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who was against all organised religion 
and rigidly defined political ideologies. 
More than any other politician he was 
true to the spirit of Gandhiji's life and 
work, but according to a number of 
Gandhians he did not follow Gandhism. 
People who believe in rational behavi
our cannot put blind faith in each 
specific action, utterance or policy of a 
man, no matter how great, noble, self
less and wise he might have been. 

If under the actual circumstances of 
the present, Shastri feels that much 
more attention needs to be paid to 
agriculture than in the past; that a 
greater priority needs to be given to 
completing the construction of projects 

in hand according to schedule; that for 
the immediate future at least, there 
should be a larger proportion of quick-
yielding investment projects; then let 
his policies (with all their implications) 
be evaluated with reference to the ad
opted aim of abolishing poverty and not 
with reference to the specific policies of 
the Nehru regime. Only deviation 
from the basic aim is to be condemned; 
deviation from specific policies is often 
the only way of doing better than be
fore. And with all the poverty which 
is still rampant, Nehru would surely 
want his India to make better progress 
during the next seventeen years than 
she managed to make during the diffi
cult first seventeen years of Indepen

dence. For, nobody who understood 
Nehru can claim that he died a satisfied 
man; he knew that a great great deal 
still needed to be done for his beloved 
India. 

Perhaps I shall be allowed to add a 
comment on the use of the old Prime 
Minister's residence as a museum of 
Nehru's belongings. If the new Prime 
Minister does not like to live in that 
residence, would a better use of that 
residence not be as a charitable 
hospital? Surely, Nehru's belongings 
can be exhibited in a much smaller 
building. 

S K Nath 
Bombay, 
October 1. 

Capital View 

The Absence of Political Commitments 
WITH the Union Cabinet still divid-

ed and undecided as to whether 
the Fourth Plan outlay is to be Rs 
21,000 crores or Rs 22,500 crores or Rs 
24,000 crores, and Prime Minister 
Shastri preparing to leave for the non-
aligned conference in Cairo, it looks 
very much as if a question-mark will 
hang over the deliberations of the Plan
ning Commission for several weeks. 
This is inevitable because only a hand
ful of people have bothered to study 
the plan projections and to understand 
their implications for the future. Even 
T T Krishnamachari, presumed to know 
his mind, seems to shift his position 
from day to day. 

Back to First Principles 
Interestingly enough, in the present 

political atmosphere, the debate on eco
nomic problems is resumed again from 
first principles. This is terribly frust
rating when one has again to go over 
familiar ground about the alleged neg
lect of agriculture and the alleged 
undue stressing of heavy industry, 
about the need to permit private enter
prise a free play in the present crisis, 
about the impossible tax burden and 
(therefore!) the absolute necessity to 
safeguard and guarantee foreign aid. 
The chorus can be heard every day. 

Only occasionally a voice is raised to 
expose this nonsense, to show persua
sively that the only neglect of agricul
ture is in the refusal to push land re
forms, that the future development of 
agriculture is dependent on rapid indus
trialisation, that defence spending is 
going to create many obstacles to de
velopment, that in our situation the 

free play of economic forces would 
build alarming and uncontrollable ten
sions, that we have yet to evolve an 
effective policy for the mobilisation of 
resources and for their effective utilisa
tion. 

In other words, the challenging task 
set by Jawaharlal Nehru of fusing de
centralised political democracy with 
centralised economic planning can be 
taken up again only when this debate 
is won. It is good to see respected 
economists emerging from the Univers
ity enclave to take up the issues which 
are being used to spread confusion. 
They must be joined by the political 
scientists and sociologists, for argu
ments other than economic have also to 
be forged if the opportunist pragmatists 
are to be reeducated. 

Policy-making circles in the Capital 
have yet to realise that this debate on 
economic policy cannot be divorced 
from the political objective of making 
India self-reliant and independent of 
foreign pressures; this vital inter-rela
tionship, now conveniently ignored by 
the 'realists' and 'pragmatists', has to be 
stressed again and again—even by eco
nomists reluctant to 'stray' into politics. 
Only then wi l l the logic of planned so
cialist perspectives make its impact. 
Those who are inhibited about dwelling 
on the vital political dimension of the 
debate have to be prodded into a 
commitment. 

Sitting in Judgment 
In the Capital, one does not have to 

research very deep to comprehend the 
need for this re-commitment to political 

objectives. The extraordinary reaction 
of western diplomatic establishments 
and certain members of the foreign 
press corps to the speeches of President 
Radhakrishnan in the Soviet Union is a 
pointer. Despite official denials these 
elements have in no uncertain terms 
personally intervened to criticise the 
President's 'performance', particularly 
the statement that India is anti-capita
list at home and anti-imperialist abroad 
and the reference to two Germanys. 
This direct meddling is justified on the 
grounds that the President should be 
warned that his 'performance' threatens 
to damage relations with the West. 
Really ! 

When Jawaharlal Nehru was alive, 
do-gooders of this kind were careful to 
keep their distance. Now, they swarm 
over us at every opportunity confident 
that amorphous attitudes can be made 
even more amorphous. Their confidence, 
I suppose, is based on the fact that it is 
easier for the ambassadors of leading 
Western powers to meet Prime Minister 
Shastri than for his own Cabinet colle
agues! We seem to have given the con
cept of an 'open society' misleading 
dimensions. 

Defence Programme: Too Ambitious? 
The absence of political commitments 

also conditions our involvement in an 
expanded defence programme which is 
bound to vitiate our economic develop
ment. It is significant that so many of 
the critics on the economic front, busy 
urging the cutting down of expenditure 
on industrial growth, are silent on the 
monies consumed by defence, When 
compelled to refer to this aspect, the 
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argument is dismissed with a shrug of 
the shoulders and the statement that 
there is no alternative. Yet, no real 
investigation has been done to deter
mine whether it is possible to ensure 
the defence of our borders at less cost. 
Parliament, too, fails to stir on this 
crucial question. 

There is little point in relying en
tirely on the opinion of the professional 
military experts which by its very 
nature is bound to urge expansion of 
the defence forces along orthodox lines. 
We have to start educating the military 
experts that India wi l l have to evolve 
an unorthodox, cheaper, and perhaps 
more viable, system of defence if econo
mic development is not to be gravely 
damaged. A standing force of 825,000 
men, the figure given by Defence 
Minister Chavan, could touch the mil
lion mark. Yet, there are students of 
defensive warfare, both here and 
abroad, who argue that what India 
really needs is a well-equipped, highly 
mobile force of some 500,000 backed by 
a militia based in the border areas, that 
it would be possible to maintain such a 
force more effectively with our own re
sources. 

No final opinion can be given unless 
the effort is made to investigate the 
possibilities of building such a force. At 
the moment, we seem content to pro
liferate an expensive British-type elite 
army which might prove thoroughly 
useless against an unorthodox and high
ly flexible enemy. The hope continues 
to be expressed that Chavan wi l l take a 
firm grip of these matters. He can 
think in unorthodox ways, but until 
now he has shown an inexplicable re
luctance to disturb the status quo. The 
successful negotiations with the USSR 
and USA on military hardware, and the 
belated British response to our requests, 
give him the opportunity to begin this 
re-assessment. 

The Task in Cairo 

This re-assessment, based on clear 
political and economic understanding, 
can only begin if the most experienced 
members of the officer corps are remov
ed from active command and constitut
ed into a planning group. This should 
not cause confusion, as younger com
manders are now ready to fill the 
senior-most appointments in the field. 
Indeed, modernisation dictates younger 
men in active command and senior pro
fessionals at planning levels— a lesson 
of the 1962 debacle which we have as 
yet to digest. 

Politically, the Cairo Conference of 
Non-AIigned Nations might prove most 

useful It is, in 8 sense, the Shastri 
Government's first contact with the 
world it has to deal with if it wishes 
to regain for India the position she 
once held. It is most unfortunate that 
no intelligent thought was given to the 
composition of the delegation, but the 
general situation is favourable to 
India—that is if India intervenes with 
courage and with perspectives which 
are not blurred by opportunist prag
matism. 

Many tense and ramified questions 
are likely to emerge for discussion, 
public and private, in Cairo—the In
donesia-Malaysia confrontation, the 
Anglo-US attempt to establish bases in 
the Indian Ocean, the future of the 
Tshombe regime in the Congo, the re
cognition of the Free Angola Govern
ment and the vexed issue of disturbed 
borders. In addition, there wil l be 
proposals to extend economic relations 

between the non-aligned. India cannot 
afford to sit back and 'watch the fun' , 
as the bureaucrats would say, hoping 
that the final outcome wi l l be polite, 
meaningless resolutions. Shastri wi l l be 
judged not by the plaudits of western 
diplomats and correspondents in Delhi, 
but only by one yardstick— his con
tribution to strengthening the voice of 
the non-aligned in the councils of the 
world. The trouble, of course, is that 
nobody in the GOI is decided about 
what has to be done. We continue to 
move from situation to situation in the 
absence of political commitments. 

And, to tell the truth, at the present 
moment there does not seem to be any 
desire to do anything about i t . The 
long and tedious summer is ending. 
There may be floods and water pollu
tion to worry about, but there is a nip 
in the air. Five delicious months of 
winter await us. 
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