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Xndia's International
Relations

Arvind A. Deshpande

A UGUST 9 is a significant date in our history.
ra Almost thirty years ago on this day, tve asked the
British to "QUIT INDIA". We have now deliberately
chosen the same date to enter into a twenty year
treaty with the U:S.S.R. If ultimately this treaty marks
one more step in the declaration of our freedom and
independence from international pressures, then one
must say the date rvas well chosen. But if the treaty
ultimately results in some kind of interference in our
independence and sovereignty then the.ehoice of the
date will go dorvn in history as one of history's supreme
ironies. The advocates of the policy of non-alignment
havc almost faced tl.reir moment of truth u'ith the
crisis created by Pakistan in Bangla Desh. Events in
the past trvo or three months have moved so srviftll.'
that the Government of India s'as almost forced
to c]roose onc of the tu'o courses-inclepenclent ancl firm
uction u4ricli 'n,ould iead to the return of the refugees
to tlreir homes in East tsengal or a diplomattc cottp
rvhich u'otilcl by-pass the refugee problem and the
neecl fol inclcpelclert action br gir,irg "fricndless"
India a much needed sense of security and at the
samc time a means of softcning Pakistirn's belligc-
rence. We seem to have ehosen the second course
because it is a safer one. Norv that rve have finally
deciclecl to modify our policl, of non-aligr.rment ancl
entei' into bilateral relations n'ith otl.rer countries, we
should .recolsider our international relations and
u'ork out a policy rvhich takes into accolrnt the rvhole
range of complications and perspectives including the
basic attitudes and philosopliies of the countries with
rvlrich \4,c are dealing. "

A-fter a rather long ar.rcl unhappy phase of cold rvar,
the rvorld has norv entered into a system rvhich almost
resembles the old Balance-of-Pou'er System in place
of mutually hostile blocs and cold u'ar. Toclay it seems
that the t\l'o super powers instead of converging are in
fact facing a stalemate in tlreir diplomatic and military
rivalry. Peaceful co-existence today rneans a straight-
for-rvard agreement on spheres of influencc. In fact

only in last February, President Nixon declared: '\Me
will do nothing to harm the legitimate Soviet and
Chinese interests in the area (South-East Asia)". This
probabiy means, as sorne people are fearing, that the
United States will make its preserrce felt in Pakistan,
the U.S.S.R, will do so in India and China will pro-
bably be allou'ed to make its presence felt in South-
East Asia, including the future Bangla Desh.

It is obvious that in such a situation, smaller nations
can hardly do anytliing except make the best of a
rather bad bargain. The real difficulty however, is
faced by countries like India, Japan, and the E.C.M.
countries. India is tbo big a country in size to assume
a secondary position and yet not too strong enough
economically and militarily to assume the role of an
independent great country if not great power. For the
moment, we have decided to take the line of least
resistance rather than of making the hard choice of
trying to build ourselves up and keep our options open.

Before we can think of some other credible policy,
u'e must first take a hard look at the basic policies and
attitudes of the three big powers namely the U.S.A.,
the U.S.S.R. and Cliina.

It has been pointed out that India and America are
tlr-o countries divided by the same ideology. This is
onlv a half-tmth. It is indeed a tragedy that the world's
most pou'erful democracy and the rvorld's largest
democracy should alu,ays differ. But there are deeper
reasons for this. Although it is not in our power to
change the basic attitudes and policies of the United
States, u'e should at least try to understand the deeper
motivations so that \\'e are not hurt or surprised s'hen
the U.S. takes some decisions such as supporting
Pakistan or sucldenly becorning friendly \\,ith- Chin;
after over twenty years of hostiftty.

The- foreign policy of the U.S.A. has always been
guidecl by tu'o motivations namely; (a) middle class
moralistic liberalism and (b) commercial and business
ethic and ethos. More often than not these two instincts
or motivations have pulled its foreign policy in difie-
rent directions. Usually one instinct or motivation gets
predorninance over. the other depending on wi'ieh
party is ruling the States. Some American presidents
such as the late President Roosevelt and the late
President Kennedy did try to evolve a middle course
rvhich could have a greater purpose and direction and
would at the same time be sophisticated in the
Tr.ventieth Century. Unfortunately, they could not do
much. So the Arnerican policy continues to pr,rll in two
directions ahnost all the time. This, of course does not
mean that its os'n inter.ests are adversely affected but,
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L,ecause of its pre-eminent position in the rvo-rld tod-ay,

ils policies bafhe and sometimes adversely afiect other

nations.
Tbr: Arne'ricens, as a rule, have always opted for an

anti-fcudal anci moralistic wtty of thinking ancl do not

like tlre Rcatpolitik of the olcler European coutries'
This makes thern anti-communist as a matter of princi:
ole. One shoulcl think that the U.S. is still, in principle,
inti-communist altirough they have norv started be-

coming rnore discernirig and would probably prefer
cluring tlie next trventlz years to be more anti-Soviet

Comrnunism than anti-Chinese Communism. Nor-

rnally tliis moralistic attitude should .also mean thal
the Americans would support all freedom movements

and al1 regimes u'hich believe in democracy. But here

someirorv the otlier nrotivation namely the .commer-
cial cr trader's attitude which alrvays pines for a stable
u,orlcl order comes in. There is a tendency in the Unit-
ecl States to asstime tilat governments lvhich keep theil
people free and prosperous are stabler than those who
do not, and, all things being equal, the U.S' would
prcfer to ally itself to democratic and eonsumet-orient.
id gouetnments. But when it is forced to choose bet-
ween one government rvhich is democratic but
unstoble and another which is undemocratic but
stable, the United States as a rule will settle for the
latter. One sl'rould not, therefore, be surprised that to
the extent democratic india presents an unstable pic-
ture it u,ill not lrave any majol political signiftcance
in the U.S. e1'es and it u'ill extend all support to the
rnilitarist but strrble Pakistan and rvould r.r'ant it to re-
main united ei,en if the price of unity be geno-
cide. This also means that the United States should be
prepared for sulprises arrcl cliplomatic sert-backs rvhich
result from its ts'o-faced foreign policy. In any case
s11s9 \\'c are clear about our mutual interests and
motivations u'e shor-rlcl be able to appreciate each
otlrer's policics bctter and cooperaie to the extent it is
possible. We need not get unduly worried about the
Sino-U.S. detente bccause tliis is going to be a "long,
long march".

The U.S.S.R. has however been more realistic in its
outlook and has based its policy on tlre estirnation of
Indi;r as a country of some geo-political importance
ar.rd a force to reckon rvith at least in Asia and a sort of
a potential countenveight to China. It is also clear that
over the years the U.S.S.R. has been less guided by
ideology in the formulation of its foreign policy ancl
mole by its orvn interest as a great po\ver surrounded
by not too friendly countries.

To take the best vie',v of the present treaiy, it has
agreed to bind itself for twenty years nrainly because
it thinks that both the U.S. and China are guided more
by anti-Soviet sentiments and their nerv friendship is
based on it. It is not possible here to go into the deeper
motivations of the U.S.S.R. but the fact remains that
the U.S.S.R. is slowly accepting thc balance-oflorver

D

SePtember 7977

philosophy, howsoever repugnant it might be to its
ideology.

Tire Chinese rnotivations are quite different. The
Cultural Revoluticn has shorvn that China suspects

Soviet "revisionism" much.rtore than Arrrelican "impe-
rialism". It also has sorne grave doubts about the
gro',ving strength of Japan, and canuot think of having
more thtrn trvo really strong hostile powers r'vorking
against it.

In short, it is evident that during the course of next
ten to twenty years the three big powels u'iil indulge
in balancing acts till they finaily agree upon thefu res-
pective spheres of influence. In such a situation there
are only tu'o possibilities for countries like India and

]apan. One is to decide to firmly ally itself to one of
the three big powcrs and the oth-er is to keep all options
open and tly to enter into bilateral relations u'ith more
than one strong country.

One should like India to explore the possibilities of
such bilateral relations rvith Japan and with some
West European countries. These countries have had
a terrible experience in the World Wars and can, it's
safe to assume, think on less parochial and national
lines, In any case, a triangular relationship covering
Inditr, Japan ancl the E.C.M. countries can be an im-
portant factor for vn'orld peace. A combination of the
military and economic strength of the \\:est European
countries, the econornic strer.rgth of Japan ancl the size
irncl popul;rtion of a den.rocrtrtic Indiir. can neitl-rer be
pressurised nor ignored.

THB SOVIET CITIZEN

Evcn' Sovict citizcn or.cr tlrc agc o1' 16 ntr.rst havc
rtl jntcmal pi'rssport, u'liich lias to be excltangcd
pcriodicalll' trntil hc or shc is -10. Youngcr peoplc can
be leleasecl frorn tlre obligation to l.rave a passport if
they holcl office or are othenl'ise tlrougl'rt to merit it.
To livc perntanentlt' in a cit1.' ol to\\'n, it is ncccssarv
to hi'n.e the authorisation of the poiice or son'rc other
liiglrcr atrthoritv. For certain offcnces, thc couLts aLe
emporvered to sentence people to cxile to, or bnnish-
rnent from, a particular place. The nulnber of peoplc
cttn'ertlv in exile is thonght to be consiclcrablc, ancl
to include manv released prisoners u'ho are not allorvcd
to return to r\,Ioscorv.

f-l'rer:e is no riglrt to emigration uncler Soviet
larv. Article 64 of the Soviet penal cocle rnakes an
illegal attelnpt to leave tlre countrl, a treasor.rable
offencc ptrnishable by a r.nininrum of ten vears' im-
prisonment, trnd a maxinrum of death.

-Econontist. Lonclon



Am endments And Welfare
M. D.

THE Parliament has passed by a massive majority of
r 384 to 23 votes the Twenty-fourth Constitution
Amendment Biil which seeks to assert the right of the
Parliament to abridge the Fundamental Rights to give
efiect to the Directlve Principles of State"Policv 

"and

for the attainment of the oLjectives set out iir tlie
Preamble of the Constitution. Ii also takes arvay what-
ever little discretionary power the President has to
refer the BilI back to the Parliament for. reconsider-
ation. Another amendment, Twenty-fifth Constitution
Amendment Bill will be introduced in the next'
session of the Parliament, rvhich seeks to replace the
word "compensation" by "amount" in the Article Bl(2)
so that an-y compulsory acquisition or requisitioning of
property by the State for a public purpose s'ill noi be
callecl in question in any court of law on the adequacy
of the comDensation offered. The Bill also stipulates
that Article 19(1) (f) shall not apply in this case. It
provides that if any law is passed to give efiect to the
Directive Principles under Clauses (b) and (c) of
Article 39 and contains "a declaration to that efiect",
it rvill not be void even if it takes awav or abridges anv
of the rights mentioned in Article 14'(equalit/Leforb
lar.v) Article 19 (protection of certain rights, reg:rrcling
freedorn of speech, etc. ) or Article 31 ( comptrlsorr:
acquisition of property ). The proposed Tr,r.entr.-sixth
Amendment of the Constitution s.ill put an end to the
privy purses gf former rulers.

It is futile to argue endlesslv s{retlrer tlre parlia-
rnent has the right to anrencl the Funcliln.rental Ri'qlrts
rlr not. r\4uch can be saicl ou botlr tlie sicles. It cnn be
argtred that the people as represented in the Par'lia-
nlent are supreme, that the past gener.ation slioulcl not
be allowed to dictate for all generations to corne and
that the right to property of some should not prevail
over the welfare of disinherited manl'. It can also be
argued that the right to propertv is as ftrndarnental as
the right to life and liberty and shoulcl not be at the
mercy of politicians and subject to vissisitudes of poli-
tical life, that if the right to piopert.v if not protedtecl
as a Fundamental Right may erode, eclipse and destro-v
the more fundamental and democratic rights such as
freedom of expression, etc.

'The only question that is relevant and important is
whether the amendments are necessary for tlre l'el-
fare of the people.

_ Tlp Twenty-fourth amendment seeks to abriclge the
Fundamental Rights if it is necessary to do so to give
effect to tlre Directive Principles of State Policv oi for
the objectives set forth in the Prearnble of the Consti-
tution. Tlre Funclamental Rights are the n:rtur-al riglrts
inheritecl by man and rvhich are necessary for llie
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dignity of man and guaranteed by the State to the
individual whereas the Directive Principles are some
of the objectives for rvhich the State has promised to
u'ork. While the former puts limitations on the State,
the latter imposes some obligations. What the amend-
n-rent seeks to do is, wherever there is a confict bet-
v'een the Fundamental Rights and the Directive
Principles, the Directive Principles prevail over the
Fundamental Rights. This amendment has re'vived the
false dichotorny of formal freedoms, like freedom of
speech, expression, property, etc. and the real free-
doms like the right to work, etc. This has revived the
old controversy of freedom versus bread. Man is not
ah animal like a cow or a bull which can live on bread
alone. Freedom is as essential to him as.the air he
breathes to live a full life. He can have both freedom
ancl bread, if he u'ants and r','orks for it. The real issue
is rvhether we rvant to build a domestic state or state
capitalism. In a democracy all objectives including
economic ones are attained without damaging any
democratic values, processes and liberties. In State
Capitalism or Coliectivist State the State decides what
is good for the people taking care to see that nothing
afiects adversel)' the pos'ers, the pri"ileges and the
Iratronage of the rulers. The only rvay they can think
of doing good to the people is bv incleasing the area
of their contrcl over the people. The Collectivist State
increases the area of government control instead the
area of freedom. \\rhr, the right to properiy is funda-
rnentrrl is. it is ir c'onclition of freeclom. Evolution of
private properl\- and free enteryrrise has been the
beqinnin{ of the freeclom of tlre individual. There u'as
no such freedom uncler slaver), or serfclom. Witl-r the
abolition or a threat of abolition of private property this
freeciom lvill be destro)'ecl irs in communist countries.

Part III of the Constitution contains the follorv-
ing Fundamental Rights: Equality before Law;
prohibition of discrinrination on grounds of reli-
gion, race, caste, etc.; eqtrality of opportunity in
matters of publiO -employment, prbtection of rigliis
regarding freedoms of speech and expressioru
assembly and movement; to acquire, hold and dis-
pose of property; protection of life and personal
Iiberty, freedom of religion; cultural and educational
rights; right to property and right to constitutional
remedies. The Directive Principles of State Policy says
that the citizens shall have the right for an adequate
means of livelihood; that the ou'nership and control
of the material resources of the community be distri-
btrted to srrbserve the common good; that tlrere should
be no concentration of u'ealth and means of production
to the common cletriment; equal pay for equal work;
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right to work and to education; right to public assis-
tance in cases of unemployment, old age, sickness, etc.;
living rvage for workers; uniform civil code; free ancl
comprrlsory education, etc.

Is it necessary to destroy the freedoms guaranteed
under Part III of the Constitution to achieve the
objectives in the Directive Principles? In a demo-
cratic state those principles can be and should be
achieved without iniuring the freedoms. lVe have the
example of Japan, Germany and so many other coun-
tries who have achieved a high degree of economic
development and almost achieved the objectives con-
tained in the Directive Principles u'ithout denying
their citizens these freedoms. If there should be a
living wage, unemployment benefft, etc., I do not think
it is necessary to curb the freedom of the people in-
cluding the right to property. This requires more pro-
duction and more employment which can only come
by more freedom for the entrepreneurs to start more
industries rather than by more restrictions and confis-
cation of their property. Even if it is necessary tcr

abridge some of the Fundamental Rights whatever
amendments have been made already in the course of
the last seventeen years till the famous Golaknath
Case are sufficient for the purpose. This is rvhat Mr. V.
M. Tarkunde, former judge of the Bornbay High
Court has said, "Taking the sweep of these limitations
on property riglrts into consideration, it rvould be pro-
bably right to say that, broadly speaking, while the
use of properties and the starting ancl running of in-
dustries can be fully' controlled in the public irrterest,
and rvhile properties of many types can also be acquir-
ed by the state or transferred from one class of per-
sons to another, there are tu'o types of properties
rvhich cannot be accluired by the state 'rvithout provicl-
ing a fair amonnt of compensation. These consist of
(a) urban properties and (b) ur.rdertakings rvhic}r are
being run in ar.r efficient manner".

The second Bill, Trventy-fifth Constitution Amend-
ment Bill denies compensation at market value in case,
the Government takes over any undertaking or any
concern from the private hands. If a legislation taking
over any private property declares that it is in further-
ance of the objective contained in Clauses (b) and (c)
of Article 39 of the Directive Principles it will not be
declared void even if it abridges Fundamental Rights.
Clauses (b) and (c) of Article 39 are as follows: "(b)
that the orvnership and control of the material resour-
ces of the community are so distributed as best- to
subserve the common good; (c) drat the operation of
the economic system does not result in the concentra-
tion of wealth and means of production to the com-
mon detriment." Here the question is what is common
good? Can we say, looking at the performance
of all the State undertakings,o which instead of making
proffts continue to make regular losses, are for corn-
mon good? If it is meant to recluce inequality ancl for
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equitable distribution of income, then there are so
many wavs of doing ii. The income tax, death duty,
estate duty, gift tax, already have achieved equitable
distribution in many countries like U.K. and to a
certain extent in India too. This is what Mr. Dougltrs

Jay, the Labour Party leader in U,K. has said in The
Socialist Caset "Taxation..... is just as efiective as
violence or outright confiscation and at the sarne time
lacks their disadvantages."

The third bill seeks to abolish the privy purses of
the former rulers. It is not contended that the former
rulers are paragons of virtue. It can be argued that
they have not made any sacriffces for the attainment
of Independence but the fact remains that instead of
creating a lot of trouble, like the Hyderabad'State,
in the early days .an<l-year-s of our freedorn,.,they
willingly merged in the Indian Union. As a practical
statesman the late Sardar agleed to pay them some
privy purse. This was incorporated in the Constitu-
tion. More than that it is a moral obligation. Four and
a half crores of rupees in privy purse in a total reve-
nue of nearly 4CO0 crores of the Central Government
is less than quarter per cent. Compared to the amount
of money spent by our Ministers on themselves, the
losses incurred by the State enterprises and .the

amount of corruption all around, four and a half
crores in privy purses is a small amount to uphold a
moral obligation. What guarantee is there that other
assrlrances about right to private propertv etc. rvill
be maintained by this Governnrent or the future
Covernments? If the present Government abolishes
the privy purses, same thing mav happen in future
to the loans raised b1' the present Government.

The above three amendments iu the context of the
Inclo-Soviet teaty, the proposed legislation about the
os'nership of neu'spapers, assrrmes greater significanc:'.
We are certainlv entering an era of greater state con-
trol. This is the time to *'ake rrp for lovers ol frcc,-
dom and democracy. Freedom and dernocracy l.rave
clisappeared in rnany l:rnds but rarely at oue stroke.
Tlrey have always been ufiittled arvay bit by b,it.
Structure of freedom and democracy has been
clestroyed b)' fascists and comrnttnists brick l>v brick.
Let tlris not happen in our India.

o Eighty-one enterprises in the growing public sector hitv<,r

shorvn profits of Rs. 130 crores wliich reprcsents a rehlrn of
4.2 per cent on the capital.

This is bettcr than the 2.8 per cent return in 1968-69. But,
in <lcfining profits, thc interest payable tncl taxes lrave not becn
t:rken into account. If thcse trvo items are consideretl, the resrrlt
n'ill be a loss of Rs. 3.4 crores.

One of the rnain reasons for the poor showing of tlre public-
sector inchrstrial enterprises, beside.s persistent labour troubles
an<l occasional lack of power an<I rnw materials, is the rising
cost of laborrr. While tfic total ntrmber of enrployees in these
enterprises rose to 613,000 by 2.5 per cent the salaries bill
jtrnrpccl bv 14 per cent to Rs. 290 crorcs.

In evaluating the perfornrance of Statc enten:rises, it trltrst
be renrembered that fhey nornrally get subsiclisecl loans at inte-
rest rates which are lower by 1.5 to 4.5 pcr ccnt than tlto.se
chargecl to private firrrs. -Tinbs of lnrlia, Arrg' 27.



Bollar - Crisis
Hippopotamus

IDDRESIDENT Nixon's recent announcement to sus-
I pend the convertibility of dollars into gold for
,"r.*" banks means-at least in theory-the end of the
international monetary system of Bretton WooCs , of
1914.

In that year the foundations lvere laid for an agree-
ment rvhich brought ample wealth to the free worid.
The basic assumption of this agreemeiltrv.g.rgj, ,".,

a ) that the price for gold is a fixed price,
b) that dollar is as good as gold,
c) that the U.S. Government is prepared to give one

ounce of gold for every 35 dollars presented to it
by.a foreign Reserve Bank, an4

cl) that all foreign currencies ale expressed in a

ffxed relation to the dollar, for example I dollar

- 5 francs.
This rvas understandable in 1944. Almost all gold

rvas then stored rn the vaults of Fort Knox and the
American eoonomy was by far the strongest
and most productive. It seemed unthinkable that
the destroyed economies of Britain, France, Japan
or \\/est Germany could ever match the "motherlirnd

of capitalism". In tl.rose vears a scarcity of dollars s'as
in fact an obstacle for worlcl-rvide trade agreemetlts.
All international trade transactions *'ere dollar-based,
since the cloliar u'as for the international spl'rere the
e<luivalent to national cnrrencies in the natior-ral
spheres: the only generally accepted means of ex-

change. Thus the U.S. were the only cottntrv itr
the n'orld able to procluce as truclt iutematicln;rl
money as they rvantecl by printing dollar notes. The
production of gold u'as, of course, sorner.vhat more
difficult.

In the vears after Worlcl \\/trr II tlre situation be-
eame slightly different. Economic, rnilitary ancl deve-
lopmental aid, capital transfer for entrepreneurial
."tron, from the U.S. to m.an,v otlrer conntries and last,

but not least, the Vietnam rvar overflooded the free
u'orld rvith dollars. And tlie slorv but steady develop-
ment of many economies, expressed through increas-
ing exports, addecl many a dollar to that flood' In
foreign countries the clollars *'ere exchanged into
natioial currencies. The restrlt was an increase of
liquiclity ( more national money-lnore effective
demancl for goods) and a huge stock of dollars in tlre
vaults of the respective Reserve Banks, u'lrich coulcl

be hoarded or used either for imports or for exchange

into gold. The exchange into gold had its limitations
since the U.S. hacl spent more dollars abroacl tl-ran they

had gold in ForL Knox. To solve this problem the U'S'

n"J fi"a to devalue the dollar compared to gold'

With the increasing strength of foreign economies

the true value of the dollar, compared to other curren-

cies, sank, but ttre Bretton \4'/oods agreement did not

offoi" " slmila, adjustment through modification of

exchange rates. The problem could have been solved

only bi devaluation of tlte dollar compared to other

ciiriencids" cir' a ioint ievhluaitioh'of "tlie"rnaidr forei$n"

currencies.
,,Neither the relation of the dollar to gold rvas chan-g-

ed nor were theie any significant rnodiffcations in the
clollar-foreign clrrrency relations. To do the former,
the U.S. rveie too pto.id, since they eithef felt it would
mean an international defeat, or clid not want to see

that the mighty dollar might get into-trouble. In any
case, other Jountries were not prepared to do the latter
as it rvould mean a serious blow to their export trade'

After all, ll4ly should lrl?n1z s6gnlries pay for the
mistakes of one country? This might appear to be an

act of ingratitude, since the ver,v overflorv of dollars to
otlier cointries right after \\-orld \\'trr II did a lot of
gocd to the free x'orlcl. This u'oulcl be onlv part\ cor-
rect. The "pump-priming" afier \\-orlcl \\'ar II n'as

ercellent ar.rcl the besi possible lrelp the U.S. could give,
since it crctrtecl the necessirrr- ciemirnd irbroad in order
to gc't the econonties rttoi'ing. But s'lien these coun-
tlies coulcl stiu-itl on thcir orvn feet-economically
spc'trl<ing-thc cor.ttittuit.tg ouiflorl onll' added to in-
flirtionirrv pressillcs in tltcs:e t'oitniries. furtlter proll-lo-
tecl throtrgh "easv moner'" poiicv in the U.S. (lorv
interest rates. in orcler to keep the U.S. economy
moving) and "tight mone!"' policy abroad (high
interest rates, in order to fight infltrtion).

Thus forcigner.s \\'cre forcecl to co-finance all U.S.
unclertakings abro:rd, if thery ailou'ecl an urrrestricted
inffou' of dollars into tl'rcir countries, slnce the
exchange rates \r,ere fixecl ancl the U.S. clid not care
about tl-re deficit in their balance of payments. A deff-
cit in the balance of paymer.rts means nothing else but
a stu'plus supply of dollars u{ricl'r in effect means over-
valuation.

There are t$'o \\fays of solving the problem:

a) to increase protective barriers around American
trade: cluotas, import srrrcharges, e.xport rebates
and the like, in the U.S. ancl rluotas, export duties,
irnport bonuses and the like abroad. Tliis could be
the rvorst possible approach to the problem as The
Economist (August 74, 1971) observed, aclding, "it



would have painful efiects on the world economy
and jeopardize American leadership".

b) The more practical solution would be to stop'the
nonsense of the fixed gold/dollar/foreign c'ur-
rency'relation and give the flexibility needeci to all
major currencies. This rvould
l. make exchange rates equilibrium prices
2. not lead to balance of payments deficits or sur-

pluses, thus avoiding the export/import of in-
flationsi defations

3, make gold what gold really isr a commodity like
salt, rvater, steel or fur coats

4. make autonomous national monetary-ffscal and
credit policies possible in order to deal with the
national problems of employment, price stabi-

. lity, balanced grorvth and social justice.
But it would also mean the end to an old but

nevertheless senseless sovereign right of every country
viz. to ffx its own exchange rate, and that would bring
to an end after many many decades, the pampered and
cherished "beggar my neighbour" policies, and woulcl
furthermore force every single governmeut in the
rvorld to pursue sound and responsible economic and
ffnancial policies in order that other countries have
faith in them and deal with them.

One thing however is certain, no matter what will
lappen within the next ferv days, rveeks or months:
the end of the capitalist system has not yet come. To
predict this, as many "comrades" are doing, is nothing
but indulgence in wishful thinking.

Without Commenl

iVlarxist Explanation

HILE the impact of the Pentagon papers cou-
tinues to reverberate in the U.S., a Nlarxist

explanation comes lrom the Soviet magazine Litera-
turnaya Cazeta. In the Russian view, the secret study
rvas published because three factions of monopolists
rvere rvarring among themselves.

According to Cazeta, the three factions are:
(1) makers of consumer and civilian goods, (2) suppliers
of military goods not used in the Viet Nam War, and
(3) military-industrial manufacturers whose goods are
used in the war. As the Soviets see it, the civilian-
sector monopolists and non-Viet Nam military-indus-
trial monopolists became disenchanted with the'war.
Upset over the inflation and shrinking revenues caused
by the Indo-China involvement, the monopolists then
arranged for the documents to be published as an
embarrassment to the military-industrial monopolists
rvho had reaped profits from the Viet Nam conflict.
Each of'the newspapers that received and printed the
Pentagon papers during the two weeks of court battles
was simply an agent of the dissident monopolies.

After years of mutual attempts to improve Soviet-
American relations it is frightening that the Soviet
Union still has so fantastic a view of U.S. affairs.

Tinrc,luly 26, Lg7I.
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ConsFiracy :In Mexico
Charles Foley

'PEHIND tall, spiked railings of the Soviet embassy
U jn Me*ico the busiest spy organization in the
hemisphere r,vorks 24 hours a day. It has its long-range
radio net, its daily air link-the only one in North of
Sor-rth America-with Cuba, It has innumerable agents
arrd contacts on both sides of the f\4'o thousand mile
border rvith the United States.

This was known to all in this high, bright capital of
eight million people; but since the Yanquis took it with
a shrug, why should they worry? At least the 150
Russians.crowded into the villa and its,satellite build-
ings rvere doing no harm to Mexico.

Today, the mood has changed. \,Vith the startling
discovery that this diplomatic sanctuary was being
used to foment civil war in Nlexico itself, the gover:n-
ment and the country are in a state of angry shock.
The top echelon of five Soviet envoys has been abruptly
expelled. And I have no doubt that remaining 145 will
also be shown the door unless they remember their
duty to their hosts.

Some Americans here have wondered at the strength
of this reaction: They forget, perhaps, that the Mexi-
cans began their revolution-a classic bread-andland
struggle that left more than a million dead-while
Lenin was still languishing in exile. Nobody feels the
need for further lessons in this sphere, least of all, from
the duffers of the KGB.

The plot rvas crude, its execution worse. A bevy of
young provincial leftists, whisked to \'Ioscorv on a

cultural exchange, are clandestinely taught guerrilla
warfare. On their rehrrn, they take a leaf from the
young Stalin's book and set out to raise a r,var chest
throrrgh bank robberies. At the sarne time, they arn.r

and train sympathizers for The Day.
One hold-up, just as successful as Stalin's famous

Tiflis raid, netted $84,000. But it brought about the
capture of a comrade who led police to stoles of arms,
explosives, documents and uniforms for the guerrilleros.
Before long, 21 of the fifty Muscovite excursionists had
been rounded up; the rest ale now being sought, The
revolt ended before it had begun.

-. According to cbnfessions now fowing frorn the im-
firisoned leftists, Moscow proceeded u'ith habitual
caution. On arrival at the Patrice Lumumba Friendship
University, the young N{exicans found then.rselves in
an intoxicating Third World ambiance of Africans
and Asians, Brazilians, Colombians and Paraguayans,
Marxist studies swiftly palled, but their Soviet tutors
seemed curiously obtuse to hints of the kind of action
which the more activist students had in rnind.

Guidance was eventually provided by sorne of their
comiri,urions. They rvere promised a better hearing by

the North Koreans-missionaries from a fervent, first-
generation Communist caucus who lvould jump at the
chance of upsetting capitalistic applecarts. Fabricio
Souza, pltrmp, 32-year-old leader of the Mexican ex-
patriates, made the ffrst contact. Warned off the
North Korean embassy in N{oscow, he called at its less
cnnspicuous counterpart in East Berlin, and left with a
ticket to Pyongyang.

"I arrived in North Korea in October 1968," he says.
"and stayed three rveeks, talking to top-level officials.
They accepted my ideas and gave.me.$ 10,000 to bring
civer the first party."
,1 trn January, ten of Souza's. followers travelled to

Berlin, were given North Korean passports, took a train
back to Moscow and then flew on by Aeroflot, the
Soviet national airline, to Pyongyang. They were taken
to a military base 25 miles outside the capital. There,
in one of a network of training camps, containing dele-
gations from several Latin American countries, they
went through a six-month course in sabotage, unarmed
combat and secret communications. Ivlimic raids were
made on regular North Korean units.

The first group returned to lvlexico via Moscow in
the fall of 1969. Trvo furtl.rer bands of trventy or more
each replaced them. Some of these visitors were still
returning last month as \{exican police unravelled the
plot. Once home, the Korean trainees set up ten recruit-
ing centres in various parts of the countn- and set otrt
to organize their u'ave of bank robberies.

Fabricio Souza and the rest were on shou' last
week in the city's Lecumberri Prison, u'here an infor-
mal press conference was held. Still confident of final
victory, Souz-a irccepted ir cigarrette ancl agreecl tl-rat hc'
might have started another Vietnam in his orvn country
had his scheme succeeded. "So s'hat? Tl.re r.vorse the
frouble llere, the more American pressure will be eased
on socialist conntries elsewhere."

IJis plan was to rvork from the eclges, Castro-st1,le.
It would start r.'r,ith the peasants in the hinterltrnd.
Then s'orkers and students would be drawn in. Souza
denied that Tupamaros-type kidnapping and killings
were intended, but other members of the group boast-
ed that their comrades still at large rvould hit back at
the government with reprisals. Wishful thinking, per-
haps; at all events, they had their lesson pat.
" Parties in and otit of the government have been
falling over each other to buy newspaper space for
.p.gngratulations to the authorities on their vigilance.
Even sonre of University City's rebellious students.
still .sore over their treatt.nent during and since the
1968 Olympic Garnes eruption, have been constrained

(Continued on page B)



Wi,thaut C*mment

Fundarnen{al ltight

In the course of an arli,- ic ln "suoraiya
l\4r. P. Kodanckt Ruo writes:

f TNTIL the Golaknath jrrrlgrncrrt, the Indian Parlia-
U *"nt was competent to alrridge the fundamentai
rights, like other Articles in the Constitution, by
aclopting the sarne procedure ;ls laid down in Article
iieS. es a'matter of fact, the lndian Parliament had
actually amended and abridged some fundamental
rights. The Golaknath case judgment, however, made
a fundamental change both iir the matter and manner
of abridgement of suc'h fundamental rights as had not
already been abridged earlier.

For nearly trvo decades tlre Supreme Court in India
admitted the competence of the Indian Parliament to
abridge the fundamental rights enshrined in the
lndian Constitution. It denied it for the first time in
the Golaknath case in 1967 by a majority of six against
ffve judges.

While the majoritl' judgment is legally binding, its
moral value rvas considerably abridged because it u'as
not trnanimous, but by a majority of one onll'. It is
possibie tirat the majority jtrdgment might be reversed
in a ftrttrre case. Its moral value has suffered even more
because the majority judgment admitted that the
abridgenrents already made rvere invalid ab initio,but
vet held them valid in future! It would have earned
iu*" ."r1r""t if it had pronounced that the abridged
amcnclnrcr"rts \\:ere inopertrtivc' in futttre. As it is, in-
i'a)id trbridgenents rvere declared valid. The oul)' nerv
feature u'as that the judgment prohibited abridgement
of fundamental right's which had not already been
abridged.

Tlie rnajority judgment held that fundamental riglits
rvere not open to abridgement even by the unanimous
vote of Parliament because they rvere "natural rights"
and rvere "immutable", "inalienable", "inviolable", and
"transcendental", that they were not created by the
Constittrtion but only expressed in it, and that they
were reserved to themselves by the "sovereign" people.
IJaving made these claims, the judgment pointed out
that tliey were modified in the case of the Defence
Forces and suspended altogether during martial lawl
The immutable usas mutable!

Having asserted that the fundamental rights rvere

trnabridgeable, the juclgment indicated hor,v they could

be abridged. Thotrgh they could not be abridged by
Parliament because it tvas a "constituted" body, they
could be abriclged by a nerv "constituent" body which

I

could be convoked by the "constituted" body, viz.,
Parliament, and rvould be superior to both Parlianrent
and the Supreine Court and be competent to abricige
the fundamental rights and supersede the majoritl'
judgment of the Supreme Court in the Golaknath casei

It is not necessary to examine here the validity ol
this philosophy of natural and immutable fundament,;l
rights of human beings and whether the Rights canie
first and the State afterwards, or the other way about,
except to add that, before the judgment in the Golak-
nath case, the Suprerne Court did not act on that
philosophy, and even in the particular case, five out
of eleven judges did not do so, and it is possible that
in some future case, the Supreme Court might reverse
the majority judgment !n tfe Golaknath case,

(Contiutecl from page 7)

to join in. Hard-core radicals are cursing the plotters
for playing into the Government's hands.

The Russian mystery, such as it is, remains. That
they knew and connived in what their }vlexican pro-
teges rvere doing is beyond question; foreigners do
not come and go between the Communist capitals by
Aeroflot without being studiously investigated. Nor
are false passports rvith \{exican mugshots and Korean
names likely to appease tlre Soviet appetite for
tlokunrcnti.If the Krenrlin did not object, it rnav u'ell
be that thev did not v'ish to give the brash North
Koreans, or-\1'orse still-their Chinese neighbours,
reason to denounce them.

Hitherto, \{exicans have been inclined to look at
the Russians as fellorv-veterans rvho have survived
their revoltrtiouarv grou'ing pains and ttre too ccltt-

cerned witli putting their o'uvn house in order to rnake
trouble for tlieir neighbours. Spying on the Arnericittts
came under the title of super-power rivalry. After the
recent rounds of brinkmanship over Cuba, a confront-
ation g'ith the U.S.A. on lv'lexican territory seemed to
be rvell outside Kremlin calculations.

Since 19'36, when Mexico gave asyluin to Leon
Trotsky, relation between the two countries have been
friendly but never wann. Trotsky's murder by Stalin's
emissary muked one lort' point; a cold-war railrt'ay
strike fomented by the Russians another. But in recent
years, Moscorv has been so circumspect that officials
&d not trouble to check the Soviet selection of stud-
ents under the cultural exchange. Now it is clear that
it was made on any but academic grounds. Some had
only two years in high school before going, all r.vere

chosen from what an official called "areas of social

uneasiness."

-Courtesy, National Reaiew, Nerv York
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Re vieu)s
Silesian lnferno

Karl Friedrich Grau, Centre of Information and Documen-
tary Evidence, West, Seewald Verlag, Stuttgart, Germany.

rftHIS is an account of atrocities comrnitted by
I Russian soldiers in Silesia when they- were rnarch-

ing towards Berlin in the last phase of the second u,orld
lvar. The eccount is based on carefully checked state-
ments of men and women who went through the terror
which contin'.red roughly for the first six months of
L945.

According to tl-re reports of eye-witnesses, the terror
'iaged without choice, hitiing- ei'brybody diid anytiody
it happened to meet, unselectively and unpredictably

-it hit active Nazis, their fellorv travellers, non-
political citizens, and even active opponents of the
Nazi regime. No distinction was made between well-
to-do owners of property and fortunes, small trades-
men and craftsmen, workers, farmers, none between
men, women, old people or children." The terror took
the form of indiscriminate looting and destruction of
property and killing and torture and rape. Harrowing
accounts of these atrocities were later given by the
victims, some of which are reproduced in the book.

Russian troops did not behave in the same manner
in other parts of Germany that they conquered except
in a few select places like Berlin where also they rvere
not allowed to misbehave for longer than the first few
days of the conquest. Silesia was selected for a diffe-
rent type of treatment possibly because it *'as to be
cleared of the Germans and then to be handed over
to'Poland. Whatever the reason, the Silesians had to
bear the brunt of the fury and the lust of Russian
soldiers. Thc book is a tlrrthful recolcl of theil suffer-
ings. S.D.

The Marrian Mirage
Satyavrata Patel, New Horizon Publishers, Rs. 35.

,"f'tHE author has stated in his Prologue to the book
f the broad conclusions that he has "adumbrated".
They are that "Marxism is an ignorant and barbarous
superstition believed in by frustrated intellectuals" that
Marx "was a spurious economist, a worthless thinker
and a counterfeit sociologist," that "it is sheer blas-
phemy to call him a scientist or humanist" and that he
was "essentially a cunning propagandist for his creed
or dogma". These are not according to NIr. Patel,
"ss'eeping breath-taking strictures." They are, he
avers, "obvious truths which are there for mere seeing,"

In the chapters that follorv l\'lr. Patel has examinecl

the various aspects of Marxism as philosophy, as eco-
nomic theory and as political practice. In carrying out
the exarnination, the knorvledge of Nlarxism that Mr.
Patel has exhibited is remarkable, btrt it is difficult to
say tlat the examination is objective, searching or
comprehensive. The examination is carried out with :r

particular point of view and those rvho do not accept
it will not ffnd the analysis and the argument con-
vincing.

The author claims that his book is "no passionate
polemic", that it is "a scientific inquiry". The passion
that oozes from every page makes it difficult to accept
that characterisation. However, even as an impassioned
critic of Marx and lvlarxism it deserves study.

S. D.

Britain 7977

Central Office of Inforrnation, London.

rfHIS is an official handbook prepared by the
I Central Office of Information, London. As 

.usual,

it gives a good amount of infdrmation about important
facets of life in Great Britain. The information is based
on authoritative sources and is given in an interesting
mamer. Diagrams, maps and photographs add to the
appeal of the book.

V. K.
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Frcedont, First

W ithtrttt C ottt'nnen't,

ASIA BEYOND VIETNAM

HILE American attention is focussed on the
fighting in Indo-China, this fact generally is

overlooked: Vietnam is just one small corner of a vast
continent rocked by violence and unrest.

From Afghanistan around to Japan, 23 nations make
up the continent of Asia. Of these, 16 are embroiled
in u,ar, rebellion or civil strife, much of it instigated
or supported by Red China.

flra 16 countries are home to 1.8 billion people,
rnore than half the total wor'ld population of 3.5
billion.

Six nations are split by rvarring Communist and
non-Communist regimes. Two are victims of large-
scale enemv inffltration and attack. Seven are fighting
Peking-backed insurgents, and one is being torn apaft
llv civ'l wat'.

Oulv seven nations are free of conflict: Mongolia,
lapan, Singapore, Bhutan, Nepal, Afghanistan and the
tiny Republic of lvlaldives in the Indian Ocean.

Far Ea.st experts make two points in assessing grow-
inq urrrcst in Asia:

Conrmunist "liberation atmies" are behind much of
the tunr.roil.

\lcst Asian Recl leaders norv consider Peking, not
\loscou', to be the capital of rvorld Cornmunism. Th"y
are convincecl thi'rt tlie Soviet Union is too "consen'a-

tir.e" in its de:ilings s'ith the West, and thel' leoL
increasiuslv to Peking to help their rebellions.

Red Chintr is responding. In Hanoi, Peking is press-
ing North \Tietnam to seek military victory, not a
negotiatccl peace. In North Korea, Chinese leaders
Irrr"c' irritchccl up cliffcrences u'ith P1'ong1'ang. r.nakinq
Kirn IT Sung more "hard-line" than ever.

Chinese rnilitan' aicl is going to Recl troops in
Vietnarn, Laos and Cambodia. N4ao Tse-tung's radical
icleology is behind nnrest in Inclia, Ceylon and the
Philippines. Arriis ancl amtnr-rnition are being smuggled
to rebcl hands in the jr,rngles, nrountains and srvamps
of Thailand, Buma, lr'Ialaysia and Indonesia.

Recl China even has added in Asia a third name to
the t'"vir-r Communist gods, Marx and Lenin. The new
slogan-originated in Peking-is "Marxism-Leninism-
I,lao Tsetung Thought."

Wirile Vietnam is Asia's biggest problem, it is not
the only danger area on the continent. Any one of a
number of trouble spots could explode into a major
crisis at almost any time.

PAKISTAN. The Army is cracking down against
secessionist East Pakistan. Communist China, abandon-
ing its usual support for "revolutionary" movements,
fuliy backs the Government.
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CEYLCN. Maoist student extremists are in revolt
against a Government already leaning toward the left.

INDIA. Rebel tribesmen are a threat in the North-
East Frontier region, and the violence-prone Naxalite
Communjsts-followers of the Red China iine-are con-
stant trouble makers in West Bengal.

THAILAND. A Peking inspired insurgency in its
north-east alea is an ever-present rvorrv.

BURMA. Rangoon not only is fighting China backed
rebels but also a half dozen ethnic minorities, plus
guerrillas organised by for:rner Prerrrier U Nu.

INDONESIA. lvlilitary rulers still are trying to root
out pro-Peking Cornmunists rvho attempted to over-
throw the Goverrrment nearly six years ago.

NORTFI and SOUTFI KOREA. A tmce in 1953 sup-
posedly ended three years of fighting. But ground and
niival clashes still"erupt. Communist North Kolea is
mobilized for r,var, and South Korea is modernizing
its armed forces - with U.S. help.

TWO CHINAS. Communists and Nationalists con-
tinue to fight a low-key war. U.S. supported National-
ists on Taiwan send small raiding parties against the
mainland, and Peking replies with sporadic shelling of
offshore islands held by Tairvan. A more serious threat
to Red China is the danger of renewed ffghting with
Russian troops along the Sino-Soviet border.

NORTH and SOUTH VIETNAM. War hru been a
rvay of life since 1946 first r,r'ith Vietnamese ffghting
the French and then u.ith the South battling the Com-
munist North. U.S. forces are rvithdrawing, but there
is iittle chance for an early peace.

PHILIPPINES. A Huk rbbellion rvas put down
years ago, but Conrrnunist guerrillas continue to launch
terror attircks from jungle hideouts.

\IALAYSIA. A 12 year Communist revolt was corr-
trolled in 1960. 5611', ther€ is a resurgence of Red
activit)', and planters once more sleep rvith guns at
tlieir bedsiclcs.

T,.{OS. Conrmur.rist reftrs:rl to honorrr Laos' nc:trtra-

htrr m'ftss tbe corrntrl' a battleground behl'een East
and West.

CAN,IBODIA. This neutral nation was dragged into
rvar n'hen Reds seized large sections of its territory to
use as a supply base for the Vietnam fighting.

-U.S. News d: World RePort
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U" S. Policy On Pakistan
(Thc follou;ing are extru.cts front aletler of h,Ir. C. L. L'lelt1t. tl,e ucl,Iknown lnrlian pu,blic nrun utcl for-
mer Indian Ambassador"to U.5., published in seaerai Arnerican newspa.pers,)

IKE numerous people in my country I have had
u a genuine feeling of goodwill and friendship to-
ward the people of the United States ever since I
visited it in 1944 and particularly after I held office
there as India's Ambassador in the middle fifties. I
also have a sense of gratitude for what the United
States government and people have done for India at
times of food crisis and to assist their economic deve-
lopment as well as standing by the country at the time
of the Chinese invasion in the fall of 1962. But like
most Indians who have nothing but a friendly feeling
for tlre United States, I have failed to understand the
rationale of American policy in supporting directly
and indirectly whatis tantamount to genocide in East
Pakistan for the last four months. I leave aside the
grievous wlong and injury done to India through sucir
a policy. But even assuming that Jndia has been
written off by the present U.S. administration, the
moral issue involved in supporting a govenunent which
has committed such unprecedented brutalities sur-
passing those of Hitler, Stalin and those practised in
Vietnam, still rernains.

When the United States administration gave military
aid to Pakistan in the middle fffties, as a representative
of the Indian governrnent I had rvamed that the anns
supplied would be used only against India and not
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for any self-defense or against Soviet Russia or China.
This ',r'as proved twice in 1965. And now these arms
rnacle available over the past two clecades and valued
at nearly $ I billion have been ttu'ned rvith a vicious
ferocity upon theil ou'n people.

. During m)' recert visit to the United States, I found
that public opinion as represented by influential
papers was stlong in its condemnation of the atlocities
of the Pakistan government. I also found that there
was an equally strong feeling among several pi'ominent
senators whom I had the privilege of meeting on
Capitol Hill. But the adminish'ation seems to be un-
responsive as well as callous. On the one hand, we
are told that withhol&ng of economic aid and arms
would throw Pakistan into the arms bf China rvhile
on the otlier Pakistan is being utilized as a go-betv'eett,
at least for transport purposes, for Washington and
Peking. Evidently the fact that India might be throrvn
into the trrms of the Soviets does not seem to worrv
Washington policy-nakers. American policy is streng-
thening the Communists in India, u'ho iu'e succeecling
in creating anti-West and particularly anti-Arnerican
feeling as also communalists u'ho are seeking to gene-
rate anti-il{uslim feelings. Wliether this is in the long
temr interests of tl.c United States is for srrcli policl'-
rnakers to judge.

ll



With Ma.ny Voices
Moans round rvith many
'Tis not too late to s,rek

i
now in the bosom of the Russian
move to keep the eagle and the

-Sun, Colombo, ,A.ugust 13.

Inclia is very much
bear apparently in a
clragon au'ay.

Registered No. MII 272

lne ocep
voices. Cope, my friends,
a newer world."

-Tenngson,

Plesident Nixon's visit to Chila is a No.
the No. I stuntman of our time.

-Georgc Meany, President,
{./.S. Netr,s & Worlcl Repolt,

I stunt of

AFL.CIO,
August 23.

America has proved. to be a broken reed,

-C. R., Swaraiua, August 14.
lVhen he (Mr. Nixon) returns will he be carrying

an umbrella? And will he exuberantly wave a piece of
paper at us from the steps of his plane?

-Oliver Pacini in Titttc, Arrgust 10.

When the imrnediate crisis is over, this treaty of
friendship, peace and cooperation is likely to be a

nrillstone rouncl the neck of the Indian nation.

-Ian Tickle, Stoiss Press Rouiew and News Report,
August tr6.

Tiris newspaper considers Presiclent Nixon's proposal
to visit Comrnunist China and the change in policy
torvards Red China to be immoral, indecent, insane
and frauglit rvith clanger for the survival of the United
States.

-William Loeb, pubiisher of (Jnion Leatlcr
quoted in Tinte, August 16.

Wltat rve are
Statisrlr from the

-N4. R.

Tlris Inclr-Soviet Treirty
registerecl in ii htrrry' aucl

now seeing is"tlid spilling'or.er' bf
economic to the cultural sphere.
Masani, Tintes of lndia, August 15.
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iA cantankerolrs press, an obstinate pless, an ubiqui-

tous press must be suffered by those in authority in
orcler to preselve the even greater values of freedom
of expression and the right of the people to know.

-Jirclge \lurral' L Gurfein quoted in The IIimntat,
July 2.

In Yugoslavia, the problern r,r'as

u'as in conflict \i'ith life, and in the

-Milovan Djilas quoted

that bureaucracy
end life prevailed.
in Tinrc, August 9.

lllit'{lt' tl rc Trc':rtr' '4ives a pou'erftrl plo-Cou.rmturist
inrpettrs tci all autliority t'itl-rin tlie courttry; it softens
tlic rc:sisting clcr:rocratic u'ill so successfulll' as almost
to render it non-existent.

-Opinion, August 17,

l-o the Editor.
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rnal' n'ell be like a rnarriage
repentecl at leisure.

-Thought, August 14.

An academic adage iras it that the difference bet-
v'cen China and Russia scholars is that China experts
love China rvhiie Russia erperts hate llnssia.

-Thrrc, August 9.

When a politician's hrck is lunuing out it can seenr
tl-rirt he can clo nothing riglit. So it nor',' sccnis u'ith
\{r'. \\zilson.

-Tlte Lconanrisf, July 2'1.

Plesident Nixon's projected trip to Peiping is like
the n'orlci's No. 1 policernan visiting the No. 1 bandit
irr his lair.

.-Kuo"llrirr, Free Clirut Wecklg, Juiy 25.

F.D.Il. rvould have hesitated to go to lleriil to winc
and dine vi'ith Adolf HitJer-but \r/e are aborrt to do
that, and all the liberals who can't stancl the Greck
colonels are jurnping for joy.

-William lluckley, quoted inTinrc, July 26.

We rvant social changes, but rvith pcrsonal freedom
and rvithout N4arxist sectarianism.

-Dr. O. Marin, nen'ly electecl Chilean tr'I.P., in Tfarc,
August 2.
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E d i t ccr a n d pu bl is h e d t".,t .f;l::iiil ti,l,"',",*r",1i 

"li*'] n,!:,,
V. B. Karnik at 127
bb Garndevl lload,

N{ahatrna Gandhi Road, Bombay
Bombay 7.
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