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what party is in power. We are 
s t i l l in a formative stage, and what
ever trends or tendencies manifest 
themselves now in the rul ing party, 
the Congress, may infect other parties 
and groups too and establish a pat
tern which it may be difficult to 
alter later. The Congress Party 
has thus an especial responsibility 
in this matter, and it must watch 
its steps carefully. 

Delhi , Andhra and Mysore have 
been in the news lately; and essen
t ial ly the problem affecting them is 
one of lack of adjustment between 
the Ministry and the majority party 
or what are called the parliamen
tary and organisational wings of the 
Congress. Differences of opinion 
are natural in a democracy, and 
wi th in limits, they are welcome signs 
of health and vigour. But demo
cracy presupposes the ultimate pre
valence of the majority view for 
good or bad and the ready obser
vance of the conventions and regu
lations which are essential to the 
smooth and successful working of 
this system of government. 

The game is the same and the 
conventions and regulations are in 
variable, whoever is at play; and 
those who might be temporarily out 
of office or in the back benches to
day, smarting under a sense of grie
vance, real or imagined, ought to 
think not only of the irksome pre
sent, but also of that possible future 
date when they may come to be in 
office and the victims of their wrath 
today may slide into the background, 
ready, nay, eager to pay off old 
scores. 

If these personal rivalries or 
squabbles over petty issues affected 
only the persons involved, they might 
have been treated lightly. But un
fortunately they have very bad re
percussions on the administrative 
machinery and on the life of the 
citizens at large, not to speak of the 
danger they hold to the evolution 
of sound traditions of parliamentary 
procedure and party demeanour. 

Circumstances have so shaped 
themselves today that the Congress, 
as the rul ing party, is charged w i t h 
the task not only of seeing the coun
try safely through the critical early 
years of freedom, but also of esta
blishing healthy traditions and cus
toms for the poli t ical development 
of the country and the successful 
working of the parliamentary system 
of government. If it ignores this 
sacred charge, it w i l l be only at 
great peril to itself, the country and 
the progress of democracy. 

Conflicting Recipes for 
Tea and Rubber 

IT is surprising that your editorial 
opinion on the prices of two of 

the export commodities of strategic 
importance to South-East Asia, ex
pressed equally emphatically wi th in 
the space of a week or two, should 
be so conflicting, if not contradictory. 
Apparently you want " Heads I 
win , tails you lose.'' In the case of 
tea, commending the recent adjust
ment in the export duty by Cey
lon, you take the Government of 
India to task for not acting as sensi
bly as Ceylon has done. Further, 
you imply that the Government of 
India was equally insensible in not 
lowering or removing the export 
duty on tea when there was a slump 
in the world tea markets. Flexibi
lity in the administrative apparatus 
of the primary producing and ex
porting countries as well as its in 
telligent working can obviously be 
of benefit. But to go as far as you 
do, and suggest that by this means, 
the countries of South-East Asia 
could have been much better off is 
a bit too much. 

For, in the very next week, com
menting on the activities of the 
Rubber Study Group, you seem to 
be annoyed wi th the Americans be
cause they are not wi l l ing to offer 
a more generous price for rubber. 
Surely you cannot have it both ways. 
May be, you favour some sort of 
international stabilisation scheme to 
ensure better prices for the raw 
materials of this region. This has 
often been suggested but never been 
acted upon. Barring such collective 
action, there is lit t le that raw ma-
terial producing countries can do 
individually to get a better price for 
their produce and improve their 
economic position. 

TV] 
Bombay, June 10, 1954. 

[ If Americans can produce and 
market synthetic tea wi th tho same 
success wi th which they are produc
ing and selling rubber, tea export
ing countries w i l l be in the same 
unhappy position in which rubber 
growers are today—at the mercy of 
a large buyer, who can withdraw 
from the market whenever he likes. 
The l i t t le bargaining strength that 
South-East Asian countries can have 
if they act collectively would obvi
ously be of l i t t le avail, if synthetic 
substitutes come up.—Ed.] 

Statistical Transgression—No 
Monopoly of Information 

Ministry 

W H I L E generally agreeing 
wi th Mr Thomas Shea about 

the sins of omission and commission 
in the Government of India pub
lication India 1954, I must still 
plead with h im to be fair about one 
point, namely, the Table of Index 
Numbers and Cost of L iv ing in 
selected countries which has so hurt 
his statistical sense. 

If you wi l l turn to The Economist 
— I hate t o mention any publication 
by name, but it cannot be helped 
because of its authority-—you w i l l 
find in the issue of ' Ap r i l 10, 
for example, a table with the cap
tion Exchange Reserve and Prices' 
which purports to give the cost of 
l iving index for the Commonwealth 
countries in which are included Ind ia 
and Pakistan. The scries runs from 
1938 to February 1954, w i th 1948 
as the base. Regarding the figure 
for 1938 for India, it is not men
tioned whether it is for undivided 
India or for India after parti t ion. 
It may be, it has been specially 
computed for that part of the sub
continent which is now India, for 
convenience of comparison. Or it 
may be that the figure is for what 
was for undivided India in 1938 but 
it is so obvious that it does not call 
for any special note. 

The cost of l iv ing index for Paki
stan does not even say whether it 
is for East Pakistan or West Paki
stan or for any particular industrial 
centre, which Is more likely to be 
the case, in the ease of India also, 
it is not stated whether the index 
is for any particular centre or for 
the middle or working class or it is 
one of the statistical monstrosities 
handed out by the Labour Minis
try purport ing to be an A l l - Ind i a 
Cost of L i v i n g Index. The latter 
looks improbable, since this series 
runs continuously from 1938 in 
which year—thank God!—the bright 
idea had not occurred to any one 
that such heterogenous data as the 
index of cost of l iving in different 
centres could he made homogenous 
by simple arithmetic! 

Mr Shea is being over fastidious 
in expecting the Research and Re
ference Division of the Ministry of 
Information and Broadcasting to be 
more meticulous than top financial 
journals. 

Statistical Ignoramus 
Bombay, June 5, 1954. 
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