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D E L H I ' S H O B B Y H O R S E 
M R. K. M. M U N S H I has an established reputation as an able 

administrator as former Home Member of the Government of 
Bombay. His appointment as India's Food Minister was widely hailed 
as a wise choice of a person eminently suited to galvanize India's 
agriculture. His policy pronouncements in Bombay on agriculture belie 
such high hopes. W i t h i n a week of his assumption of the Food 
portfolio, he has been telling the people how simple his task is and 
how easy it is to attain self-sufficiency in food as well as in jute and 
in cotton! How one would wish the problem was as easy as the new 
Food Minister would have the people to believe. 

Those who have applied their minds to India's agricultural prob
lems are not so optimistic. They arc doubtful whether partitioned 
India can be self-sufficient even in food by the end of 1951, They 
are convinced that talks of simultaneous self-sufficiency in food and 
in jute and cotton are grossly misleading. Even wi th the best of inten
tions, it is not possible to attain unattainable targets. It is no use 
asking for the moon. For, when the people realise that the moon 
cannot be had, they are likely to be doubly disappointed. 

Nor is M r . Munshi a good propagandist. His demagogic outburst 
about New Delhi's determination to be independent of " foreign 
bread" may be good for newspaper headlines, but it is not good for 
either home or foreign consumption. Ind ia is not isolationist in 
politics. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, the Prime Minister, has repeatedly 
emphasised that India's foreign policy is based on the Rooseveltian 
principle of friendly neighbours. Can it be that, though India is inter
national in politics, she is autarkist in economics? How else to explain 
the Food Minister's over-emphatic insistence on over-all agricultural 
self-sufficiency? 

It is, indeed, strange how New Delhi can transform even cultured, 
urbane persons into votaries of Goebbelsian propaganda. M r . Munshi 
cannot be unaware that the grow more food drive in Asian countries 
is causing anxiety in some Asian food-exporting countries like Burma 
and Siam? Only recently, Burma's delegate to the Bangkok session of 
the E C A F E issued a mi ld threat that the food drive may force Burma, 
a rice-exporting country, to restrict rice cultivation in the interests of 
her farmers. M r , Munshi's emphasis on agricultural autarky—can only 
provoke such retaliatory threats by India's neighbours. 

M r . Munshi seems to have misjudged not only the temper of 
India's neighbours but also the mood of his fellow-countrymen. It is 
strange that a politician of M r . Munshi's calibre could have been so 
out of touch wi th the mind and mood of his countrymen as to believe 
that his emphasis on autarky would have more response than the more 
humane and dignified appeal to the fanner to put in his maximum 
effort to help the Government relieve hunger and poverty. There is 
one and only one right approach to the problem: India's food produc
t ion has got to be raised not as much for attaining self-sufficiency as 


