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THE CABINET RESHUFFLE 
T HE growing unpopularity of the Congress and. the failure of the 

Government which runs in the name of the Congress to allay 
public discontent or to bring about a substantial improvement in the 
economic situation have become so patent that any gesture either on 
the part of the Congress or of the Government to respond to the 
people's wishes is apt to be seized upon hopefully by a long suffering 
people. The absence of an organised opposition inside the legislature 
has been equally patent as has been the failure of any opposition devel
oping at all among the body of legislators, the bulk of whom were 
nominated on the Congress ticket, and who are therefore subject to 
r igid party discipline. This is the background against which the com
position of the new Cabinet as well as the general policies of the 
Government in power h a w to be viewed. Every such gesture had been 
welcomed in the past, as a harbinger of bigger things to come. But each 
time, hope has been belied. Hope deferred maketh the heart sick. 

The Cabinet reshuffle which has been going on by stages, beginning 
wi th the resignation of the Bengal Ministers, still remains to be com
pleted. Though Shri Govind Ballav Pant has been mentioned as his 
likely successor, it is not yet certain who wi l l take up the important 
portfolio of Finance which Dr. John Mat tha i wi l l renounce at the end 
of this month. Also, the transfer of Sri Prakasa f rom the Governor
ship of Assam to the Central Cabinet, though now a certainty, has not 
yet actually taken place. But the reshuffle has gone on far enough 
not to leave any room,.for doubt what shape the new Cabinet is going 
to take. It w i l l truly be a Government of " I follow the M a h a t m a " 
brand. In a sense, it may be called an improvement on the situation 
existing before, for it is desirable that the Cabinet should act as a 
team; the principle of jo int responsibility demands that all its members 
should be of one mind as far as possible, that there should be agree
ment among them on important questions of policy. The reshuffled 
Cabinet, it wi l l be noted, is almost an all-Congress Cabinet. Not that 
the presence of outsiders in it did influence the direction of policies 
to any appreciable extent, for non-party men could be in the Cabinet 
only on sufferance; but, even so, a more homogeneous Cabinet is a 
desirable change. 

Homogeneity, however, as well as the unity of approach and com
patibi l i ty of views that make for greater efficiency and smoother working, 
are only the means. They cannot be disassociated f rom the ends. In which 
direction is the reshuffled Cabinet going to be more efficient? What 
policies w i l l it work out more smoothly? 

To begin w i th , even an all-Congress Cabinet may not necessarily 
be a homogeneous body. For the differences w i th in the Congress to
day are as sharp and as wellknown as those that exist between the 
Congress and the great major i ty of the people. True, many of the 
new men who have been selected are more or less dark horses in all-
Ind ia politics. They may have important achievements to their credit 
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in their own provincial spheres. On 
an al l - India p la t fo rm, they have still 
to prove their mett le. On the broader 
issues that face the Government, 
what views they hold arc not yet 
be-known to many. But there is 
one th ing common among them all. 
They may not have been tried yet, 
their capabilities may be untested; 
but they are tried and tested fo l 
lowers of tin1 rul ing group in the 
Congress, and their loyalty is above 
question. Otherwise they would not 
be in the Cabinet. Let us make no 
mistake. It is not the best team that 
the country could put up. Pandit 
Nehru's hand in the selection may 
be scarcely visible at a l l but there 
is no mistaking the complexion of 
the Cabinet that he has finally cho
sen for himself. 

To repeat, ends cannot be dis
sociated from the means. The 
reshuffled Cabinet may be a wel l -
knit unit which may be relied upon 
to act wi th unanimity and decision 
but to which star is its wagon hi tch
ed? To the right of the Centre, as 
far as can be judged. The names 
announced are of men who are wed-
ed to a policy that may inspire 
and bring hope to business in 
terests but wi l l not enthuse the peo
ple for any great undertaking. The 
sort of goods they may be expected 
10 deliver are. not what the people 
have been asking for. 

There have been occasional out
bursts in the Congress Parliament
ary Party against the non-Congress 
members of the Cabinet, and much 
mis-directed criticism. The Con
gress Parliamentary Party, which 
has occasionally expressed its dis
approval, may seriously embarrass 
the Government if it ever musters 
sufficient courage to assert itself; it 
may be mollif ied by the new selec
tions. In a way, the reshuffle is a 
gesture and a conciliatory one to 
the discontented elements w i th in 
the Congress Parliamentary Party. 
But it is no gesture of conciliation 
to the wider interests in the coun
try who have cried themselves hoarse 
for a new deal. 

A week ago, the Congress called 
a conference of the Presidents of 
Provincial Congress Committees and 
Premiers of the States to give its 
blessings on planning. At the same 
conference, resolutions were passed 
asking for abolit ion of controls, 

wherever possible, and more ener
getic support was demanded for 
the Government's economic policies. 
There was nothing in these resolu
tions to suggest that their sponsors 
ever suspected what a comic, situa
tion they were creating in asking for 
planning and Supporting a policy, 
in the same breath, which leans 
more and more on private enter
prise to l i f t the country f rom the 
economic morass in which it has 
sunk. Nor d id they see the joke 
in demanding planning while still 
paying lip sympathy to the ideal of 
Sarvodaya. 

These disputes apart, what are 
the other broad issues on which the 
Cabinet wi l l have to give a direc
t ion and lead the people? One is, 
undoubtedly, the future of Indo-
Pakistan relations which looms large 
on the horizon. This has naturally 
to be projected against India's rela
tions with the Commonwealth and 
ultimately against the cold war 
which has divided the world 
into two camps. Wi th the 
Commonwealth Conference meet
ing next week in Sydney and 
the Three Power Conference to be-
in session in London, it is neither 
possible nor realistic to view Indo-
Pakistan relations in isolation f rom 
India's place in the international 
field. 

The Agreement w i th Pakistan be
ing at the moment of overwhelming 
importance, it could be understand
able if Pandit Nehru chose a team 
which he considered to be the best 
to implement and carry out the 
Agreement. The inclusion of Shri 
K. M. Munshi who once agitated 
for Akhand Hindustan hardly ap
pears to be the r ight choice, if this 
is the end that our Prime Minister 
had in view. 

On international issues none of 
the new members appear to have 
pronounced views. On economic 
issues they are definitely to the right 
of the Centre, which means that 
they have litt le sympathy w i t h all 
those new ideas which alone can 
deliver us f rom the stagnation that 
has settled upon us. A l l that they 
can be relied upon to do is to make 
more clear-cut the policies which 
have been gradually taking shape. 
Sufficient time has elapsed and 
enough evidence has accumulated to 
prove beyond the shadow of a doubt 

that these are not the policies which 
can possibly enthuse or br ing relief 
to the people. The selections may 
be logical in the circumstances, but 
they give l i t t le cause for gratification. 

But if to appease the Congress 
Party has been the central idea, w i l l 
it succeed? When Dr. Shyama-
prasad made his keenly awaited 
statement in the Parliament about 
the reasons for his resignation, Par
liament applauded h im. When 
Pandit Nehru recounted before the 
same Parliament the progress that 
had been made in implementing the 
Agreement, the Parliament applaud
ed Panditj i also. Was this applause 
an indication of the Parlia
ment's approval of Panditji 's state
ment? Was it satisfied w i th the 
Agreement and w i th the working 
of the Agreement? In that case, 
what was to be made out of the 
same Parliament's applause to Dr . 
Shyamaprasad? Press reports spe
cially mentioned that Dr. Shyama
prasad was intermittently cheered 
by a section of the House when he 
was reading his statement but when 
he had concluded, he was loudly 
cheered " not by a section of the 
House but by the whole House." 
And if applause and cheers are not 
indications of approval, what do 
they mean? 

True enough, the resignations of 
the two Bengal Ministers f rom the 
Cabinet have not, up t i l l now, had 
the desired effect. Press corres
pondents in Delhi and the news
paper editors in Bombay have 
smothered their protest by washing 
a lot of dir ty linen in public. They 
retailed stories of the internal squab
bles which may not lack foundation 
but which are, nevertheless, not 
quite relevant to the present con
text. It is common knowledge that 
the Cabinet in the past has never 
pulled together as a team. Then" 
have been frictions, differences and 
constant stress and strain, the results 
of which are writ large both in the 
enunciation of the policies of the 
Government which has changed 
f rom time to time and in the admi
nistration f rom day' to day. But to 
hold a particular Minister respon-
ible for the policy pursued by the 
Government in the sphere which 
happens to belong to his portfol io is 
to deny the principle of jo in t res
ponsibility on which popular gov
ernment rests. The critics of the 
Ministers forgot that the blame or 
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praise for any of their actions should 
rightly go to the Government. 

The assumption that team work 
was wanting because the M i n i 
sters of the Government were 
not all of them members of 
the Congress Party is hardly 
tenable. There is the temptation 
of suppressing the opinions of non-
Congress Ministers, or counter-
t ing their views wi th the facile ac
cusation that not being in the Con
gress, they would not know what 

the public wants. This temptation 
should obviously have been resisted. 
A Cabinet composed of Congress 
members alone cannot br ing together 
the best available talents. And yet 
the situation is such and the position 
of the Congress is so overwhelmingly 
strong that neither can we afford 
to sacrifice the best we can m 
the questionable benefit of having 
a more homogenous Cabinet 
can the advantages of homogenity 
and collective talent be obtained by 
having an all-party Government 

To Which God. . . ? 

S I M U L T A N E O U S L Y , f rom Wa
shington and f rom Geneva, 

the President of the Uni ted States 
of America and the Secretary-Gene
ral of the Uni ted Nations have 
issued warnings that the fate of 
wor ld peace wi l l be decided in the 
next few months. It is this deepen
ing sense of gloom that makes the 
London confernece of the three 
Foreign Ministers of Bri tain, France 
and the Uni ted States so urgent 
and so momentous. There is grow
ing realisation that the "cold war" 
cannot continue much longer w i th 
out engulfing the world into a de
vastating and destructive coniiagra-
t ion. Yet, prel iminary talks among 
the three Foreign Ministers indi
cate that the Western Powers are 
determined to continue the "cold 
war. " 

At the time when the Foreign 
Ministers of France and the United 
States accepted Mr . Bevin's invita
t ion to seize the opportunity of the 
Atlant ic Counci l meeting in Lon
don for a discussion of the world's 
outstanding issues, it was widely 
hoped that the three Foreign Minis-
ters would explore ways and means 
of a general agreement wi th the 
Soviet Union for a peaceful settle
ment of conflict. Such a gesture 
was called for by M r . Church ill's 
appeal to the statesmen of the Wes
tern Powers to make a supreme 
effort to make peace wi th Moscow 
so that the two could "l ive their 

l ife, if not in friendship, at least 
without the hatred and manoeuvres 
of the cold war." Besides, there is 
propaganda value in demonstrating 
to world public opinion that noth
ing that could have been done to 
ensure peaceful co-existence ot 
Democracy and Communism has 
been leit undone. 

Preliminary talks in Paris and 
London among the three Foreign 
Ministers wi l l disappoint those who 
have been expecting a constructive 
and statesmen-like policy by the 
Western Powers for ending the 
"cold war." Mr . Dean Acheson 
seems convinced that the "cold 
war" must be accepted as a perma
nent feature of future planning for 
the moblisation of the moral and 
material strength of the free world, 
His statement in Paris that the 
United States Government consider 
"the situation to be such as to war
rant its according economic aid and 
mil i tary equipment to the associat
ed states of Indo-China and to 
France in order to assist them in 
restoring stability and permitt ing 
these states to pursue their peace
ful and democratic development" 
can only be interpreted to mean 
that the Western Powers have de
cided to create "positions of 
strength" not only in Europe but in 
all parts of the wor ld where their 
interests clash. 

This is in conformity wi th the 
Acheson doctrine of " total diplo
macy'' whereby the polit ical, econo

mic and military forces of the Wes
tern Powers are to be mobilised 
and strengthened in border to con
vince the men of the Kreml in that 
"cold war" is unprofitable to Russia. 
By bui lding up "positions of 
strength," the Western Powers hope 
to compel Russia to enter info a 
series of local agreements in vari
ous parts of the world agreements 
which might not only relieve the 
strain of a universal conflict but 
indefinitely postpone a Third World 
War. This policy, as gradually un
folded in the Marshall plan, the 
Council of Europe and the Atlant ic 
Pad, has partially succeeded in 
Europe. 

Emboldened by the success in 
Europe, the Foreign Ministers have, 
apparently, come to the conclusion 
that the policy can be projected 
wi th equal successes in Asia and the 
Far East. There are two possible 
objections to such a policy of con
tinued ''cold war" wi th its sinister 
implications. There is the danger 
that the Western Powers wi l l be so 
pre-oecupied with strengthening 
their defences that they wi l l ignore 
or belittle the need for a sincere 
effort to come to an understanding 
wi th Russia, besides, what assurance 
is there that the pursuit of such a 
policy by the Western Powers w i l l 
not provoke Russia to undertake 
similar measures, thereby accen
tuating the tensions and hatreds 
between the two rival groups? 

There is also the danger that 
some democratic countries may re-
fuse to follow such a grim policy, 
wi th its mounting cost and sacri
fice, or may prefer to remain neu
tral. It is significant that even Wes
tern Germany is unwil l ing to jo in 
the Atlantic coalition so as not to 
finally prejudice the union of the 
two Germanys, though the Bonn 
Administration are not reluctant to 
join the Council of Europe or to 
become a Marshal l A id State. 
Equally significant is the growing 
belief in Western Europe, and es
pecially in France, that the mil i tary 
commitments of the Atlant ic Treaty 
countries, are hampering economic 
recovery in Western Europe. Is 
America prepared to shoulder addi
tional financial and mil i tary respon
sibilities in Europe, and at the same 
t ime, assume fresh obligations in 
Asia and the Far East ? 
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