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FOREWORD

This book is a collage of Frank Moraes’ essays on the Indian
scene unfolding over a number of years. They have two
distinct qualitics, qualities that have made Frank Moraes a
towering personality among the thoughtful commentators on
the vicissitudes of India.

First, the quality of indomitable courage, a rarc virtue in
our time and land. ‘““‘Courage,” said James Barrie, ‘‘goes all
the way,” and so it is with Frank Moraes. He never hesitated
to say boldly what he honestly thought of the powers that be
and their policies, unmindful of any personal consequences to
him. That is why clown the years the readers turned to his
column in the papers to get lus pungent analyms of the news
hehind the news. R

Second, his essays, couched in ]anguage I'al above tiresome
journalese, convey to the 1eade1 Frank Moraes’ concern for

the preservation of fr ecdom in India and for the true welfare
of our people. The ring of smceuty and truth is unmistakable
and irresistible.

It has been said that those who do not learn the lessons of
history are condemned to repeat it. The youth of India
should read and re-read this absorbing book which affords a
luminous glimpse of our times, and learn well its lessons.

December 1973 N.A. PALKHIVALA






PREFACE

The departure of Frank Moraes from the Indian journalistic
scenc marks the end of an era. His retirement has left a
lacuna which we can never hope to bridge, for in the annals
of Indian journalism there has been no greater champion of
democratic freedom than Frank Moraes. His deep sense of
patriotism was only matched by the depth of his commitment
to the democratic way of life. He tenderly nurtured the
precious plant of freedom and maintained a ceaseless vigil
against threats to the democratic system.

Frank Moraes was much more than a mere journalist. He
was an institution in himself and the keeper of the country’s
conscience. He was fiercely independent and totally honest.
In an age of pygmies, he towered over the Indian journalistic
scene like a mighty colossus. His incisive and penetrating
mind could pierce through a mountain of obscure facts and
identify the principles involved.

The writings of Frank Moraes have a timeless and enduring
significance for all those who cherish democracy, for he had a
deep sense of history and wrote with a historical perspective.
In bringing together this small selection of his writings, we
wish to pay a tribute to an indefatigable crusader of freedom.
We are confident that this book will be a continuous source of
inspiration to those who have fought to prevent the feeble
flame of freedom from being snuffed out by anti-democratic
forces.

The book is divided into three sections. The first of these
deals with the drama featuring Mrs Gandhi’s drive to capture
power which culminated in the break-up of the Congress party
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and marked the most notorious chapter of the country’s
political history. It dramatises how, atlas-like, IFrank Moracs
held aloft the democratic edifice even as its other pillars were
crumbling all round. The second section focuses on the
attempt to undermine the key pillars of democracy—the
judiciary, the legislature, the constitution aud the press. The
final section highlights the menance of communism and
exposes the insidious efforts of the communist to subvert the
democratic system.

The Adult Education Institute is grateful to the Indian
Express Newspapers (Bombay) Private Ltd., for having kindly
granted the permission to reproduce the articles of Frank
Moraes which were published earlier in the Indian Express.

In making this volume possible I wish to express my
gratitude to the management of the Indian Express for kindly
permitting me to reproduce the articles and editorials of Frank
Moracs that appeared from time to time in their paper. I am
also thankful to K.V. Mathew, Mrs T.D ’Souza and Mrs
R. Irani for the patience and diligence with which they helped

in typing the manuscript, and to S.V. Raju for his assistance
in proof reading.

December 1973 R. C. Coorkr



THE MAKING OF A JOURNALIST

Frank Robert Moracs, the doyen of Indian journalism for over
two decades, was born in 1906 of Goan parents. He spent part
of his carly youth in Poona and Bombay, but as his father was
a government servant he lived more in the villages of Maha-
rashtra than in the cities. Unlike most Goans, he has always
considered himself an Indian first. As a boy he sometimes
visited Goa, but never picked up cither Konkani or Portuguese.

After graduating in cconomics and history from St. Xavier’s
College, Bombay, Irank left for Oxford in 1927. There he
was greatly moved by the gnawing poverty of the East End of
London, and was attracted to left wing politics. At Oxford,
Frank was President of the Indian Majlis, and later, as a law
student, was president of the Indian Students’ Association. For
a year he edited a magazine, Bharat, sponsored by the Indian
Majlis.

He returned to India in 1934, a greatly changed man after
seven years abroad. It did not take him long to realise he was
not cut out to be a lawyer. [Irank realised that journalism
was in his bones and he sct out to establish himself in this field.
After an initial introduction to The Times of India through a
series called ““Law for the Layman’’, he joined the paper as an
Assistant Editor.

During the Second World War, Frank served as a corres-
pondent in the Burma campaign and in China, where he got an
exclusive interview and a message to India from Chiang Kai-
shek. This was a great boost to his journalistic carcer.

After the war, he became a Special Correspondent for The



WwITHOUT FEAR OR FAVOUR

Times of India in New Delhi where he came to know a number
of our senior political leaders and covered the Cripps Mission
in 1946. After this he took up an assignment as editor of The
Times of Ceylon, a post he occupied till 1949 when he returned
to The Times of India as its first Indian editor.

His forthright way of writing and the scathing attacks on
Cabinet Ministers and high government officials often got
Frank into trouble. Relations with The Times of India manage-
ment became strained and on one not so fine morning he was
summarily dismissed. This was in 1957. The same year he
took over as Editor-in-Chief of Indian Express, a post he
held till December 1972. He quickly transformed the paper
making it very readable and boosting the circulation tremen-
dously. His Monday morning articles became very popular
and a certain section of The Times of India readers were known
to specially buy Indian Express on Mondays.

It was in Indian Express that Frank matured as a journalist.
His cool, cold-blooded assessment of a situation, his construc-
tive criticism of the government and his shrewd reading of
world politics made him the leading journalist in the country.
His flowing style and literary allusions made him very
readable.

During the 1971 war with Pakistan, Frank at the age of
sixty-five visited the front as a war correspondent. In December
1972 he retired and has settled in England.

Though he continues to write for Indian Express, it will
not be the same, for Frank Moraes has moved away from the
centre of the stage. The curtain has rung down on a long and
illustrious career.
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One/Towards Caesarism






IT IS A MIRACLE THAT THE YOUNG INDIAN DEMOCRACY SURVIVED
THE BREAK-UP OF THE INDIAN NATIONAL CONGRESS AND
MRS GANDHI’'S POWER STRUGGLE. THE EVENTS PRECEDING THE
SPLIT POSED THE GRAVEST EVER THREAT TO THE DEMOCRATIC
FRAMEWORK SINCE THE FORMATION OF THE REPUBLIC.
MRS GANDHI’S PHENOMENAL VICTORY AT THE 1971 POLLS UNFOR-
TUNATELY DIVERTED THE COUNTRY’S ATTENTION FROM THE
MEANS THROUGH WHICH IT WAS ACHIEVED. TO MAKE THE COUN-
TRY SAFE FOR DEMOCRACY, IT IS NECESSARY TO RETRACE THIS
CHAPTER OF INDIA’S POLITICAL HISTORY. FOR THE DEMOCRATIC
WAY OF LIFE MAY NOT SURVIVE A REPETITION OF AS UNPRINCIPLED
AN EXERCISE AS MRS GANDHI'S QUEST FOR POLITICAL SUPREMACY.
POLITICAL PARTIES ARE THE BEDROCK ON WHICH THE
DEMOCRATIC EDIFICE OF A COUNTRY IS BUILT. IT IS THROUGH
THEM THAT THE MASS OF THE PEOPLE EXERCISE THEIR CHOICE OF
WHO SHOULD GOVERN THEM AND BY WHAT PRINCIPLES. POLITI-
CAL PARTIES, THEREFORE, HAVE A VERY GREAT RESPONSIBILITY
IN UPHOLDING THE DEMOCRATIC TRADITIONS OF THE COUNTRY.
DUE TO HISTORICAL REASONS, A SINGLE MONOLITHIC PARTY,
THE INDIAN NATIONAL CONGRESS, CAME TO DOMINATE THE
COUNTRY’S POLITICAL SCENE. TO START WITH, THE CONGRESS
WAS MERELY A MOVEMENT TO SECURE INDEPENDENCE. AS THIS
WAS A GOAL WHICH ALL SECTIONS OF OPINION IN THE COUNTRY
UNRESERVEDLY SUPPORTED, PEOPLE OF DIVERSE IDEOLOGICAL
PROFESSIONS COULD FIND SHELTER UNDER ITS WINGS. BUT WITH
THE ATTAINMENT OF INDEPENDENCE THE PARTY HAD TO FORGE
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AN IDENTITY. THOUGH, IN TIME TO COME, DEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM
CAME TO BE ENSHRINED AS THE LOADSTAR OF THE CONGRESS
FIRMAMENT, EVEN IN THE TOP LEADERSHIP MANY DID NOT
SUBSCRIBE TO THIS GOAL. YET, THEY WERE LOATH TO LEAVE THE
PARTY AS IT WAS THE CORRIDOR TO POWER.

FOR A LONG TIME, THE PARTY HAD AN EMBATTLED EXISTENCE
WITH THE VARIOUS FACTIONS ENGAGED IN CONSTANT WRANGLES.
THANKS TO THE TOWERING PRESENCE OF JAWAHARLAL NEHRU,
WHO COMMANDED UNIVERSAL RESPECT IN THE PARTY, MOST OF
THESE DISPUTES WERE AMICABLY SETTLED AND THE PARTY
SURVIVED CRISIS AFTER CRISIS. WITH THE PASSING AWAY OF THE
COLOSSUS, ALL HELL BROKE LOOSE. THE VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THRE
PARTY WERE INVOLVED IN AN UNASHAMED SCRAMBLE FOR POWER.,
THE DIFFERENCES IN THE PARTY WHICH HAD ALWAYS BEEN
SUPPRESSED BEGAN COMING TO THE SURFACE, THE BATTLE LINES
WERE SOON DRAWN. THE LEFT AND THE RIGHT DECLARED WAR
ON EACH OTHER. THE TOP LEADERSHIP OF THE PARTY WAS AT
SIXES AND SEVENS. BY MUTUAL ACCOMMODATION AND THE DEEPER
LOYALTY TO THE ORGANISATION, A SPLIT IN THE PARTY WAS
AVERTED. NONE OF THE TOP LEADERSHIP WAS BRASH ENOUGH TO
RISK THE OPPROBRIUM OF HAVING CAUSED THE BREAK-UP OF THE
PARTY IN THE PROCESS OF STORMING THE CITADELS OF POWER.

BUT MRS GANDHI HAD NO SUCH INHIBITIONS. SHE WAS DETER-
MINED TO CAPTURE POWER AT ALL AND ANY COST. SHE HAD NO
USE FOR THE ADVICE OF THE SENIOR LEADERS OF THE PARTY. SHE
HAD RADICAL INCLINATIONS AND WAS IMPATIENT WITH THE
GRADUALIST APPROACH OF THE OLD GUARD. SHE SOUGHT UN-
FETTERED CONTROL OVER THE NATION’S DESTINY, A CONCEPT
WHOLLY ALIEN TO THE DEMOCRATIC WAY OF LIFE., WHEN SHE
FOUND HERSELF THWARTED IN HER ATTEMPT AT STORMING THE
CITADELS OF POWER WITH SOCIALISTIC BOMBAST, SHE LAUNCHED
AN OFFENSIVE AGAINST THE PARTY LEADERSHIP. FRANK MORAES
LIFTS THE VEIL OVER THE NIGHTMARISH DRAMA AND ANALYSES
THE IMPLICATIONS OF THE EVENTS OF THAT PERIOD FOR THE
FUTURE OF DEMOCRACY IN THE COUNTRY.

4
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T he curtain rose on the drama which culminated in the break-up of the
Congress and all but destroyed the democratic edifice in March 1969.
Mrs Gandhi began preparing the ground for seizing control over the
party. The war of attrition began with a subtl ecampaign against the
old guard. Pressure had been building up for some time past for an
inquiry into the affairs of the Birla group of companies. But the Con-
gress Working Committee set its face against it. Mrs Gandhi’s suppor-
ters insinualed that Depuly Prime Minister Morarji Desai was
responsible for scuttling the probe. The Prime Minister herself lent
tacit support to the smear campaign by maintaining a stony silence in
the face of repeated pleas from Morarji Desai to Mrs Gandhi to res-
train her henchmen. As if this were not enough, C. Subramaniam
resigned from the Working Commiltee protesting against the High
Command decision to enter into a coalition with the Fanta party in
Orissa. Mrs Gandhi again created the impression that it was the old
guard which was to blame and dissociated herself from the decision
collectively arrived at by the committee of which she was a member.

THE COUNTRY AND CONGRESS 24 March 1969

A signed front page article by the writer last week seems to
have stirred some ripples in certain political circles. While its
object was to stress on the Prime Minister the importance of
respecting the principle of collective responsibility in her deal-
ings with her Cabinet and party colleagues, it was impelled
primarily by the urgency of stopping the rot within the Congress
and of keeping the party togetherin the interests of the country.

From the repercussions reaching the writer’s ears it appears
to be generating a somewhat different effect. That the position
of the Congress is not merely parlous but perilous is obvious to
all. In thecircumstances one would have thought that the
first duty of Congress leaders would be to call for a stop to the
infighting and ceaseless bickering which have been going on at
the highest echelons of the party for the past three years.

5



WITHOUT FEAR OR FAVOUR

Neither the rebuffs of the 1967 general elections nor the rever-
ses of the mid-term elections of February seem to have taught
the Congress anything. The goings-on continue.

It is a measure of the demoralisation and degradation to
which Congress politics have descended that a frank attack on
some of the Prime Minister’s policies and modes of political
behaviour is immediately seized upon by her opponents in the
party and construed as an invitation for them to dislodge her.
Similarly, strong criticism of the tactics or views of her party
opponents is pounced upon by the Prime Minister’s supporters
to encourage her in her more didactic postures and incite her to
defiant attitudinising.

Neither of these types of behaviourism flatters either followers
or principals. To imagine that the Congress party will be
revolutionised and revitalised by inserting old faces in new
places by substituting B for A and C for D is to indulge in in-
fantile political thinking. There are no saviours in the wings
who by stepping to the centre of the stage can galvanise the
party into new life. What the Congress needs are not new
props but a return to its old way of dedicated service to the
people.

It can do this only by sloughing off the skin of selfishness or
“self first”” which grips the organisation and leaders. On the
homely principle of the unwisdom of changing horses in mid-
stream, the Congress would be wise in leaving the top leader-
ship untouched, for in the present mood and temper of the
party and its leaders any attempt to do so can have only one
result: it will split the party wide open from top to bottom.

The split will not be confined to the Congress Parliamentary
Party at the Centre but will affect State Congress Parliamen-
tary Party organisations throughout the country. The present
fractured condition of the Congress not only divided by right.
ists and leftists but criss-crossed with factions based on regional-
ism, caste and other divisive factors, makes it a highly vulnera-
ble structure liable to come apart under the stress of interna]
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combustion or external explosion. To refrain from tempering
with the top leadership would therefore appear to be the soun-
dest policy particularly with less than three years to go before
the next general elections. Indeed the time has come to
examine frankly the consequences likely to follow in the event
of Mrs Gandhi being eased out of the Prime Ministership.

Mrs Gandhi stands left of Centre whereas it would not be
unfair to describe her party opponents, with one significant
exception, as standing to the right of her. The exception is
Kamaraj who, though he is individually opposed to the Prime
Minister, is politically nearer her than he is, say, to Atulya
Ghosh or S. K. Patil. Kamaraj’s socialism may be earthy but
politically he is a leftist. He will be embarrassed keeping
political company with the rightists.

A further consideration appears to have entered into
Kamaraj’s thinking. With the death of Annadurai and
with growing rivalries within the D.M.K. the chances of the
Congress staging a comeback in Tamil Nadu appear to have
improved. Kamaraj would like a united Congress party to
face the electorate. But if a split occurs in the Congress
Parliamentary Party at the Centre the fissure could infect the
Tamil Nadu Congress party. C. Subramaniam is a loyal sup-
porter of the Prime Minister and according to recent reports,
has also made his political peace with Kamaraj. Hence the
dilemma which faces Kamaraj.

In the unlikely event of an attempt being made to prize her
out of office, Mrs Gandhi who is not of a temperament to yield
ground easily even if the majority of the State Congress batta-
lions at the Centre are trained against her, will fight to the last
ditch. The Congress Parliamentary Party will then be split
apart with similar repercussions in a majority of the States.
For all practical purposes this will mean a country-wide crack
in the Congress organisation. Mrs Gandhi’s colleagues,
having dislodged their leader from office, cannot insist on her
political loyalty since their own loyalty to their leader will

7
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then be proved to be extremely tenuous.

Apart from her personal tenacity, the Prime Minister has
developed considerable political finesse over the past three
years which her opponents within the party have reason to
realise. Even if the mood of the Congress party is rightist, the
Prime Minister is aware that the trend of the country is leftist
and, therefore, more inclined to her than to her opponents.
This in itself may not induce a majority of the Congress Parlia-
mentary Party to support her. But in the long-term view,
apart from the Congress being split, it will face the country as
a derelict party at the next general election when the likelihood
is that the people’s mood will favour the Congress leftists rather
than the rightists.

These considerations are doubtless in the Prime Minister’s
mind. There are others. A Congress tie-up with the Jana
Sangh would bring a wast segment of the minorities on the
side of the Congress leftists just as a Congress tie-up with the
Swatantra would alienate the left inclined Congress voters. A
growing rapprochement seems to be developing between the
Congress leftists and the D.M.K. This could also attract
a sizeable proportion of Harijans. Additionally, there is keen
awareness among the younger votersof the generation gap
between the Prime Minister and her party opponents. The
young constitute the majority of voters. For all of which
reasons, it would be best to leave well alone in the case
of the leadership and give it a chance to revitalise the party
before the next general election.

The writer pleads for a closer understanding between
the Prime Minister and the Congress President, believing
that only thereby could the Congress be salvaged and
strengthened. It is the writer’s feeling that if the Congress
breaks up it will be calamitous for the country.

One inevitable consequence is a coalition government at
the Centre in 1972, in which the Congress conceivably
might not have a place. Coalition governments are dele-
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terious to the growth of well-defined independent parties.
Coalitions cut across party alignments, merge and confuse
them. They encourage and breed groupism of a vicious
character, as France demonstrated between the two World
Wars when cynical groupism brought democracy to the

brink of ruin. France’s fate in those years is a lesson for
India.
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The ground had now been prepared. The campaign against Morarji
Desai and the other senior leaders was stepped up and reached a
crescendo at the Faridabad session of the Congress. Mrs Gandhi’s
camp launched a bitter attack on the old guard, accusing them of
thwarting the country’s onward march towards socialism. Subramaniam
expounded a new ten-point programme which held out the promise of
ushering in the millenium. The programme marked a radical departure
from the traditional Congress policy of socialistic gradualism and had
strong leftist overtones. It was patently an attempt to put the Syndicate
of the old guard on the defence. They swallowed the bait and reacted
vehemently to Subramaniam’s proposal. In doing so they played into the
kands of the Prime Minister. Her followers were given a fresh handle
to beat the old guard with. Mrs Gandhi exploited the situation to the
hilt in projecting herself as the strongest champion of socialism while
charging her opponents within the party of being reactionaries.

WHILE ROME BURNED 28 April 1969

Nero fiddled while Rome burned. In Faridabad the Congress
pandal went up in flames while Congressmen talked. There
was nothing particularly combustible in their speeches for they
had not, as at the moment of writing, got down to the main
business of bawling out one another. Perhaps nature played
her inscrutable hand.

It will need more than nature to restorc some semblance of
order and sanity in the Congress party’s day-to-day conduct
of its own affairs, to say nothing of national affairs. In the
period before and after their pandal went roaring up to heaven,
our earth-bound Congressmen were still on the old mundane
themes of whether they stood to the right or the left or whether
they should pursue the middle of the roadway. Mrs Gandhj
favoured the latter course, and in the process added a new word
to the limited Congress vocabulary. The word is polarisation
which, no doubt, will be bandied around a great deal in the
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months and possibly years to come.

If the order is “no polarisation’’, as Mrs Gandhi ordained,
there will be no S. K. Patil waltzing on the right and no
K. D. Malaviya dancing a fandango on the left. The Prime
Minister, who has staked her place at the Centre, insists on
keeping the party to the middle of the road. It is a wise
decision. For the one thing capable of rehabilitating the
Congress image in the eyes of the country before the day of
reckoning comes three years hence is for the party to speak as
a united body which knows its mind and is sufficiently respon-
sible to keep away from the lunatic fringes on the extreme right
and left.

Until now the Congress has been a victim of its confused
slogans and ideologies. The Congress can only make up its
mind when Mrs Gandhi as Prime Minister makes up her own.
One noted with pleasure that she has come round to the view
that the decisions of the Government she heads are also hers.
The centrist course which the Prime Minister has charted for
the country is the one course along which India can steer her
way safely. Centrism spells pragmatism and common sense.
It disdains the idiot’s delight in the absolute. When Chester
Bowles the other day expressed his fear that Indian democracy
in the not distant future might be suffocated by its slogans he
was voicing the fear of many thoughtful Indians. Light does
not only come from the left as Mrs Gandhi is prone to think.
The compulsive left wing orientation which characterises most
Con.gress policies has time .an'd ag.ai.n landed the country in
avqxdable difficulties. Hl.lldl - Chini  bhai - bha; brought the
Chinese across our frontler. and had Nehry’s government
bawling for help from the United States and Britajy,.
with outdated economic theories h
frustrating and infructuous situations.

The country cannot but be irked by a government at the
Centre which for the past twenty-two years has made it the
plaything of its obsolete thinking and theorising. Governments

Obsession
as cdged us into equally
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are not run by theories but by methods and policies calculated
to yield the best practical results. This is what centrism spells
and signifies. Insofar as it denotes a turning away by the
Congress from its heavily left oriented way of thinking and
acting the country should welcome the change. Faridabad
might yet mark a watershed in the post-independence career of
the Congress.

Having seen the light, the Congress should follow its new star.
It is often forgotten by our policy makers that the external
influence a country enjoys is determined by the internal image
it presents in terms of stability and strength—political, economic
and military. India’s external prestige has declined in recent

- years because the internal picture she proffers is one of political
and economic instability. The former will not improve unless
the latter does. The impact of a country’s foreign policy
depends to a large extent on its internal virility and viability.

Being left oriented at home the Congress Union Government
has so far pursved a left oriented policy abroad. This was
seen in the carly phases when non-aligned India leaned heavily
in favour of the Communist bloc then headed by Russia and
China. When Hindi-Chini bhai-bhai was given the go-by, the
bhai-bhai by a process of political thought transference was
attached to Soviet Russia. This is where it now is.

But with centrism at home, will our foreign policy also be
centrist in the sense of holding the scales even between the
communist and non-communist worlds ? Despite our infinite
capacity for tergiversation it will be difficult to present one face
at home and another abroad. With her Faridabad commit-
ment the Prime Minister has set a problem for her External
Affairs Minister who so far has been content to nestle on
Moscow’s bosom.

With a centrist policy, which means taking a good hard look
at ourselves and other's, another problem arises. For a country
which spends 2 considerable part of its budget on military
allotments we 2ppear to be peculiarly allergic to things military.

12
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We are, for instance, prepared to get our share of trade and
commerce in South-East Asia on the basis of philanthropy and
ten per cent but are strongly averse to entering into defence
commitments with our necighbours for the safety of themselves
and ourselves. Commerce is a lovely word, But defence has
a dirty taint.

Why ? It may be that our outward aversion to things military,
though contradicted by our inward insistence on large-scale
military expenditure at home, is a pacifist hangover from
Gandhian days. Pacifism, however, is not noticeably prominent
in the conduct of our Congress exemplars. If we would shout
for military help from the West while the going was rough
with communist China, a day may conceivably come when our
South-East Asian neighbours might legitimately look to us for
military assistance in their moments of stress and need. Will
we deny it to them remembering our own situation during the
Chinese confrontation ? And if, indeed, we proffer military
aid, what is there wrong in buttressing our economic commit-
ments which are to the common advantage with military
commitments for the protection of all concerned? What is there
unclean about it ?

It is now common knowledge that because of our unwilling-
ness to assume any military responsibilities in South-East Asia,
the governments of Malaysia and Singapore are turning away
from us towards Australia, New Zealand and Japan. Who
can blame them ? Surely India has a responsibility for Asian
security. Malaysia and Singapore were two countries in South
East Asia which unequivocally supported India in the 196¢
conflict with Pakistan. Political memories are notoriously
short and gratitude even more short-termed. But it is difficult
to explain the policy of a country which sees no harm in asking
and accepting military aid for itself in moments of duress and
refusing to enter into any like commitment to others in the
event of a similar eventuality overtaking them.

13
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Till now it was all shadow boxing. But at the Bangalore session
Mrs Gandhi came out in the open and declared war against the old
gua.rd, Though only three months before it had been decided that
social control of banks had proved effective; Mrs Gandhi resurrected the
bogey of nationalisation—in 4 note circulaled tothe Bangalore session of
the 4.1.C.C. Whep the A.I.C.C. refused to oblige, the Prime Minister,
by passing a suitabl, resolution, nationalised the banks by an ordinance.
Soon it became evident thay the object of the whole exercise was to get
Morarji Desai out of the way because he acted as a check on Mrs
Gandhi’s authoritarian instincts. In the wake of the ordinance she
deprived Morarji Desa; of the Finance portfolio, implying thereby that
he was the main stumbling block to the party’s pursuit of socialism. All
of which left Morarji with no option but to resign from the party. The
assault on democracy had commenced. It became clear that Mrs Gandhi
would stop at nothing to storm the cicadels of power.

FACING THI FACTS 21 Fuly 1969

If Mrs Gandhi’s note on bank nationalisation to the Congress
chiefs assembled in Bangalore was a calculated time-bomb, her
radio announcement from New Delhi to nationalise fourteen of
the country’s leading banks by ordinance came like a delayed-
action bomb. In between, Morarji Desai, hustled out of
the Finance Ministry, was left with no option but to resign.
The three consecutive episodes were part of a planned pattern.
It isan old military axiom that the best form of defence is attack,
and the Prime Minister’s tactics were based on this strategy.
Having seized the initiative with her first time-bomb, she never
let go but with every step took the war deeper into her critics’
camp. The invidious position of Kamaraj and Chavan, who
were committed to the nationalisation of banks but who for
their own not so inscrutable reasons had temporarily aligned
themselves with the Syndicate, was part of Mrs Gandhi’s
strength and strategy. Jagjivan Ram, hopping on the point of
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a needle, was also alongside the Prime Minister on this issue as,
less expectedly, was the big boss of capitalist West Bengal,
Atulya Ghosh.

Faced with this formidable, if miscellaneous, array it came as
no surprise that the first member of the Syndicate to accept the
situation was S. K. Patil who, while admitting that the decision
was in line with the Bangalore AICC resolution on economic
policy, regretted ‘‘the hasty manner’’ in which. it had been
implemented by the Prime Minister. Realist that he is, Patil
was facing the facts. Congressmen who have endorsed the
principle of bank nationalisation are in no position to repudiate
it when the principle is implemented as policy. There isa
moral in this episode for those Congressmen who are ever ready
against their better judgement and convictions to lend their
name to any policy or principle which suits their temporary
political convenience. Patil is one of a large company which
unfortunately also includes Morarji Desai, now a victim to his
own commitment.

The fact of the nationalisation of banks must now be accepted
and faced, however regrettable the decision and however dele-
terious its economic consequences might be. There is no alter-
native, and the best onc can hope for is that it is not the
beginning of an era of wholesale nationalisation. In her
broadcast the Prime Minister affirmed this, but the trend of her
present policies, political and economic, does little to allay
decp doubts and misgivings. As an avowed democrat, what
was the urgency which led her to ram through bank nationali-
sation by ordinance two days before Parliament meets ? Rajaji
has rightly dubbed the move “immoral’’. Why also was it
necessary to humiliate a veteran Congress leader like Morarji
Desai who, whatever his drawbacks and limitations might be,
has rendered meritorious service to his country, and to force
him out of office in this paltry fashion?

The future of the country, it is true, does not lie in the hands
of itsold men but of its youth. Itis they who must decide
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whether the extreme leftist policies now being pursued by
Mrs Gandhi and her juvenile hatchet-men are in the real
interest of India. Under the Prime Minister’s stewardship the
country is being deliberately mortgaged to the .Soviet Union
whose growing influence is perceptible not on.ly in the COn‘d}lCt
of our foreign affairs but in the trend of our internal POhC'(‘»’S»
particularly economic. Sometimes one wonders whcth.er India
is ruled from New Delhi or Moscow. Mrs Gandhi’s over-
dramatic nationalisation of banks will doubtless earn her the
plaudits of her patrons in the Kremlin.

The youth of India must think deeply, and act when under
our Constitution the time comes again to elect our rulers at
the Centre and in the States. Communism and socialism have
their exotic appeal, but India’s youth must ask themselves
where the application of these philosophies over the past twenty
years has broght this country. Internally there is political
chaos and economic deterioration. In the public sector never
has so little been done by so many for so few. A government
unable to run relatively small public undertakings. efficiently or
profitably is now attempting to swallow up and fritter away the
bank savings of millions of small, defenceless people to bolster
up its discredited economic policies. It is robbing Peter to pay
Paul. It is experimenting with other people’s money at their
cost. The harassment and delays to which the nationalised Life
Insurance Corporation subjects widows and orphans are widely
known and experienced. How safe the people’s money will be
in nationalised banks remains to be seen. Abroad the prestige
of a great country like India has sunk, is sinking, and in the
hands of blinkered political and economic ideologists is certain
to sink lower.

The answer and the remedy are in the hands of India’s

people, particularly of its youth. A country gets the govern-
ment it deserves.
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The presidential election was approaching, The Congress Working
Committee chose Sanjiva Reddy despite the opposition of the Prime
Minister, who favoured Giri's clevation to the Presidency. While her
disapproval of Sanjiva Reddy’s cadidature was well known, it was
expected that she would accept the decision of the party as a disciplined
member of a great organisation. It soon became obvious that she was
by no means reconciled to the situation. Her supporters started ex-
pressing doubls about Sanjiva Reddy’s suitability for the post. It was
suggested that his candidature was part of a conspiracy against Mrs
Gandhi.  Nijalingappa, President of the Congress, umwittingly provi-
ded them with just the excuse they nceded to cloak their operation to
subvert Sanjiva Reddy’s candidature with an aura of respectability.
Alleging that Nijalingappa’s action in canvassing the support of the
opposition parties for Sanjiva Reddy had compromised his candidature,
they demanded a review of his nomination. When this plea was
dismissed with the contempt it deserved, the campaign for a con-
science wote was launched. Senior leaders of the parly close to the
Prime Minister lent their support. Fust before the election, the
Prime Minister herself joined the chorus and gave a call for a
Sree vote by refusing to issue a whip to the members of the
Parliamentary Party. By this flagrant act of indiscipline, she
doomed Sanjiva Reddy’s candidature and ensured the victory of the
rival candidate Giri. Never before in  political history has the
leader of a party campaigned against the official candidate. The
point of no return had been reached. The break-up of the party
became inevitable,

PLAYING IT BOTH WAYS 8 September 1969

Ambivalence is a posture familiar in politics and politicians.
When is peace not peace but a truce? Judging by recent events,
when one transaction spells different things to two sides.
Bank nationalisation left no room for Congressmen to exercise
either their conscience or freedom to vote. But the presidential
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election did. No other country but India and no other
party but the Congress has witnessed the strange spectacle of
the official proposer of a defeated candidate joyfully receiving
congratulations and acclaim from those who had backed the
winner.

It is as if the Salvation Army were to take to their heels on
the day of judgement. This same ambivalence is noticeable in
the two differing interpretations being given by the Prime
Minister’s supporters to her recent policies. To the Russians
they are projected as leading to the paradise of socialism, not
necessarily democratic. The C.P.I. and Kosygin on his way
to Hanoi have been quick to bestow their accolade on them.
Kosygin sombrely noted that Indo-Soviet relations (unlike Sino-
Soviet relations) were moving “in the direction of being further
strengthened”. Simultaneously, the Prime Minister’s supporters
have been selling her policies to the West, particularly to the
Americans, as designed to steal the thunder from the left and
to contain the communists. Noticeably, again, the American
ambassador in India, Keating, recently put his particular gloss
on the Prime Minister’s policies.

If it is the right interpretation, Mrs Gandhi is entitled to
more support from her critics than she has received, for it
is a shrewd long-ranging policy and one better designed than
most to rehabilitate the waning political fortunes of the Con-
gress while simultaneously pulling the rug from under the feet
of the communists. But is it? Ambivalence is a game at
which more than one can play. The Prime Minister’s inten-
tion maybe to use the communists for her own political pur-
poses. But a similar thought vis-a-vis herself is probably
latent in the minds of her Marxist friends. Who is going to
outwit whom ?

For one exposed for many years to the influence of the
Mahatma, it is surprising that Mrs Gandhi should be so
impervious to his doctrine of means and ends. Most of her
ends, particularly that of bridging the great divide between
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the affluent and the poor, are obviously justified. But
the means she deploys are often questionable. She was consti-
tutionally correct in insisting that as Prime Minister she had
the right to choose her Cabinet colleagues or dispense with
them. But the manner in which she hustled a senior colleague
like Morarji Desai out of office, as part of what was ob-
viously a calculated train of action, smacked of political skull-
duggery. She was constitutionally right again when she
affirmed that as Prime Minister her responsibility was to Parlia-
ment and to the Congress Parliamentary Party who had elected
her as their leader, and that in her capacity as Prime Minister
she was not subject to the directives of the President of the
Congress party. This accords with British parliamentary
practice though it might be argued that India being a federa-
tion with distinctive and, as it happens today differing Centre-
State relations, the analogy is not absolute. Nevertheless, the
principle which Mrs Gandhi enunciated was constitutionally
proper. This, however, neither explains nor justifies her curi-
ous conduct over the presidential election where as Prime
Minister she had a responsibility not only to her parliamentary
colleagues but to the organisation.

Should Mrs Gandhi really have as her objective the contain-
ment of the communists by radicalising the policies and image
of the Congress, her following would be far wider than itis
today and would cut across even the semblance of class divi-
sions. It would mobilise national unity for national, not class
purposes. The Prime Minister rightly bases her status and
strength on Parliament. But her recent habit of seeking the
suffrage of the streets is not calculated to strengthen either
parliamentary government or democracy. It can only streng-
then the hands of the communists who by encouraging and
inciting her to appeal to the mob serve their own ends and
purposes. If the Prime Minister persists in these tactics she
will sooner or later find herself a captive of the communists.

As between the Congress organisational wing who would like

19



WITHOUT FEAR OR FAVOUR

to have her on their leading strings and the communists who
are designedly exploiting her, Mrs Gandhi, if she is to emerge
as a truly national leader, should pursue a truly national line.
The good of India and the Indian people should be her solc
criterion, not the isms, the ifs, and perhaps and buts of her
ideological hangers-on and others who would guide her by
remote control. The ideal of democratic socialism which her
father envisaged and of which Gandhiji would have approved
should be her guiding star, but in the pursuit of socialism,
democracy should not be forgotten. Democracy is what the
communists would like the Prime Minister to forget.

The logical thing to follow bank nationalisation (though
the writer does not approve of either this policy or the method
of its implementation) is land reform. Judging from what
one hears and personally encounters these days, the masses of
poor people, ranging from taxi drivers, bank employees,
clerks, peasants and unemployed youth are waiting for a
miracle to happen overnight when manna will descend on
them from the banks. They little know they have a long way
to trudge through the desert before the miracle happens. By
there is no reason why it cannot happen at a certain starting
point with at least some people.

The other evening the writer had a most instructive talk
with a man whom he greatly respects, Wolf Ladejinsky of the
World Bank, who is the leading foreign authority on rural
India and perhaps knows that aspect of our country better than
most of our own widely advertised experts. Over the past
twenty vyears Ladejinsky has been eighteen times to India,
always going for protracted periods to the countryside to see
the fields and farmers.

. He spoke of the effect which the new technology or sophis-
tlcat.ed mechanisation was having on the green revolution in
3 unJEEb where as a result, paradoxically enough, the gap was
growing between the rich and poor farmers. Owner-farmers with
irrigated land are making money hand over fist. The bigger
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the farm the more they make. In their wisdom the Congress
government at the Centre, with their eye on rural votes, have
pegged agricultural taxtion low. Land values are spiralling,
rents are going up. But the condition of the tenant farmers
is no better, perhaps worse. Underemployment is likely to
increase. It is time the government recognised the interdepen-
dence between technology and socio-economic reform. Ladejinsky
also spoke of rural conditions in Bihar where the lot of the
small farmers, labourers and share-croppers does not add
up to a pretty story. Here the new agricultural policy with
its emphasis on greater productivity hardly applies to these
down-trodden sections with no security of tenure since the
names ‘of the share-croppers, their leased plots, and the rents
they pay are not inscribed in the records of rights. Rents are
not regulated nor are there <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>