fonna lism, and 
repressions against prisoners. In several sta te ments 1 
called the attention of world public opinion to this 
problem, which is vitally important for the 1,700,000 
Soviet prisone rs and indirectly has a deep inAuence on 
many important aspu:ts of the m oral and social life of 
the whole couutry. ]/woe Ollpcolecl , unci/ again appeal . 
to oil intr mational organisation.&; cortccrned with tllis 
problem - and Pspccinlly to the international Red CI'OS'> 

- tu nl)(llldOn their polky of IW il - iHtervel!fion in tiiC 
ilttenud aUairs of the socialist cOu 11lries as rc~artls 
d efending lwmm1 ri~llfs ancl tv IIUIItifc.~ l tlu· utma\t 
pcrsisti 'IWC'. 1 hnve a lso !'poke11 out on the ino;tiluti'"' 
o f 'c.'onditional re lease with ohligalOT)' assigumcnl tn 
labour.' which in a p olitical setN' rt presents a 'c'sligc• 
of the Sta linist sys te m of mass forced labour, and whith 
is very frighteuing in n social St"nse. I t is clifflcult even 
to imagine the nightmnre of tht' harrncks fo r tlw 'c()u­
ditionall>' releas<>d pt•rsons,' with ;l)m,>st geuc ral 
drunkenness, Iistfi ghts, throat-slitting. This system hao; 
broken the lives of many people. The prese rvation o l 
the camp system and forced labour is one of the reasons 
why extcnsiv(> regions of the country arc off-limits fot· 
foreigne rs. It would app<>ar that the rcnlizatiou of <~II ) 
\I I CC't'S~fu l intl'mational co-opt•tation in dt'velopin~ ou r 
v<.'ry rich resoun·es is impos-i hl t• withPul tl w .d,.,li,IJ 
tnt•nt t~f lhi~ svsletn. 

''Another problem that has claimed uty attention in 
rC'cent ye~u·s is thal of the psychiatric reprec;sions ust'd 
by organs of the KGB as an importa n t ~wxili<try 11wa11' 
of stifling and frighte ning dissenters. There is no doubt 
as to the tremendous social da nger ot this phenomenou. 
The documents brought togethe r in th is collection re­
fle<:t my striving to call attention lc) this sc·t of prohletnl>." 
( italics mine) 

r have set nn t the,w· t'011llllf'11h ill r•rlt'lf~n a tlvi~edl v 
lor tltt'\ ' ' r:n np "ia~harm \ "wl- 11' l!u'"·L Puc• ol JJ,;. 
~.·nndndin~ dnlllll1''1th 111 the • c·nll•·< 111111 t\ .111 qtpc•.d 
d.ttvcl l ,\11 11 ,tr~ 'i 1!., l 'tilt ~:d It teo •1!:. • ,. It• 1 

in•• !111 "''' It 1' .1 I kc-l.uallcu• 1111 :'nlr.llllllh) 11 ,tllcl 

,illc • d •pilo• 11111 de 111 1 I !111 ·'I 111 I 1 1
1 J, llltlilt<' ,\llcl 

lu, k '"" ' '"'" ·"' not t:trc· ph"ll<ln H·t•t tlw11 (·l~tlltll<'llh 
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on the writer's right bear recalling: ''The right of an 
author to write and publish tha t which is dictated by 
his conscience and duty as an a rtist is one of the most 
basic in civilised society. This right cannot be limited 
by national houndarics. A fortiori, the opportunity to 
set such li mit.~ cnunot he given to the. AJl-U11ion Agency 
for the Protection of Copyright, that allegedly social 
organization which in fact performs the functions of 
political censorship and currency speculation on an 
author's work. 

'"\Vc arc COII\inced there are no leg:1l ground~ fnr 
prosecuting Solzhenitsyn for his having published his 
new book The Gulag Archipelago, abroad, just as thcrc · 
arc no grouncls for prosecuting anyone for sim ilar acts. 
We know, howeYf!r, tha t in ou1· ~la te prosecutions are 
possible t'\'en withont such grounds. We call 111JOI1 

honest people throughout the u;o,.fc/tn resist this danger 
- lo protect tile pritle of Russian mul world cultw·e, 
Alexander Sof:::.ltenitsyn."" 

Leopold Labcdz, the E ditor nf Survey, is one of the 
most erudite scholnrs of the \Vcstcm Communist 
, ,Vorld. Il is cc.>llcc:tion of documents on Solzhenitsyn 
a lon e testifies to l1is expertise', so carefully chosen are 
they. Ther ~pan the period from Solzhenitsyn's re­
habilitation on February 6, 1956. by tbe Supreme Court 
oi the USS R, to his banishmeut on F ebruary 13, 1974 . 
' l11e volume end~ " ·iLh Sn.kharov·s 010\'iug worth: 
"Solzhcnitsrn is a writer who l1a~ shone a brillinnt l i~ht 

lllllsic i11 Iri s e11rs 
This enthralling sound of water 
gushing out of a Jyoli pump­

This vibrant sound of clear grains 
surging f rom a Jyoti Thresher 

Both tbese are exhilarating experiences 
for a Kisao and a Kisan's joy is J yoti's reward • 

.JYOTI VERTICAL TURBINE PUMP 
.JYOTI MILLET THRESHER 

~"' b ~<ROd ~ Jyod Umi""' .....,. l 

Freedom First 

on our life, our social disgrace and on the historica] 
roots of Qur country's troubles. TI1is part of Solzhenitsyn 
doesn't depend on where he lives and writes. Eviction 
from his native soil and native language is a tragedy 
for any human being - but especiaUy for a write r . . . 

'The pro-Soviet p ress would describe Solzhenitsyn 
as an embittered immigrant, who doesn·t deserve atten­
tion. Such treacherous accusations bave already begun. 
But he should not see a repetition of the historical sin 
of tlte so-called progressive commttnity of the twenties, 
thirties a11d forties who didn't understand m1d didn't 
hea,. fh c truth about what wos happening in Russia 
d11ring those years." 

~Ir Labedz has in e ffect compiled a White Book on 
the persecution oJ SolzhenilS) n. No important docu­
men t j o; omitted_ whether from a rriendly or from a 
hostile sourc(>. His Introduction is a masterly summing 
up of the man and lhe writer : " In the Soviet context 
his historica l as well as lit ~r;uy ~ignificance cannot b e 
exaggera ted. llc is the Grst g1·cat Russian write r to 
emerge after tlte Hevolution \\·hose humanity cnn be 
t•OsYlpared to that of T olstoy, his awareness of suiT ering 
to that of Dosloytvsky. his lack o l sen tin.entality to 
that of Chdd1uv Hi <> \tvlc ma, seem old-fashioned in 
the light of lite rary de\ elopmcnts C?lsewhere, hut not 
111 the conttxt of the histcrical development of the 
H11ssian languoge nnd li teratmr-, or imlf'ecl in the 
gc>mmd <:onr~e nf EuropC'<m Clllturc>. A11d who <:on tell 

• r..,l llll .o • llul o!i • J,..J,, • ',J 11 11 

,, • "· " t • I • • 



Freedom F iN;t 

what e£fect it will have on his readability a hundred 
years hence?" 

But, of course, Solzhenitsyn is much more than a 
g reat writer. H e has been an indomitable fighter for 
freedom in a land where dissent is treason. This distinc­
tion he shares with Sakharov. As Labedz records, 
"When the long drawn out ·case No. 24' conducted 
by the KGB finally led to the suppression of the Moscow 
·samizdaf publication, Ch-ronicle of Current Event$, 
there were only two dissidents who, because of their 
world-wide fames, could effectively pw·sue the strug­
gle: Solzhenitsyn and Sakharov. Both of them have 
risen to the occasion magnificently: in ringing tones, 
they denounced the arrests, psychiatric 'treatment" am1 
other for111s of repressiou which have taken such a toll 
among their friends in the So\'iet Union. They let tJw 
world know in a way which no one else could match 
about the other side of detente and in doing so they 
disregarde-d completely any personal risks involved in 
such a frontal challenge to the Soviet authorities:· These 
are examples lovers of liberty the world over would 
forget onlv at their p eril. 

A. G. NooRAI\t 

OUTSTANDING WORK 

Change Without War by Alastair Buchan ( Chatto 
& Wind us, London, £2.25 ) 

··w Ail is the continuation of politics by other means 
used to be a fashionable dictum to quote at one 

time. And the Second World vVar was a demonstration 
of its bloody truth on a global scale. HowPvcr, with 
the eulerge11ce of the United States and Soviet nussia 
as super ~powers in the last ten years or so, the very 
nature of world politics has 11ndergone such a com­
plete transformation that another world war could end 
not onlr in the ex1ermination of the two super-powers 
but also of the rest of the world with them. 

it is this fatefu l decade ill the history of mankind 
that Alasti.li.r Buchnu drnh with in his Clw11gr Vlitholll 
Wctr. The book c:on~ists of ~ix half-hour Reith Lectures 
broadcast hy him on the B.B.C. in 1973, broughl 
upto-date .in the context of the fourth Arab-Israel war 
and the subsequent crisis sparked off by the Arab 
embargo on supplies of oil to Europe and the Unitt>d 
State-S. Modestly described by the author as "the l·eflec­
tions of one man upon the foreseeable problems of 
world politics and order··. the book is .a work of out­
staut.ling scholarship by no less a mao than the presenl 
Profl..'ssor of International Relations at Oxford t fniVC'r­
s ity. 

Tilt' ..:mergenu; of the two super-powers on tile 
wprld stn~c· ic; not the only n·a•mn wh y W:l t P VI•n 111 1 , , 

smalle r .~c:ale, is betx1ming unthinkuhlv tiS tile L•(mt inua­
tion of politics by other means. There a re a 11urnber of 
ol lh I' !'. 11!-il"'\ w l.it h hnvl l ffl' f'kd •,[ J tu.'lll ral <.'hangt·~ 
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in the relative power :mel inAuence of major states. 
Amoug these n.re, to quotC' Buchan. '•the decline of 
Amcricau dominance within the Wcstem world and of 
influence elsewhere; the rise of I he Sovie t Union to a 
level ut equal or greater strategic power; the re­
c>mergcncc of China as an independent great power; 
the vast increase in tlw j apanese economic strength; 
the slow coherence of the European Community .. .''. 

The structural changes have been comp1icated hy 
the highJy armed Sino-Soviet confrontation; the new 
triangular political relationship between the United 
States, the Soviet Union and China; tJ1e similar econo­
mic re lationship b etween the United States, Emopc 
antl Japan; and by the Arab-Israeli war which sent the 
le<1 tlers of Western Europe countries, currying for 
favour of the oil-produci11g Arab world at the risk of 
straining their Transatlantic relation to a breaking 
point. 

lt is a measure of the complexity of international 
rclatiom today that, despite all. the United States and 
the Soviet Union should find a co-incidence of interests 
leading them to a detente looked upon by America's 
European allies with suspicion. 

Of special interest to (ndia is the chapter on 
''Mainta ining Peace in Asia··. It is in thi~ part 
of the book that the author makes the general 
thesis of his "Change Without ' Var"look like a consum­
mation to be devoutly wished for. List<•n to Lhc author 
himself speUing out the problem of peaceful co-eX"ist­
ence among the many and \'aried national states in Asia : 
"Two big questions for the later twentieth century 
therefore are whethe r the different regions of Asia can 
develop and assert their own pattem of order. all(.! 
w hethe r the great p owers can agree on some tacit 
ground r11les of beh:wio11r to govcm the conflict of their 
interests". Frankly, the answer to both the questions 
is an emphatic "no". Sample the following observation 
made by Buchan himself in this context: 

"It (Asia) is a much vaster area; it includes enom1011~ 
statPs and smaiJ states, prosperous and poverty-stricken 
c IJI111lrics, fie rce .wd gt·rtllc [)('Opll', societies alirnatc-cl 
I rCJm each other b) genernli011~ nf hostili~, :\ rabs and 
lsracUs, Pathans and SiJ...hs. ,\nnamesc and Cochin­
chinese ... ''. So much lor the prospects of different 
rcgions of As in asserting their own pattern of order! 
And now what about the ground rules to contTol the 
great power interests in Asia? Listrn to tlw author 
:~gain: "Of great power·. the oviet U nio11 is obviouslv 
"c·<>king to All those' aC'ua ldl by the retreat of W estern 
!)f)Wt·r in ~nch a w.i~ a~ to c:ontain thl" expanc;ion of 
Chi11c:>sc 10Anence and su-;tain her own claml to he n'­
c.crclc·cl ·'~ ;t 11111\t "''' fi0\\1.' 1 •• Thl'll ••!!alii. ' ( 'hina 111 
p.lrl i•lll tr \\ lnr•l ln·Pd fc'r vc•·lf'~ with tltC' nighhnar(' nl 

\1 11 rH .• l c; itn.tsi•Jll now ll'.tl'~ llw pos:.dHhl) 111 l'"' 
).!_rc·.•l .1 tt•cluc:IHm ,,f -\r t1Lric:1n tOII1 1tlllrm 11l 111 lftl ' ,1 t l '.t 

1 · r• .;.1111 of tl11 , !de I 'l't'l'dont ,f :tdinn it'' nuld ~1\1 
II., ..... , ,, .. l )II"'' \ ttl ld t.tl l!,ttt·~ , .. , ( .lti lt .l u.nc·~ ror 

Fn cclnm fir.« 

many smaller countries. So the United States may 
remain more deeply concerned with the politics of Asia 
than her people wou ld prefer or her economic inter­
ests in the area justify". 

The author goes on to nrld: "Both in the Arab-Tsraf'l 
balance and in the Arab-Western balance, the external 
powers will he mut'h to blame if events get beyond tltcir 
control having used a.nns as the currency of influence". 
And 6nallr: ~It remains true that the prospect of change 
without war in Asia d epends crucially on the policies 
of the external powers". 

Itt the concl uding chapter, the author speculates on 
the shape of things to come. He does not think the 
super power detente will go hcyond limited under­
standings. As for Russia and China. the cold war be­
tween tJ1e two wiJI freeze into a cold peace. Japan will 
he largelr independent. And "Europe ... must gradu­
ally ac-quire the political characteristics of a single 
great power." Thus there w11l be five great powers in 
the world. but only the first three will have strategic 
capabilities. And these three will determine the fa te of 
the world in the last quarter of this century. For, as 
Buchman writes further on: "Yet staring us in the face 
is nn inescapable fact: the mutual v11lnerability of our 
'iOcicties. We may have become accustomed to living 
with the existence of weapons of mass destmction but 
the weapons still exist and grow in quantity; as long as 
this is so, nuclear war. which would make desert of the 
world. cannot be mled out". 
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WITH MANY VOICES 
"The deep 

Moans round with many voices. Cornel my friends, 
'Tis not too late to seek a newer word." 

-Tennyson. 

You talk so much about compassion amllove. Why 
don' t you show some? 

-Mrs Madalasa Narayan to Vinoba Bhave 
quoteci in Times of India, March 15. 

The ·cool' of Indira Gandhi hides a great deal of 
p anic. 

-Romesh Thapar in Economic &Political 
Weekly, February 1975. 

If we abandon our allies, we will be saying to all the 
world that war pays. Aggression will not stop, rather 
it will increase. 
-President Ford quoted in US News l.- World Report, 

1\llarch 17. 

Before the split there were a few tl1ieves, but today 
the entire co1.mtry is being ruled by thieves. 

-Morarji Desai in Times of lnd·ia, March 8. 

It was the F1·cnch sociologist Raymond Aron who 
made the perspicacious cpmment that the gJeat intel­
lectual attraction of i\Iacrism in the d evelop ing coun­
tries was that it enabled them to blame on others what 
were in fact the consequences of theu· own misgovcm-
mcnt. 

-CoHn Chtrk in The Inte-rcollegiate Review, 
Summer 1974. 
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Add~t· · . . 

.! g,.n. t •• 

The best and definitely most Indian joke I have heard 
recently is the one about the tower that the Narangs 
are constntcting on top of Bombay's Ambassador H otel 
nnd which is to be named the Leaning Tower of MISA. 

- Dusybee in '1'he Illustrated W eekly of India, 
.March 30. 

I shut my mind when Mr Barooah ( JP could not be 
such a bore if he could think up a name like the court 
jester ) or Mr Rajni Patel start with 'As otu· dear Prime 
Minister has said .. .' 

-13usybee in The lllusfratecl W eekly of Tndia, 
March 30. 

Eventually, what ca11 Mrs Gandhj say that Mr Nehru 
has not said before? 

-Busybee in Tlte Illustrated W eekly of India, 
March 30. 

He ( Palkhivala) is 'a clever speaker, tJ10ugh I think 
Mr Minoo Masani is cleverer and Mr J. H. D. Tata tlte 
cleverest of all. 

-Husyl>ce in The lllttstratecl W eekly of India, 
March .30. 

All that reall y counts these days is money. 
-Aristotle Onasis quoted in Titne, March 24. 

Gifts neither make people eternally dependent uor, 
for that matter, eternally grateful. 

-Wm. F. Uuckley Jr in National Review, 
November 8, 1974. 

One> n tnn';; past is another man·~ pOt~on . 
- The Economist. i\•1 arch 8. 

How much I co11ld have done for my country had I 
been gh·L n ft~st ·musical freedom·. 

- Soviet Cellist Mstislav Rostropovich in 
Tfme. March 17. 

Sc>··ious pul!t iciaus do not rem:\ in benevolent on tk· 
h:tc.:k hl' tll'hl"> lor e 1 l'l'. 

-Til(~ Economist. February 22. 
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