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Some startlmg observations ha
ed to him. ' The typical Was ﬂle
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8 The paper’s’ COrTespo dej\t
prakash Narayan’s interpretat

éth Commumst Cbngress trend',ls s 1& tom

the Commumst Party of Indxv_ i
Soviet policies.”  Mr. ]ayapralw(ash is. id to’ ave
“obtained an assurance that the Indlan Commumst
Party would have no truck with Moscow or. Com-
munist parties of other countries.”

. Giving a report of a two-day conference .of the
PSP workers held in JPatna, where M. ]ay:ipnakash
Nardyan is reported to have advocated electoral
adjustments between the PSP and CP, a full page
article”in  the .communist weekly New Age trium-
}phantly gives the following information: “Mr. J. P.
is stated to have remarked that although he continued
to differ from the communists in many fundamental
points, yet he believed that at present a general
heartsearching was going on in the Party...... Mr.
Jayaprakash is reported to have opined that in view
of the ideological differences with the communists,
there could be no united front with them. But he
‘personally’ favoured electoral adjustments with the
Communist Party as in the changed circumstances it
wasg necessary...... But electoral adjustments
should be achieved as a tactic to defeat the Congress
by avoiding the division of opposition votes. He is
also reported to have stated quite categorically that
there could be no ad]ustment with the Jan Sangh or
the Congress.”
A few days later was published the news of the

quhcy of electoral’ ad;ustmtmi:s “be

Congress President’s journey:to. Krishﬂagil'f,v A
“with Mr. Jayaprakash “his l'ei?orted_ suﬁ %

The discussion, it Axs 'fev te
A report pubhshed in ’the 11"'m

ymmunists.
failure

al 3 ayan '.15
‘,Q%(stood to havta stresséd the neéd foflE ﬁf iébfdi‘al
' ) ; ; Tes

ificant ’fg : mte that Mr ]ayaprakash
iyan has. not. yet 1ssued any-authoritative state-
men ; 'lgnfymg hxs views. It is possible that the re-
ports published are garblea or distorted versions of
fthe s’fa'cements that he might have made. In that
case he owes it to his innumerable friends and
admlrers to ‘state in clear terms his position on the
various issues involved in the question and the ad-
vice that he is giving to the workers of the Praja
‘Socialist Party: It is to be hoped that he will make
such a clear statement at an early date. Until then
comments are naturally to be based on pubhshed
reports dnd if they are proved to'be Wrong, the com-
ments will be gladly modified.

Mr. ]ayaprakash Narayan appears to be advocating
electoral adjustments between PSP and CP on the
ground that the return of opposition candidates to
legislatures in the next general elections is desirable
and to secure that purpose a division of opposition
votes should be avoided. It is undeniable that one
single party should not be allowed to monopolise all
seats in legislatures. It is desirable that there should
be in the legislatures a good number of persons hold-
ing different views, standing for different policies and
criticising the defects and wrong actions and policies
of the ruling party. In that case, it will be desirable to
seek adjustments with all opposition parties. If the
purpose is to break the monopoly of the Congress
Party, it will be served better by electoral agree-
ments with al

I non-Congress parties, including the
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agreements may enablé the return of many more non-
Congress vandidates to the legislatures. :
But Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan is opposed to any
such all-embracing electoral adjustment. He is re-
. ported to be opposed. to electoral adjustment with
communal parties, such as the Hindu Mahasabha or
Jana Sangh. This means that he is not merely con-
cerned with the defeat of Congress candidates but
also with some ideological considerations. It is very
*likely that ideological considerations, such as their
Araditional outlook, their opposition to social reforms
and their alliance with vested interests, which pre-
vent him from including the Hindu Mahasabha and
the Jan Sangh in his policy of electoral adjustment.

" .. What then are the ideological considerations which
persuade him to adopt a different attitude towards
communists? * He has spoken of his ideological diffe-
rences with the communists and they -are plain to
anybody who knows anything of Mr. Jayaprakash
Narayan. .How. are the communists then nearer to
him than the Hindu Mahasabhaites or Jana Sanghists?
Are they not as a matter of fact more deadly enemies
of freedom and democracy and of all that Mr. Jaya-
prakash holds near and dear? There may have been
some justification in the thirties to regard the commu-
nists as the defenders of the interests of the people
whose very enthusiasm for their ‘cause has misled
them into wrong paths. That myth was exploded a
long time back. It is now established that they are
the enemies of freedom and the worst exploiters of
the toiling masses. It is moreover clear that they are
‘the obedient tools of a foreign Power. How can any
alliance; with such professed advocates of a creed of
violence--and terror help' the cause of freedom and
democracy? _
There is one more essential question which cannot
be left out of consideration. How can one be sure
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what will be the policies of the communists tomor-
row? If their foreign masters give them new orders
can there be any doubt that they will obey them with-
out hesitation? To be effective, an opposition must
have a common programme, which means that an
electoral adjustment must develop into a united front.
The history of united fronts with communists is re-
plete with instances of how they betray and under-
mine other parties and utilise them for strengthening
their own organisation. %

Mr. Jayaprakash is reported to have opposed a
united front with the communists. He i in favour
of only electoral adjustments. But adjustments do
not remain adjustments. They lead to common
electoral campaigns and naturally, in course of time,
to_common activities on other issues and in other
spheres. If it is right to support a communist candi-
date with votes, how will it be wrong to organise a
campaign in his favour, to support him and his party
in their activities, to invite their support to PSP can-
didates and generally for the two parties to work to<
gether in various spheres? Once the first step is taken;
it will be difficult to avoid the other steps. In any
event, the rank and file members of the PSP will not
understand the subtle distinction and will feel called
upon to join in common activities with the commu-
nists. The doors of the PSP will be thrown wide open
to all manner of infiltration and subversion by the
communists. The experiment was tried in the thirties
in the Congress Socialist Party as it then was. Is it
desirable to repeat the disastrous experience?

Mr. Jayaprakash appears to think that as a result
of the disclosures about Stalin ‘a general heartsear-
ching’ was going on in the Communist Party. Events
will prove that ‘the heartsearching, if any, has not pro-
duced any result. The communists, in India and
elsewhere, will remain what they were, the slaves of
an outworn dogma and the servile tools of an inter-
national conspiracy having its headquarters in Mos-
cow. It is really an irony that while socialists and
liberals in the neighbouring country of Burma are get-
ting disillusioned about communists, socialists in
India should think of cooperation with them. The
experience of U Nu and the Anti-Fascist Peoples
Freedom League of Burma provides a warning which
Indian socialists will ignore only at great peril to
themselves and the freedom of India.
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Notes

diod +ChinéSe i Troops Attack Burma
“gemnnd Lardd wd Dolnte ot b vt
T.was ;regentlye reported that Chinese troops clashed
A with Buirthese Army units in:a six-hour border battle
which resulted in casualties on bothsides. This clash
wds describéd by a:Burmese ‘Army ‘Commander ‘as a
“major engagementio o oo
There hasibeena-dispute over the border territory
between:“Burmavand ' China. ' Besides 'this “major
enagagement”; several clashes between Chinese troops
and Burmese.Army-units have taken place in an area
of -about 120 miles east of Lashio, the terminal point

of ithe: BurmaiRoad !to-China." . «; i i
zcActually; the reports state, the Chinése troops-have
crossed into « Burmese -territory, and- the « leading
~&nglish language’ newspaper ‘of ‘Rangoon the-Nation
reports that “the Chinese Communist forces and Bur-
mese troops today are facing each other at a distance
of only 200. yards'at - many!points” on Burmese ter-
ritory::/The Chinese penetration into Burma has been
admitted by a communique of the Government of
the Union of Burma. ,, The communique stated: “The
actual position, is that some, Chinese. troops have
entered Burmese territory and established putposts on
Union soil in Wa State in close proximity to the Burma
<China border.” The communique further states that
the Burmese government is seriously. concerned with
this development. .
All this means that the communist Government of
China, euphemistically called “People’s Republic,” is
little concerned with Burmese sovereignty over its own
territory. Jf the Chinese Army penetration into
Burma is linked with ‘ghe subversive activities of com-
munists within the heart of Burma whom the former
Burmese Prime Minister U Nu recently described as
“stooges” and “agents” of foreign powers, the picture
'becomes clear. The communists in Burma, with the

help: of . the.Communist Army from China, are bent
upon undermining the freedom and the security of
Burma with a view finally to dragging the Burmese
people under the jackboots of communist dictatorship.

In view' of this grave threat to the freedom and
security of Burma, the Burmese government would
do well to take all necessary precautions not only to
drive the Chinese troops out of Burtnese territory
but also to meet the challenge, successfully, of the
communist “stooges” and “agents” within. The in-
ternal enemy is much the more dangerous of the two.

* U Nu’s Experience Of Panchashila

ON his 49th birthday, the former Prime Minister of
Burma and President of the ruling Anti-Fascist
People’s Freedom League, U Nu, in a 6,000 word “call
to cleanliness” to his party men, warned: “Methods
of planting stooges and agents in small countries is
being increasingly adopted by big countries and by

subversive means -small countries are roped in ...
Our country has a liberal sprinkling of the. "Jé‘ﬁibg'es‘
and ' hirelings. If ‘political power were t6 pass”into
their 'hands, we are in for a fate more dreadful ‘than
the loss of our ‘independence and the ordeal will have
to 'be faced by the AFPFL ‘members more than
others.... Even now AFPFL ‘members aresingled
out for ruthless massacres in areas over which stooges
and hirelings hold their sway.” It is ‘obvious”that
U Nu refers to the communist guerillas’ as* “stodges”
and “hirelings” of big powers. The communist Qﬁéﬁl‘
las are fighting’ the Burmese ‘government ‘aid ‘Bu-
mese people in certain parts of the coutitry’ and thus
undermining Burmese security and stability: -A.few
days earlier, an important anonymous letter was pub-
lished in the well-known Burmese daily newspaper
the Nation under the caption “U Nu Resigns:i-In
this letter, the correspondent made certain disclosures
which have not been denied or disclaimed hy U: Nu
or his colleagues. Quoting a reliable source,ithe:cor-
respondent said that U Nu would résign (the detter
was published a few days before the actual-resigna-
tion) due to “the alleged failure 'of his meutralist
policy .. ..In the past few years U Nu haslaboured
hard ‘to keep away from the entanglement'ofboth
power blocs and, as everybody knows, his-ofie jmain
objective in the field of foreign affairs was to estab-
lish economic and cultural relations with all count-
ries irrespective of political ideologies.” The corres-
pondent points out that the way the Soviet and
Chinese embassies functioned in Burma was extreme-
ly disappointing to U Nu — the embassies would
invite those elements who were hostile to the Govern-
ment to visit Russia and China “on this or that mis-
sion.” According to the correspondent (and he sub-
stantiates this by reliable evidence), “the last straw
which broke U Nu’s back, so to say, was the reported
financial help rendered lavishly by some foreign em-
bassies in Rangoon to many opposition candidates in
the recent general elections.” These opposition can-
didates were either communists or near-communists

and fellow-travellers.

It is thus apparent that Burma is paying heayily for
its neutralist policy. The situation in Burma . makes
one thing clear that the communist powers are no res-
pecters of neutral countries. T hey demand total
submission to their influences and dictates, else they
do not hesitate to undermine the stability and secu-
rity of any country by instigating their stooges te
breed chaos and anarchy from within till the country
falls a victim to communist domination. The.situa-
tion in Burma serves a warning to other Asian coun-
tries who follow neutralist policies. The sad experi-
ence of U Nu about the communist understanding of
Panchashila may soon be the experience of other Asian

leaders.

-

A Victors’ Peace

OVIET-JAPANESE talks over a peace treaty have
again ended in failure. The failure highlights
the fact that, in spite of smiles and sweet wWwords,
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there has been no essential change in, the, foreign
policies of Soviet Russia. . | aiii 4 v vijigs 1

The talks were de_a_&lf cked i)"é(':a'ﬁs‘é' ‘Soviet ,Iﬁussiq
gbstinately refused to, return the Japanese is
seized iduring the war,. That was her position two
years back, and, iin.spite of all the changes that are
supposed .to have taken place in Moscow, still con-
tinues; to be her position. .~ g
1, The.Foreign Minister of Japan, Mr. Mamoru Shige-
mitsu_was, constrained to say that Russia was still
talking the language of a victor country. To refuse
to return the islands “grabbed during the war” was, he
said, ‘real power politics.”

Over a decade has passed since the war ended.
All other countries have signed peace treaties and
established normal relations with Japan. Soviet
Russia has failedto do that so far because she is not
prepared to return to Japan the islands that she is
occupying since the war. ' She insists on Japan giving
up her claim to the islands as a condition precedent
to the signing of a peace treaty. ;

This is a victors” peace which communist Russia is
callously seeking to impose upon Japan. It is a pity
that other 'Asian countries are merely looking on while
one of them is'being subjected to such coercion by
Soviet Russia. - d ’

In The Communist Web

IT is likely that another Asian country, Laos, may
soon fall a victim to clever communist manoeuvres.
A few days back an agreement was reached between
the Royal Laotian Government and the rebel com-
munist Pathet Lao, by which the latter has been re-
cognised as a legal party and assured participation in
government and the army. A coalition government
with communist participation has in many countries
paved the way for a naked communist regime. It is
very likely that the story may be repeated in Laos.

According to the Geneva agreement Pathet Lao
was to surrender to the Royal Laotian Government
and the northern areas held by it were to be incorpo-
rated in the rest of the country. In spite of the
agreement, however, Pathet Lao continued its rebel
activities and refused to surrender.

The result has been this new agreement signed
between the Royal Laotian Government and the
rebel communist organisation. The agreement gives
Pathet Lao the opportunity to spread its tentacles
all over the country, instead of being confined to the
northern areas. This may enable the communists to
gain by subversion what they were not able to get
through armed insurrection.

As a result of the agreement, there is an immediate
change in the international position of the country.
The Royal Laotian Government has agreed not to
enter into any military alliances or to permit military
bases on its territory. This may eventually prove the
first step in the direction of absorption into the com-
munist empire. The latest straw in the wind is the
news that a delegation led by the Prime Minister
is shdrtly visiting China on a “good will” mission.
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Christian-Missionaries

HE Christian Missionary . Activities Committee
appointed by the Madhya Pradesh Government;

d presided over by Mr. Justice Niyogi has-turned
out a report which is manitestly unjust and unfair to
Christian' missionaries working “in ' thé”coutitty, both

foreign and indigenous.- As stated by the Indian
Civil Liberties Bulletin, some of the préfmises it work-
ed on were “wild” and some of the ‘concliisions it
has reached are “reckless.” s wi bodlieeiioi

The wildness of some of the: premises ‘ean :be
gathered from the following sample: & . wiee

“Evangelisation in India appears to be a ;part of
the uniform world policy to revive Christendom
for re-establishing western supremacy and is:not
prompted by spiritual motives. The objective is
apparently to create Christian minority pockets
with a view to disrupting the :solidarity of ithe
non-Christian societies, and the mass conversions
of a considerable section of Adivasis with-the
ulterior motive is fraught with danger toithe
security of the State. if- adaons
The manner in which 'the missionary movement:
' goes on in certain places is’ clearly: intended to:
serve some political purpose in the cold war.”

One of the recommendations made by the Com-
mittee is for the amendment of the Constitution to
restrict the right of propagation of religion only to
citizens of India. The Committee forgets that many
of the Fundamental Rights guaranteed by the Cons-
titution are Human Rights available to all persons®
and not merely to citizens. To restrict the scope of
any one of those rights only to citizens will be a retro-
grade measure. :

There will be no dispute that proselytisers of any
religion should not be allowed to take ddvantage of
the poverty or distress of the people and that con-
versions brought about throughsforce or fraud should
not. only not be recognised but should also be pena-
lised. It is equally incontestable that suitable steps
should be taken against those who under the garb of
religion indulge in political activities.

A few missionaries may have misused their position
and indulged in one or the other kind of objection-
able activity. But it is wrong to generalise on the
basis of a few instances and that is exactly the mis-
take that the Committee has committed. It has
therefore presented a totally wrong and distorted
picture of migsionary activities in the country.

Dr. John Matthai, the Vice-Chancellor of the
Bombay University and the former Finance Minister
of the Government of India, struck the right note
when he said: “No class of foreigners working in
India during the past hundred years have by gnd
large served the country with greater zeal and inte-
rest than missionaries—and whatever their failings,
these are outweighed by what they have done in
the cause of building up a self-respecting and self-
reliant India.” The Governor of Bombay, Dr. Hare
Krushna Mahtab, is also of the same opinion. The
missionaries, he said, “had made considerable contri-
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“butic ';"tggyggds'thefprogré”;;s of the country and'it was
;}i;vrﬁpg{tp‘_jk:gjclgdc ithat they were exploiting. the
‘unsophisticated and uneducated classes in backward
areas. -

~ Regarding the demand for exclusion of foréign

‘missionaries, Dr. Mahtab said that, when the world
“was moving towards one religion, we should not think
-of ‘closing ‘the 'doors against the votaries of any reli-
“giofi'and ‘that! by preventing them from coming to
India‘we Would be doing a great: injustice to the
‘backward classes. i

“There ‘was a time”; said Dr. Matthai, “when India
was a havensof refuge for people suffering religious
persecution in: other, countries, in the same way as
‘England offered an asylum to those persecuted for
political - reasons abroad. Surely, the advent of
independence. is not: going to leave us less tolerant
than we have;been in the past.” : ,

‘We endorse the wise and forthright statements of
the two distinguished statesmen.

: Mr.. Dééhhiukh’s' IDisclosure

'EVERY_BODY. has expressed regret over the re-
ssignation of Mr. C. D. Deshmukh, which has de-
prived the country of:an able and conscientious
Finance Minister. The Tesignation is all the more
regrettable because it takes place on an issue of
sectional -interest. -A person of such high eminence
as Mr. Deshmukh was not expected to represent in
Parliament or Government only the interests of his
particular constituency or linguistic group.

Mr. Deshmukh’s statement in Parliament explain-
ing the reasons of his resignation raises some issues
of grave import. Mr. Deshmukh has made the charge
that the Cabinet does not function on the basis of
collective discussions or decisions, but that decisions
are made®in a “cavalier and unconstitutional manner”
by one individual er by a couple of them. The
charge was denied, but the denial was feeble and un-
convincing.

‘Mr. Deshmukh contended that the decision that
was taken in regard to Bombay was “typical of the
cavalier and unconstitutional manner in which deci-
sions have been taken and announced on behalf of the
Cabinet by certain unauthorised members of the
Cabinet, including the Prime Minister.” He further
charged that the Prime Minister and a couple of other
members of the Cabinet “have arrogated to them-
selves %owers not delegated to them py the Cabinet
as a whole.”

But it is not only on the issue of Bombay or the
reorganisation of States that the Cabinet has func-
tioned in this manner. There are complaints that this
isothe normal method of its functioning. Mr. Desh-
mukh has also admitted the fact by saying that the
way in which decisions on Bombay were taken was
“typical of the cavalier and unconstitutional manner.”
The question then arises: Why did he put up with
it so long? Why was he silent so long? He cannot
plead the excuse that is open to others living in
totalitarian countries.

Joint responsibility of the Cabinet is one of the
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‘cardinal principles ‘of parliamentary déxﬁ'g‘c}acy.
+Joint responsibility ‘does not' mean the readiness to
accept and stand by the decisions madé by one in-
dividual. Joint responsibility demands joint discus-
sion as well ‘as joint decision. It is clear from the
disclosure made by Mr. Deshmukh that neither
obtains in'the functioning of the Indian- Cabinet.
This-is a grave deféct which may, unless:immec"]igate
steps are taken to remove it, cause irrepairable harm
to the growth of democracy. ‘

A Collaborator’s Confessiéiij

IETRO NENNI, the leader of the ‘“Italian

Socialist Party”, has been for years _aﬁ{gpns,i".sté;it
and trustful ally of the international communist
movement. But with all his loyalty and £ §ffﬁ1ﬁé$§
even he has found it difficult to swallow the Russian
Communist Party’s explanation that all the cruél and
revolting things that happened during the Stalin
regime were due to the personal qualities of ‘the
dictator. : ot _'j'.f,,]'“' "
- Pointing out the defects of the system, Nenni
writes: “A_socialist regime is not only a certain
method of production, not only the socialisation of
the means of production but also the system of
democratic guarantees of collective and individual
liberty, without which everything becomes ‘bureau-
cratic, everything becomes corrupted and (turns) in-
to forms of police oppression,” ;

These are welcome words coming as they do from
a constant collaborator with the communists. Nenni
should, however, realise that it is not collaboration
with communists, but constant struggle against them
which will create the “system of democratic guaran-
tees of collective and individual liberty” which he
now thinks must be preserved.

The Open Mind

THE lengths to which credulity can go is shown by
the contribution of Rs. 5000 sanctioned last month
by the Senate of Calcutta University for a “Students’
Health Home” located in Calcutta.

Now, as it happens, the Home has been established
by the All India Students’ Federation and its Bengal
Branch. The A.LS.F. is a notorious front of the com-
munist Party and is affiliated with that international
communist organisation, the International Union of
Students. The project is part of the effort to infil-
trate and indoctrinate our students through so-called
welfare and non-political activities.

Dr. N. K. Sidhanta, Vice-Chancellor of Calcutta
University, is a good democrat and we refuse to be-
lieve that he would have permitted this help to be
given to the communist disruptionists of our student
life if he had known the facts. The incident illustrates
once again, how easily good men and institutions can
be used for unworthy purposes where alertness is
absent. Let not our minds be so open that our brains

fall out!



I'he Elections And After In Indonesia

(From a Political Correspondent)

THE‘ story. of the formation of the first elected
4 Indonesian Cabinet is as exciting as it is indicative
- gf dthe iforces which; animate the politics of Indonesia
oday. CEOEERGTIRG D Fo gl v
¢ The General Elections produced tremendous sur-
prises. The adherents of the Masjumi and of the
Nationalist Party were confident that their own
parties would emerge as the dominant party. But
both these parties succeeded in getting an equal
number -of seats, namely fifty seven, which were not
many more than the fortyfive secured by the Moslem
N.U. party, which was not much in the picture be-
fore the elections. The most threatening surprise was
the success of the Communist party (the P.K.L)
which secured 38 seats, with nearly six million votes,
and thus emerged as the second largest Communist
Party in Asia. The emergence of the P.K.I. was in-
deed a portent.

It was obvious that no two parties could together
command a majority and thus form a stable govern-
ment. It was clear that three of these four parties
had to come together to secure a comfortable support.

' The Masjumi has a concientious objection to join
in with the Communists. The Nationalist Party,
especially its older leadership led by Mr. Ali, was
opposed to the Masjumi, although it had no conscien-
tious objection to entering a coalition with them.
The N.U. had no particular policies and no particular
objections. The Communists, true to their ingrained
opportunitism, only wished to dominate or influence
the Cabinet, preferably from inside but if necessary
from outside.

The Communist plans perfectly suited the propen-
sity of Mr. Ali to work with them. In fact, before
the General Elections Mr. Ali had kept himself in
power and buttressed his pro-Communist neutralism
with the support of the Communists. Moreover, he
was strongly opposed to the Masjumi.

The Masjumi, however, emerged with considerable
strength. In fact, it was its right to be called upon to
form the Government. It had emerged as the only
national party, having won a majority of votes in ten
out of the fifteen provincial divisions. President
Sukarno, who obviously favoured the Nationalist and
particularly Mr. Ali, nonetheless called upon him to
form the Government on the ground that the Nation-
alist Party had secured more votes.

Mr. Ali could not think of forming a straight coali-
tion with the Communists. A strong section in his
own Nationlist party led by the popular politician,
Mr. Wilopo (who was described to me as the “coming
man of the Nationalist Party”), was irreconcilably op-
posed to a coalition with the communists. Besides,
the Army that was responsible for Ali’s pre-election
downfall could not have acquiesced in this.

Althpugh Ali could not think of altogether bypassing
Masjumi it was strongly rumoured that he had plan-

6

ned to drop them within a few months.* He cQuldnpt

however do this without the support of the Commu
nists. If he could not form a ion ‘theém,
surely he could come t them
and secure their suppo: atside ©
vest this action with the’ national unity.

He was indirectly helped in these plans because a
considerable section of the Masjumi appeared to
attach great importance to power and favoured enter-
ing the Cabinet in spite of the fact that it was suppor-
ted by the communists. They perhaps did not view
the possibility of their being later thrown out with
undue sériousnéss. - e i

Mr. Ali’s applecart' was upturned by-a couple of un-
expected developments. Mr. Natsir, the respected
leader of the Masjumi, who was ‘away in Sumatra,e
suddenly returned and told his followers not to coun-
tenance any government supported even indirectly by
the communists.  In the meanwhile the:anti-com-
munist’ section of the Natioralist Party had become
cautious and watchful. All this had the effect of
confounding Mr. Ali’s plans.

- A crucial part in this was played by Mr. Wilopo.
As the second most important man in the Nationalist
Party, he had a big hand in drawing up the list of the
members of the proposed ministry. Mr.- Sarino’s*®
name was included as Education Minister. Now Mr.
Sarino is strongly anti-Communist and he is heartily
hated by them. They objected to his name and
threatened to withdraw their support.

In this, they neatly entered a trap. The anti-
communists in the Nationalist Party consitlered this
attitude as a challenge and qu®stioned the right of
the communists to dictate to their party in the choice
of their men. This upset Mr. Ali’s plans. Today, Mr.
Ali’s government exists with the Masjumi more or less
firmly in the Cabinet and the communists expressedly
opposed to it.

It is not to be understood that Mr. Ali is an active
pro-communist. All that can be said is that he is
not anti-communist. He belongs to the generation of
nationalists which worked jointly with the commu-
nists in the early days of Indonesian Nationalism and
he cherishes a®number of illusions about them and
even a measure of affection for them. Moreover, he
prefers to have their support for his pro-communist
neutralism, which is not liked by the Masjumi. Today,
the position is that there is no active pro-communist
in the Indonesian Cabinet, whereas there are several
in it who are frankly anti-communist.

It is also not expected that the present non-commu-
nist coalition will fall in the near future. As a lead-
ing Masjumi minister explained on one occasion, all
the three parties in the Cabinet had made great sacri-
fices and adjustments for a common purpose and this
was enough to keep them together.
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Asian Writers” (

‘onference.

by M. A. Venkata -Rao

LA N Asian Writers” Conference is' being ‘arranged to
“A ‘meet ' at “Delhi in ‘the lattér part of December.
A preparatory committee called by Messrs. Mulk Raj
Anand, Baharsi Chaturvédi and Jainendra Kumar
the@8th 2o the 30th of July with
from ‘ma, Korea, Nepal, China, India
and Vietnams'» Messages supporting the objectives of
the Conference came from Ceylon, Indonesia, Japan,
Pakistan and other countries. An Appeal .to Asian
Writers ‘and “a’ Draft ‘Agenda relating to the present
situation ofliterature 'in' Asian countries, to the re-
lation'‘between tradition and the new conditions of
Asian emergence, the question of freedom to the
writer; of the writer and his trade and the question of
cultural : exchange between Asian countries were
yadopted.  The ‘“Appeal asks Asian Writers to take
stock of the situation ‘after the retreat of European
colonialism in"Asia and restore the cultural links that
thad beeniso long broken among them owing to the
domination ' of ‘European empires on their life and
destiny. e TE e -

The Appeal says: “For hundreds of years Asia has
been , subjected to foreign domination and many
strands of our traditional civilization were disrupted,
integral ways of life disturbed or broken, our educa-

® tion systems perverted and our whole cultures sought
to be debased.”
This Preparatory Committee was addressed among
others by Mr. V. K. Krishna Menon and was privileged
to have been received by President Rajendra Prasad
and Prime Minister Nehru.
A number of grave and far-reaching questions are
raised by this moves to summon an Asian Writers’
Conference to consider the common problems of cult-
ural exchange among Asian Writers in the present era
of Asian emergence.
The object would be entirely laudable if there were
no invisible strings attached to the present proposal
by its sponsors who are clearly committed to Asian-
ism as conceived by Moscow and international
communism.
The proposal raises also the general cultural ques-
tion wgether there is an Asian Mind as such, com-
parable to the European Mind. The Jimes of India
commented tentatively on this aspect of the matter in
its editorial of August 6, 1956, without committing
itself to any conclusion. But it contented itself by
pointing out the possible value of an Asian Confer-
enge in breaking the isolation of Asian peoples from
each other and re-establishing mutual contact and in-
fluences through translations of works and magazines
introducing the works and personalities of Asian
nations to each other through translations. The sug-
gestion to develop an Asian language was dismissed,
rightly, as fantastic.

The general question whether there is an Asian
Mind as such needs closer study and interpretation

at a later stage when scholarship and mutual cultufal
acquaintance have proceeded much further. Certainly,
there is a prima facie' case for the recognition of such
an Asian Mind if we take into account only the higher
traditions of China, Japan, Korea and Indiié,jﬁiiefﬁleat'
ed as they have been by Buddhist ideas and values.
A large time-and-space span, a keener and all-prevad-
ing consciousness of the spiritual dimension in human
life, a sense of the harmony of all existence attune-
ment with which in all the relations of life constitutes
wisdom and salvation seem to be ingredients common
to Eastern nations. This excludes Is_]axj‘_il‘f_i‘gm West
Asia’ which has more affiliation with Judaism and
Christianity in world outlook and human yalues. "
-But it is not this vista of scholarship ‘ldﬁéf‘sgnsitiye
interpretation of the soul of Eastern’ cultures. that
brings any uneasiness to the .idea of “an Asian
Conference.
~ There is reason to think considering the sponsorship
of the Conference and the composition of its prepara-
tory committee, that this Conference is'an ambitious
attempt at organising and mobilising Asian Writers
as “a Front” of the Communist Movemeént which has
its own theory -of the role of Asian culture and its
spokesman in the world struggle between itself and
the Western Powers. : _
The Communist Movement is intent on using the
appeal of great and moving ideas and ideals to giﬂer-
ent groups or interests in society for its own purpose.
By sponsoring an Asian Writers’ Conference, it ex-
pects to increase its hold on the imagination and sym-
pathies of the writers as a body who will thereupon
naturally come to look upon communist leaders as
leaders of worthy causes entitled to their trust and
regard. The Communist leadership will expect to
cash in on such an asset in their favour when 'the
time seems ripe to them to make a bid for the seizure
of power. This is all laid down in the books of Lenin
and Stalin who call such Fronts by the name of
“communication belts.” The influence generated in
fields remote from politics is communicated or made
to flow into political support for the communist cause
when the time comes. v
As the classics of communism and the practice of
communist countries show beyond any shadow of
doubt, the view of culture that is prevalent in the
Iron Curtain countries is worlds apart from that of
the free world. Mao Tse-tung explains that his new
democracy or people’s democracy should have its
own type of culture, even as the old capitalist system
of policy and economy in the past had its own. Thus
Confucianism, Taoism, and Buddhism with their
scheme of human values are being uprooted and the
new “communist culture” is being taught through a
resolute indoctrination in Red China today. The
methods are those of “conditioning reflexes” and
authoritative hypnotic suggestion reinforced by mass

7



~in the regulations of the. Government of Peking and -
in the pricipal newspapers of ‘mainland China®
; th_eknselves. :

: "é&i’i?it‘y‘. and intimidation, as is,:qbundantly:revea]ed

‘methods by ruling groups in all spheres of art and
ite ature, science and, social thought, the denial of
freedom to the thinker and artist to follow his own
“vision_ without let or hindrance are all admitted
‘char, ;c{&;ﬁstic‘:is,Q_f,“‘culture" behind the Iron Curtain.
% Bywarticipating in this proposed Asian Conference,
Asian Writers may be (unwittingly so far as the
majority are concerned) helping to accelerate the
coming of such a regime in their midst. ’
" For the doctrine of the Communist Front is clear
that the leading place should be taken by the Com-
munist Party of the USSR in directing the cultural
movement, of all conforming countries and groups by
virtue of its privileged position as the ‘pioneering
ommunist State and the Fatherland of World Revo-
lution.. Thus we have the same sort of control of mind
and heart in all the East European Countries and in
Red China. = ‘
- The sponsors of this Conference say in their appeal
that the cultural integrity of Asian nations  was
destroyed under recent European domination. With-
out challenging the element of truth that may lie in
this statement, it must be pointed out that the dest-
ruction of cultural integrity under Communism’ is
much worse, being more consciously intended and
scientifically planned for. Witness the deliberate
attack on the strength of family sentiments in China
by the new rulers. There is a crucial difference bet-
ween the ideas of cultural freedom in the free world
and in those in the Iron Curtain Countries.
~ The culture of the free world is expected to main-
tain its individuality through healthy exchange and

S5y
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‘Mechanical uniformity, regulation of:ideals and '

September i 56

fre_e assimilation of the best from each other. ‘Asian-
ism under freedom will be maintained through free
exchange and contact. But under communism it will
be attained through uniformity brought about
through dictation from above. The one attains unity
or similarity through free grasp of universality but
the other manufactures an artificial Tnity:.through
Flan_i‘ng off all diyersity through official decree %ﬂ
orce. £ < ; 3 ) iEintEG A
Since, after the formulation of the lpcﬂlqk)’ﬁ; co-
existence or Pancha Shila, pro-communist corganisa-
tions have attained a new status of official reco nition
in this country, it may seem ungracious, to _point out
the background of Front organisations like the present
Asian Writers’ Conference. RIS (s

In the interests of truth and national security, how-
ever, it is incumbent on all those who are aware .of
the techniques of the Communist movement o dec-
lare their warning in public, o Sy

The suspicion that this Conference is of the charac-
ter of a Front is strengthened by the inclusion of the |
name of Soviet Russia in the proposed Secretariat of 4
the Conference (New Age, August 12). 'Ifis past
comprehension how the Soviet Union is to be regard-
ed as an Asian Nation especially suited«to help in
organising this Conference to the exclusion of Euro-
pean African and American nations. 5

In this context, it is necessary to bear in mind the
testament of faith made by Mr. Charles Morgan,
International President of the P.E.N. when it was
proposed that P.E.N. Centres should be opened in
communist countries. (Freedom First, March 1956,°
p.9) He said that writers in those countries are not
free to write in accordance with their conscience and
should not be admitted to the association of P.E:N.
writers.

y i

Innocents At Helsinka

FYHE: credentials of the International Conference of

Journalists which met at Helsinki are unclear.
But if reports are to be believed, its sponsors created
considerable misgivings in some quarters by the man-
ner in which they got some known liberal journalists
to participate in it. There is, for instance, good
reason to believe that some among these journalists
were persuaded to participate in the conference
because the initial list of invitees included names of
well-known independent liberals from Britain and
America. Walter Lippmann and Alistaire Cook,
according to one report, were listed among those who
were said to have consented to attend. Why these
independent liberals eventually refrained from atten-
ding the conference or why their names were initially
listed in the conference’s circulars, presumably with-
out their previous consent, are matters on which
more will cbviously need to be heard. Meanwhile it
is significant that the conference has issued a call for
unity of international journalists—between the orga-
nizers of the Helsinki Conference and the Inter-

8

national Federation of Journalists whose headquarters
are in Brussels.

Superficially, the call for unity of international
journalists’ organizations is innocuous. But observers
of the operation of fronts organized or inspired by
the communists will not fail to notice that the sugges-
tion is similar to that issued some time back by the
World Federation of Trade Unions for a united in-
ternational body of the working class organizations of -
all the countrfes. The object of issuing the call for
unity is the same in both the cases—to penetrate,
infiltrate and expand into the democratic world: The
bid is to penetrate into the agencies of information
and education, which the press ultimately is, in the
non-Communist countries. Put forward in the nahme
of press freedom and of freedom of communication,
the plea secured the ready sanction and blessings of
the liberals among the delegates.

Admittedly, the credentials of the Helsinki Con-
ference notwithstanding, its decisions should be asses-
sed on merits. Its plea for objective coverage of news

(Continued on page 11)
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Dear, Mr Fast:.. [y
% QYOiii‘"é{)Iumn. in. the Daily Worker of June 12,

dealing .with the terrible revelations in Nikita

Khrushchev’s “secret” speech at the 20th Congress of
the i Soviet #Communist Party, attests your shock,
despair - and, .most | encouraging, your sense of per-
sonal guilt as a long-time Communist.

You call the:speech: “a strange and awful docu-

ment i without, parallel ;in history.... a record of

‘barbarian ‘' and.: paranoid : blood-lust  that will be a

lasting and shameful memory to civilised man.” You
reproach yourself for not having known the facts and
for failure to protest against certain iniquities about
whichiiyou did know. ../ =: G

{Then.you swear by “all that is holy” (though what

is holy to.a Stalinist?) that you “will not fail again”

to  exercise. your critical judgement on things Soviet,
and specifically you make this public pledge: “Never
again will I accept the ‘clever rationale’ which appears
to make sense but under scrutiny does not.”

-Some  people; have :dismissed your statement as
chicanery—a piece of tongue-in-cheek “self-criticism”
prescribed - by the . Party itself for this difficult
moment. - I think they are mistaken. To me the
column rings true. I believe it must ring to others
who have known, in their time, the anguislgl of a crac-
king faith and bankrupt hopes.

Your column is filled with routine communist self-
deceptions. All the same, it seems to me an act of
courage sand contrition by a man deeply troubled.
What is more, it is guite evident that the Khrushchev
confessions ‘brought to a focus secret doubts and
rebellions -‘which have tormented you for some time.
Your: sigh iof relief at the end of the essay— “And
with this said, I feel better—better than I have felt
for a long time”—makes this clear enough. It’s a cry
from the heart.

That is why I have decided to address you, and
through you thousands of others in the Communist
orbit, whether. Party members or not who have been
shaken by the Kremlin's admissions of a quarter of a
century of degenerate crimes and cruelties. You
enjoy an advantage over those other§: You are arti-
culate. You sensed, I suspect, that you were voicing
their distress as well as your own.

Perhaps my own ordeal, though it occurred very
lgng ago, gives me the right to talk to you—and to
t%em.' You and they have just suffered the impact
of disenchantment in one shattering blow. In my
case the process was spread over several years, while
I was living and working in the Soviet Union.

I had never joined the Party, but I had accepted
its philosophy, believed its claims and defended the
communist regime against its detractors. Then I
found myself in the Soviet Union and, try as I would

A1 Open Letter To A Fellow-T

TﬂVeHﬁr
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en letter addressed to Mr. Howard Fast, a prominent fellow-travelling Ameyican. novelist, by Mr. Eugene
hed journalist and author of Assignment in Utopia and other , o L in.
form from the New Leader of New York as it could have been as well addressed to fellow-trave
n 5 ¢ It will be recalled that Mr. Fast was shocked by the disclosures made by Mr. Khrushchév dnd.
-wrote '@ very ‘critical article about ‘the whole episode. ily of ¢ woll ‘ )i oz $lins
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books. "The letter is. reproduced. 'i't"‘a
Ilin,
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rationalise, the

to explain them‘aWa)/',lt’((;{ jusi;ify and I
‘ prédonceptions.

harsh' realities eroded ‘my _impoftéd'g oncep
In due time I was to describe it ‘all’in 2’ book, 4ssign-
ment in Utopia. I know' how" achingly empty life
seems at first when your long-cherished certainties
turn to dust, when your dream turns. into a night-
mare, when you discover that those whom you de*
nounced as slanderers were telling the ugly truth after
all. I know in short, what you are going through. '

I am writing you, also, because I do not regard ‘all
communists as scoundrels. I know that most of them
were drawn into the movement by their heartstrifigs'
—by an outraged sense of justice and anaive faith'in
social patent 'medicines—and that not>all-of ‘them
have been irretrievably corrupted. ' The fdct that so
many former communists have fully recovered: their
moral sanity tells the story. It has always seemed
to me the duty of free men to offer sympathy:and
understanding to those who show signs of ‘wishing:to
escape from the communist morass. '~ oci T cligs

“Whether you are conscious-of ‘it or:not, Mr.Fast;
that cry from the heart is a cry for-help. =The column
itself carries thé proofs of how deeply you are stuck’
in the morass. For in the very moment of swearing
to respect truth and abjure phony rationalisations,
you indulge in childish alibis based on ‘transparent
falsehoods. [

In your grief over the Soviet horrors, you fall back
upon the least clever of the standard rationales, that
of equating flaws in free societies with barbarous
crimes in the Soviet Union. You continue to ‘love
America despite its faults, you argue, and therefore
can continue to love the Soviet regime despite its
faults. But you are too intelligent not to see through
this deception. You must know in your heart that
our country at its worst is free compared with any
totalitarian country at its best. ’

Take the matter of “civil rights, the sacred right of
habeas corpus, public appeal to higher courts, judge-
ment by one’s peers” for which, as you rightly say,
“thousands of brave men had given their lives.” The
worst you can charge is that capitalist courts some-
times have “mishandled and perverted” such rights.
Is that really a fair equivalent of the “barbarism and
paranoid blood-lust” in the USSR? Is an occasional
miscarriage of justice the same as the total absence
of justice? Is our rare mishandling of the habeas
corpus comparable to the complete denial not only
of habeas corpus but of habeas cadaver?

As against the “madness and wickedness of a hand-
ful of Soviet leaders,” you counterpose the conduct of
“McCarthy and his contemptible cronies.” Again, you
are too sensible to believe that preposterous equa-
tion. 1In the final analysis McCarthy, even if he were
as wicked as you think, is one Senator among 96 and
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Freedom First

hai ltio con}:aéld with a free press Ed a largely hostile
publicepinion:y, ‘But youriSoyiet, 1 consisted jof
Staiin?sﬁ_ -q'ss’oc?a €5 “an exéﬁu‘:%ﬂs‘;’exgrcis g
absolute and arbitrary power over 200 million people.

- Can you continue to justify a Stalin in’ terms of a-
%g@qrﬁh&*and live with your conscience? Your act’

ST

.contrition ‘will /be futile, will only compound your
guilt, as long as you do not allow yourself to disting-
uixgh befweeg a pimple and a cancer.

2 M 4 B3 TECR T S BRES PN { ¥ T o

_You try pathetically to console yourself by calling
tﬁ% e;qgogure,x of Stalin ‘by-his surviving fello'w-crir_r}lli-.
nals one of the i‘f,';healft'eping_ indications” of change.
But what, in common sense, is so heartening about
accomplices who pillory their dead chieftain without
admitting their own guilt, without renouncing the
fruits .of his blood-lust, without even attempting to
explain what it is in the Soviet system that enables
the most inhuman of its leaders to take total com-
mand of the country and of the world communist
T T SN T S
-~‘Having read the Khrushchev speech, you know that
he did ‘not! renounce:terror as such, but only terror
against selected people..  He fully condoned - Stali-
nist'! frameups - when used - against “enemies” like
Bukharin or Zinoviev:: Why do .you find that heart-
ening? ! ';Surely you understand that as long as arbi-
trary violence—~what your own leader; Eugene Dennis,
calls “the use of tortures and rigged trials”—can be
employed against “enemies” by the very dictators
who alone decide who is or is not an enemy, nothing
has changed. « . - .

And the Khrushchev inventory of horrors, as you
point ‘out ‘yourself, was selective. You cite his
tailurée fo ‘deal with the persecution of Jews. But
you might have gone on and noted the more startling
omissions. - There was no reference to, and therefore
an implied approval’ of, the brutalities of forcible
collectivization,” the system of slave labour on a
chiﬂing,scale, the fake elections at home and fake
plebiscites in captive East European countries.
,—iMu'c'h as you love “socialism”—or what you per-
sonally think this coverword means—you proclaim
that certain fundamental human values are more im-
portant. * These you sum up as “the holy right of man
to his own conscience, his own dignity, his right to
say what he pleases when he pleases, to speak clearly
and boldly for the truth.”

It is an admirable summation, and proof that you
ar@ not utterly lost. But how, by the test of such
values, can you persist in loving and defending the
Kremlin nightmare? Do you truly believe that con-
science and dignity and truth are no longer danger-
ous in Soviet Russia in this the fourth year after
Stalin’s passing?

A journalist whom you can hardly dismiss as a
capitalist lackey or a gangster of the pen, L.F. Stone,
has just emerged from a visit to the USSR. What he
saw and sensed made him suffer, even as the revela-
tions about the Stalin period make you suffer. In his
newsletter of May 28, Stone writes: “The way home
from Moscow has been agony for me.” His friends
urged him, in the name of expediency, to remain silent.
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Bu_t--ih(;ttl:lells the(rg: o | hfgei like a swimmer who,must
rise fo the surface .or his lungs-will;burst.” - ¢ £\
*’So"Stone ‘gi)fe?s’rise ‘and bldrt olllﬂgt thé trétﬁ-hé-has
so belatedly discovered: “This is not a good society.
No society is good in 'which men fear to think —'much
less speak — freely .... When a system breeds miomi=
sters, as they say their secret-police system had bred.
monsters for 20 years, then something must be wrong
with the system...In any free country, after similar
revelations, a whole new set of men w'o'iild'%kéi"é been
swept into power as earnest of real change™ '
There, Mr. Fast, from 4 source y6u cannot wholly
disown, is a forthright verdict on the Soviet fegime
—not as it was in Stalin’s time but' as‘it-is now. < It is
a verdict rendered on the ‘basis of those very values
you agree must take precedence over the abstraction
of “socialism”. How can you ignore it? R
At one point you write: “It is some comfort to say
that I did not know the facts in the Khrushchev -
report.” But you can’t leave it at that. Youlmust
ask yourself why a man of your intelligence remdined
ignorant of facts known to the overwhelming majority
of civilised men, facts accessible to you 'in any library. -
Few phenomena in history have beeén as extensively
reported as.the Soviet regime. There are numberless
books, memoirs, studies — by foreign obsérvers, ‘by
scholars, by runaway Soviet'officials, by’ former ‘in-
mates of slave camps. ' s
How many of them have you read with an open
mind? There is little if anything in the Khrushchev
indictment of the regime that has not long been com-
mon knowledge among free men. Isn’t it true that
you did not know because you did not dare to Iook
facts in the face, because you had accepted a" dis-
cipline that cannot survive exposure to truth?
Always there were weaklings—you count them
today among your comrades — who swallowed the
“clever rationale” of the period. They crawled back
into the fetid womb of the Party for surcease from
the pain of thinking and the dr2ad of acting. The
experience, however, left throbbirig wounds in their
souls. which never quite healed and required conti-

"nuous treatment with the ‘opiates of selfdeception.

Every subsequent shock renewed the pain and' the
bleeding, calling for yet stronger drugs.

Will you join this company of the damned—those
who, because they know the truth they deny, envy
even as they despise their know-nothing comrades?
The rationale for this period is already available in
the long thesis by Eugene Dennis (Daily Worker,
June 18) whick, while your present state of mind
lasts, you will recognize as a brew of lies, half-truths
and stale slogans. You need only close your inner
eyes tight, drink it down boldly, and be at peace
again, at least outwardly.

You say, in concluding your column: “I know ef
nothing better than for a man to feel whole and say
what he thinks bluntly.” That great reward, which
vou seized in one heroic moment of crisis, can be
yours always, if you succeed in throwing off the
Communist weights from your heart and mind. Un-
like writers of the USSR, you still have that blessed
option. EucGeNE 'Lyons



‘Review

" this defence reaction in Stalin.

Stalin versus Marx

by Klause Mehnert (Translated from the German)
., George A]fép and Unwin Ltd. London 8/6d.

HIS isv:.a‘re:markable‘-bodk that succeeds in a small

& compass of about 130 pages in-giving a vivid

insight into the change of mood in the psychology of
Soviet leadership under Stalin from the thirties of the
century. It is advisedly entitled “Stalin versus Marx”
for it depitts the dramatic reversal from Marxist
radicalism to Russian national conservatism under
the aegis of Stalin as the shadow of Hitler lengthened
over Europe.

'The’ author illustrates this critical change in Soviet
ideology chiefly in two fields viz: historiography and
lihgnisticsiii s o 2id) el OB

The Soviet view of history was Marxist in the
initial phase which was exemplified pre-eminently by
the famous Soviet historian Professor Mikhail Pokro-
vsky whose -Magnum. Opus on the history of Russia
was ; appreciated. by. Lenin himself. But "after 20
years of #cceptance, the old professor who died in
1930 was condemned in 1932 and his doctrines repu-
diated and small jealous ' men who were opposed to
him were set up to cry him down and to write an
exactly opposite version of the role of Russia and of
the Soviets in world history. 4

It was the accession of Hitler to power that started
Marx was an absolu-
tist. He held a universalist version of history with its
laws of the dialectical development of classes in
accordance with material conditions of production.
Professor Pokrovsky had made these Marxist dogmas
the basis of his interpretation of the history of Russia
stressing *the conflict of classes and the role of the
Tsars and the aristoeracy as exploiters and oppressors.
The imperialist expansion into the Asian East under
the Tsars was duly portrayed in Marxist terms. The
“iron laws of history” were exemplified in every phase
and character of the Russian past and the relations
of Russia with the West. Personality was played
down, moral and religious factors were put in their
place as passive reflections in the “superstructure”
powerless to affect the course of events.

Now all this was changed. Soviet Russia was
painted as the quintessence of mankind, as the
people with a mission. The past of, Russia was ex-
tended back to remote Chaldean times. Subsequent
history was portrayed in the succession of stages of
development wherein Russia was shown as the pace-
maker and “midwife of progress” to lesser people.

o The second issue through which this change of
front in ideology is illustrated in the book is that of
language. Stalin’s famous five letters regarding
language (held up by the Soviet propagandists as
epochmaking contributions to linguistics) acquire a
simple meaning in the context of national regression
described in the book.

Language is now held up as the product of the
life of the people reflecting not class culture but the

3£ .»t’
as Mr. Pothan Joseph pointed outin, his concluding

g ‘:%, [jNNOCEgV?‘S;;*Aé" QﬁiSlNKI—from page 8

'—a plea ‘which was stressed by the Intermational Press

Institute at its recent conference in Tokyo—is, for
example, unexceptionable. As a general postulate,

- the ‘principle affirmed is basic to all pressmen. And

as many speakers at the Helsinki Conference pointed
out, there is no denying that the politics of the cold
war often makes a mockery of the principle:both as a
categorical imperative and as an abstract. virtue.. Bu

address, the moot question is, whether there is any
universally accepted standard for judging objectivity
and truth; also, if truth and journalism -are:to be
commended as abstract virtues. The i'questions
clearly transcend purely dialectical ‘considerations.
More important still, emphasis on truth and objecti-
vity is surely meaningless and a little too naive when
no attempt is made to ensure that the representa-
tives of the communist countries are as keen to honour

them at home as they apparently are to have them

honoured in the démocratic countries.  In* Commu-
nist countries the press is an organ of the State.
Freedom of information and free and unhampered
dissemination of news across political frontiers are for
them mere slogans. W LA

The simple-mindedness which the non-Communist
delegates seem to have shown on this issue'easily led
up to the other futile affirmations. Of these the most
interesting is the recommendation about the abolition
of censorship on press despatches and opening up of
sources of information to foreign press. correspon-
dents. The conference even recommended free inter-
national movement of journalists and unrestricted
issue of passports and visas to journalists willing to
travel abroad, and the bringing together of radio and
television programmes, as well as of technical material
relating to the press. All these suggestions are ad-
mirable. But the question is, do they need to be
practised by the democratic countries alone, where
much of these obtain anyway, even if somewhat
inadequately? And it is precisely this question which
no one seems even to have cared to raise at Helsinki.
It will be recalled that even during Mr. Khrushchev’s
and Mr. Bulganin’s visit to Britain, the Soviet leaders
categorically rejected the suggestion for free commu-
nication of news reports, radio messages etc. from
Britain and other countries to the Soviet Union.
What the Soviet leaders specifically rejected during
their visit to Britain, their country as well as the other
Iron Curtain countries are unlikely to accept at the
behest of the Helsinki Conference.

soul of the people as a whole. It is eternal. Every
language moreover carries a national mission. Thus
“Great Russian” acquires a predominant place in
Soviet administration.

In a word, the dialectic and universal rationalism
of Marx gives place to national psychology and re-
lativism. This revolution in ideology is shown to
amount to a kind of new Fascism—a strange meeting
of extremes.

M. A V.
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With Many Voices

l%‘om xound with many voices.

“The deep
Come, my friends,

s aot too late to seek a newer world

i

5 Hoﬁ Members know- that noné guld raise their
héﬁd ainst decisions taken in a ‘corhmunist country.
If ‘the head is raised, it disappears.

e’ —Pandit Nehru Times of India, August 11.

v The official Soviet announcement proclaunmg the
abohtlon of all internment camps in Russia comes as
a piece of amusing confession of : the hithérto hotly
denied fact that- things so horrible as internment
camps did- ever e)nst 'in the spiritual home of Marxist
democracy. 00! j :

—Times of Indta,s,May 16.

r

The Suez Ca.nal should belong at least as much to
the rest of the world as it does to Egypt.
—Capital, August 2.

y Even those who advocate equality are move by
envy; they want others to have less so that they
could themselves have a little more.

/charya Vinoba Bhave quoted in Bhoodan, May 23.

The.difference between a Russian doctor and a Mos-
cow taxi driver is that the taxi driver has a salary
half as high again as the doctor.

—Dr. ]ohn Kershaw, Colcherter’s Medical Officer
of Health, quoted in Evening News of India, May 15.

If the Soviet Union admits enough tourists, a recent
visitor to the U.S.S.R. expects an early collapse of the
{llusion so long entertained in this country about the
artistic superiority of the Russian theatre. '

—David Ross quoted in New York Times, June, 29.

s

To the Editor,

¥FreepoMm FImsT,

C/o Democratic Research Service,
127, Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Bgmbay 1

Please enrol me as a subscriber to FREEDOM FIRST.
I remit the annual subscription of Rs. 3| Rs. 2 for
members of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom.

Address:

Signature

—Tennyson.

I know you communists are cut up because thi
decision stands’ for unity,’ and you stand for dx"-, o1
—always division; - ' S

--Pzindxt C B P.-mt md? lmment on’ Augvgt

It (the Indlan press) has di’sfranchlsed outof*—ﬁﬁ
leadership,
—Saka in, Swa+a7ya A é%éisr

- “We have not only turned matenahstx(;,»,;
more so than othéer nations. = . : (s
—Mr. Morar]1 Desal szes 0

In the economic ﬁeld we have followed your
(Sov1et) example. . L2 00
- sMr, KPS M”en(m Indian Ambassador in Mo covy,
i Times of India, AUgu :

Brivatesor stote controlled monopohes are. the
fensive reactions of dinosaurs which, you will’ remem-
ber, were very large reptiles with VCry small brains, -
against: the natural competltlon that ehmmates the
unfit. ‘

—Odysseus in Eastern Economzst August 10, 1906

The party system was very rigid in India, not
because the party leaders were anxious to get power,
but mainly because the legislatures had entered into
questions relating to the social life of the people.

: —Mt. D. K. Kunte, Speaker of the Bombay

Leglslatlve Assembly, quoted ini
szes of India, August 12.
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