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Here is Hoping 
THOUGH Bengal alone has expressed its dissent openly, both Mr 

K. C. Neogy and Dr Shyama Prasad may yet be persuaded to wi th . 
draw their resignations and thus an embarrassing situation may be 
averted. Nevertheless, the agreement which Pandit Nehru has con
cluded with Mr Liaquat A l i Khan does not. appear to have aroused 
much enthusiasm among many sections of the people. The reception 
given to it has been lukewarm at best, if not cold, though faced with a 
fait accompli. those who do not feel strongly on the subject would 
naturally like the agreement to be given a fair t r i a l . They remain 
frankly sceptical, however, about its eventual implementation and few 
have cared to conceal their doubts on this point. This scepticism is 
understandable, in view of the unhappy experience of a l l the agreements 
concluded with Pakistan in the past. Rut it has to be overcome, and it 
is being overcome, with such enthusiasm as can be gathered from the 
release of the immediate tension. 

When such sincere efforts arc being made to gain popular support for 
it. it may appear unfracious to enquire, what does the agreement really 
stand for when it is stripped of verbiage and declarations of good inten 
tious? It may be worthwhile, nevertheless, to do so. Equality of status in 
the eye of the law is already guaranteed for the minorities in both dorm 
uions by their respective constitutions. There is no legislation discriminat
ing against the minorties on the statute book in either country that need 
be repealed. This part of the agreement, therefore merely reiterates 
what is already there. Pakistan's constitution nowhere lays down that 
Hindus should be exterminated. their properties confiscated or that they 
should be deprived of their means of l ivelihood. Rot this did not prevent 
the Hindus from being forced to leave Sind, In the rest of Western 
Pakistan, the liquidation of minorities took place at a time when the 
question of constitutional safeguards could not arise. but Sind proves 
the point. The evacuation from Sind was not effected by any process 
of law but it occurred just the same. 

No one has complained, either, that the exodus of Hindus from 
East Bengal has been engineered by any legal process. Mr Liaqat A l i 
Khan said that it was caused by the communal violence in India and 
by the incitement to war by the Indian press and politicians. If this 
be true. and he has repeated what he said before while introducing the 
Agreement to the Pakistan Parliament, no amount of emphasis on the 
preamble to the Constitution of Pakistan can cheek the exodus. 

True enough. the agreement is not exhausted by the declaration of 
good intentions by both sides. It also contains provisions for setting 
up minority commissions, for joint consultations and so forth. These 
provisions are prefaced by a. reiteration of the fundamental principle 
that the subjects of each State, irrespective of the community to which 
they belong, owe loyalty to their own State and that they must seek 
redress for whatever grievances they may have, from their own govern
ment. Since this is the basic assumption underlying the agreement, all 



minorities, clearly run counter to this 
basic pr incip le, and are therefore, 
inva l id or untenable. 

No representative of the Govern-
ment of I n d i a has any business to 
sit on a commission or participate 
an a Joint conference to settle what is 
accepted as an affair of the Govern-
ment of Pakistan. Such represen-
tatives can be present only on 
sufference. The same applies to a 
representative of the Pakistan Gov
ernment who may be associated in 
an advisory or consultative capacity 
wi th a commission in India or in 
jo in t deliberations. He w i l l have 
no locus standi if we go by what has 
been accepted as the basic principle 
geverning the relations of the mino
rities to their own government. 

Therefore either the machinery of 
consultation provided for in the 
agreement lacks a l l legal and con-
stituttonal sanction, or by agreeing 
to set up such a machinery, the Gov
ernments of India and Pakistan have 
also accepted, in pr inciple, at least 
by implicat ion, that minorities are 
not the exclusive concern of their 
respective governments alone, If 
those provisions are implemented in 
letter and in spirit, we return more 
or less' to the state of affairs which 
prevailed before partit ion. Now, 
either the agreement w i l l be imple
mented, in which case we go back to 
where we started from, to the com-
munal polit ics which made things 
so intolerable that those who had 
fought al l their lives for communal 
unity eventually resigned themselves 
to accepting the partit ion of t h e 
country. Or else, the agreement 
|acks substance, it is a hollow moo 
Kary or a collection of well meaning 
platitudes, whichever way one may 
choose to regard i t ; it cannot form 
the basis of constructive action nor 
provide a permanent solution. There 
remains the possibility that the agree
ment, though accepted on paper and 
eulogised in speeches, w i l l not be 
Carried out in effect. In that case, 
we stay put in the same hell in 
which we •are today. 

To take such a g r i m view of what 
has been put across as a "great enter-
prise" may appear churl ish and un-

manners, therefore, demand that one 
should draw a well on the uglier 
features of the agreement though the 
latter happen to show out every-
where; that one should not ask too 
many questions but sing halleluja 
instead, knowing al l the time, that at 
best, it can give only a temporary 
respite and cannot call a halt to the 
march of those inexorable forces 
which have brought us to our present 
pl ight. Even inveterate optimists 
wi l l find it difficult to whip up suffi-

has a way of running counter to 
logic. Miracles do happen some 
times, and jo in t action, even where 
the chances of f ru i t fu l co-operation 
are remote, may take root and grow, 
if we can create the proper mental 
climate in which such co-operation 
can thrive. It would be graceful, 
therefore, if not wise, to withold our 
condemnation and work the agree. 
ment with as much goodwil l as we 
can muster. 

Millowners On Textile Control 
J N D U S T R Y and the Government 

have been shadow-boxing for too 
long. Experience has made both 
wiser; they have learnt not to com
mit themselves in advance; both are 
frant ical ly t ry ing to pin each other 
down to detailed policy decisions, 
though both seem afraid to announce 
their respective decisions. Should 
controls be removed, or should they 
continue? Recent discussions in 
Parliament reveal that there is an 
influential section among chosen 
representatives of the people who 
are impatient of controls and queues. 

Faced with the growing demand 
for removal of controls, both indus
try and the Government seem to be 
on the defensive. Though the Fin
ance Minister has beam deliberately 
silent on the problem of controls in 
his budget speech or in his recent 
pronouncements, his repeated asser
tion that laissez faire is dead as the 
dodo is l iable to the interpretation 
that he is not averse to controls. 
What the Minister for Industry and 
Supply thinks about controls is not 
definitely known, But his recent 
replies to queries in Parliament indi
cate that he is inclined to foist the 
responsibility on industry. 

That is good tactics. Wiser by 
happenings after the experimental 
attempt to retreat f rom controls, the 
Government are shy to repeat the 
experiment on their own init iative. 
Besides, New Delhi could not possi
bly have forgotten or forgiven in
dustry—the cotton industry, in par
t icu lar—for its allegation that it 
was the Government and not indus

try who were in favour of de-control 
and that, therefore, the Government 
could not hold industry, including 
the cotton industry, responsible for 
what happened after prices were de-
controlled. 

Industry, too, has become wiser. 
As the Chairman of the Mil lowners' 
Association, Bombay, Sir Vi thal 
Chandavarkar found it convenient to 
ignore, in his address before the As. 
sociation's annual general meeting 
last year, that when the Govern
ment de-controlled cloth prices, 
they had the assurance f rom the in
dustry that cloth prices would not be 
raised. Cloth prices did soar to 
fantastic heights, and the industry 
did nothing to check the inordinate 
rise in prices So, this time, when 
the Government are try ing to fix the 
responsibility firmly on industry, 
industry is avoiding to shoulder the 
risk and is t ry ing to pass the bucket 
on to the people and the Govern. 
ment. 

Sir Vi thal Chandavarkar is no 
longer interested in feigning injur
ed innocence or in twitt ing the Gov
ernment for their lack of foresight. 
But he and the cotton industry are 
inclined to the view that the Gov
ernment's repeated request to clar i fy 
the industry's position offers h im 
and the industry an "opportuni ty 
which is too good to be missed to 
give a reply". His and the indus-
try's answer is : "The decision as to 
whether price control should be re
tained or discontinued is one which 
should by whol ly and solely taken 
by the Government and the people," 
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its other provisions excepting those 
which repest the relevant dauses in 
the two constitutions bearing on 

charitabel in the extreme, Good 

ment as a new dawn. But polities 

cient enthusiasam to fall the agree-


