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he discussed changes in policy; he 
would ask what was behind the change 
in policy in one paper or another; he 
had something to say about this editor 
or that. At press conferences, he 
knew only faces and did not know 
names, but in the free-for-all exchan
ges, in which some press correspond
ents did not fail to insult him, he knew 
who was behind a question and who 
was behind the questioner. He liked 
the press conferences; they made the 
press correspondents tense and some 
of them felt important, though they 
gave more information than they 
sought: he relaxed. At a similar press 
conference once in Brioni, I saw him 
confound a host of foreign pressmen 
by declaring he was a pagan. They 

could not understand him, but he un-
derstood himself. 

Jawaharlal Nehru did not like the 
Press Emergency Powers Act; he did 
not want the Defence of India Rules 
to be strictly enforced against the 
press. But he deplored misuse of free
dom, sometimes strongly. If it came 
to a question of action, he preferred 
self-regulation. He was probably ask
ing professional organizations to do 
much more than they could, but that 
showed the respect he tried to main
tain towards the press, like the respect 
he always maintained for Parliament. 

With Jawaharlal Nehru is gone a 
passionate defender of press freedom, 
as of all freedom. He stood for toler-

ance; there may be moreasingly less 
and less tolerance from authority, 
though the press is now trying to swear 
conformity With a set-up the medio
crity of which it finds comforting. He 
stood for values; these values may suf
fer gradually. He stood for decencies; 
these decencies may diminish. He dis
trusted monopoly; monopolistic ten
dencies may multiply. The testing 
period may not be far off. Whether 
he did anything or not, his presence 
was a rebuke to ugly tendencies. With 
lesser men, liberties have to be con
stantly guarded. When there is so 
much talk of the heritage of Jawahar-
lal Nehru, there will have to be equal 
interest in the heritage of values he 
left for the press. 

Backsliding, So Soon? 
Essenes 

The first thing the new Government did after Nehru was a bit of a shame. Despite what Nehru had said 
in his last testament and will, they gave a ritualistic air to his funeral and later to the immersion of his ashes to 
appease Hindu sentiment. 

Backsliding, so soon? 

Thanks to Pandit Nehru, we have felt winds of change. But what he has left behind reminds us of what 
he could have made of this country had he been relentless in the execution of the great mandate the people 

had given him. 

IT is difficult for the over-forties 
to assess the man and his era; they 

were so near to him in time and his 
departure is so recent. 

The difficulty became apparent on 
that bad Wednesday. We heard the 
news from the maid-servant at about 
3.30 p m. Unbelieving, we turned on 
the radio, to listen to silence. That 
was annoying though not surprising, 
considering how this important medi
um of communication was allowed to 
languish after A S Bokhari had been 
sort of forced to quit by the strong 
man Sardar Patel. 

We went out to the Chowringhee 
area for special editions. In (he even
ing friends began to drop in, as they 
always do when something momentous 
happens. Not all of them were grief -
stricken, at least on the surface. Two 
in their late twenties seemed the most 
affected while the over-forties at tempt
ed a post-mortem and also tried to 
look ahead. 

Would the policies Nehru stood for 
survive? Who would succeed him? 
Even in that hour of uncertainty one 
felt that there would be no great trou
ble. Perhaps Nehru had sensed that 
the shock of his death would ensure 
unanimity in the election of his sue 
cessor And he was right. But what 

would the new government do? 

The first thing they did was a bit of 
a shame. Despite what Nehru said in 
his last testament and wi l l , they gave 
a ritualistic air to his funeral and later 
to the immersion of his ashes, to ap
pease Hindu sentiment. "The specta
cle of what is called religion, or at 
any rate organised religion, in India 
and elsewhere, has filled me with hor
ror", Pandit Nehru had stated in his 
autobiography. Indeed in this country 
religion and ritual always tends to be 
synonymous with communalism. We 
have not been able to drive the con
cept of secularism into the conscious
ness of the masses. The leaders at the 
Centre will try to curb communal pas
sion, but police sub-inspectors and 
constables might not. 

What about non-alignment, a con
cept fathered and nurtured by Pandit 
Nehru and adhered to, with necessary 
shifts, even after the Chinese had 
committed their Himalayan blunder? 
Even Pandit Nehru had not always 
been non-aligned. He was not, in his 
first two or three years as Prime Min
ister. There was a time when he 
thought the presence of foreign troops 
in Egypt was justifiable, with Suez in 
mind, and when he went to Malaya. 
But as the Red Chinese loomed over 
our frontiers in 1950, there was per
haps no alternative, consistent with our 

dignity, but non-alignment. It seems 
that non-alignment, even after they had 
broken faith with us, wil l continue so 
long as the Sino-Soviet split continues. 
But not always, Pandit Nehru with his 
supreme personality and his vision of 
the future, could be steadfast. Not 
smaller men, who seem to have ac
quired an inflated sense of power after 
his departure and have a congenital 
softness for the West. 

And socialism? It is here that the 
Nehru ideals wil l be subjected to the 
severest strain. We have become much 
too pragmatic much too soon after his 
death. And the road to reaction may 
be paved with pragmatism. Already 
there is a new concept of Indian so-
cialism for export—co-existence bet-
ween the classes and masses, with big-
ger crumbs from the table for the 
latter. Provincial satraps, traders, pet-
ty shopkeepers are closing ranks all 
over the country to force up the prices 
for goods and principles we wi l l have 
to pay. 

Thanks to Pandit Nehru, we have 
felt winds of change. But what he has 
left behind reminds us of what he 
could have made of this country had 
he been relentless in the execution of 
the great mandate the people had given 
him, 
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