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OILSEEDS 

Steadier Sentiment 

OILSEEDS prices last week harden-
ed s t i l l further mainly in the 

hope of an imminent announcement 
about the export policy for vegetable 
non-essential oils. That the Govern
ment w i l l permit free export of vanas-
pati and also release anything between 

20,000 and 35,000 tons of groundnut 
o i l for export is taken almost for 
granted. Prospects of a l imited quota 
of groundnut H P S are also believed 
to be fairly promising. While the 
Government is st i l l marking time for 
a favourable opportunity for announc
ing the export policy, considerable 
purchases of groundnut o i l are report
ed to have already been made in 
anticipation of an export quota. Wi th 

the emergence of good buying, sellers 
have become reserved. Groundnut oi l 
ready has been remarkably steady 
between Rs 21 and Rs 21.50 (per 10 
kgs) for some time. Prices of other 
oils — mustard o i l and linseed oi l — 
have also firmed up recently. It is 
difficult to say how exports, when al
lowed, wi l l fare because a great deal 
wi l l depend on the incentives scheme 
and the tax credit for exporters. 

CAPITAL VIEW 

Foreign Relations in a Tangle 
Romesh Thapar 

THESE days there is a smell of 
death at the Ministry of External 

Affairs. It has a fu l l time minister 
now—that is, when he is not involv
ed in something else. Conferences 
or meetings of experts and department 
heads seldom take place. Visitors oat 
in and float out, none the wiser about 
what India thinks or feels. Bureau
crats, accustomed in the old days to 
take orders from the top, to roe 
the Nehru line, satisfied that they 
were being pushed in some direction, 
sit in explosive silence as one sector 
or another of a policy carefully built 
up cracks, as it were, under the weight 
of indecision. 

Among those who are s t i l l interest -
ed in foreign policy, the talk is 
general that we have managed with an 
extraordinary demonstration of humi
l i ty and patience—and silence (sic!)— 
to confuse and bewilder our closest 
friends. Despite the polite noises made 
m public, both here and abroad, about 
India's role and mission, the opinion 
offered the other day in a private con
versation by a hard-boiled, cynical 
foreign policy planner captures the 
real agony: "What's he (the Foreign 
Minister) waiting for? A foreign ex
pert?" The preparation deadline of 
the Algiers Afro-Asian Conference ap
proaches, and we are doodling over 
cashew-nuts and cups of coffee. 

W i t h the USA merrily testing her 
napalm bombs and gas warfare techni
ques against the Vietnamese, and the 
Soviet Union getting angrier and an
grier at what appears to be a deli
berate attempt to wreck the possi
bilities of a detente at a time when 
China is working overtime in the com
munist world to mobilise support for 
her no-compromise stand in inter
national affairs, we have been content 
to remain more or less silent because 

we wishfully believe that China is 
being hurt in the process. This assess
ment is so puerile that even the west
ern experts who in their own interest 
persuaded us to remain silent are am
azed at our gul l ibi l i ty . 

The lazy doodling at the higher 
echelons of the Minis t ry of External 
Affairs is not only helping to buttress 
the Maoist thesis that India is no 
longer the ally of Asia and Africa, 
but is placing a severe strain on our 
alliance wi th the Soviet Union—an 
alliance which in the past strengthened 
the independent role of our foreign 
policy. It is no exaggeration to state 
that the impression prevails in Moscow 
that just as Pakistan is moving away 
from her embarrassing commitments 
to SEATO and CENTO, India is per
mi t t ing herself to wander, absent-
mindedly maybe, into the western 
camp. The polite, propagandist talk in 
public can no longer hide this fact. 
And there are misunderstandings with 
the Arabs. 

New Trends Not Understood 

That this is happening at a time 
when there is more need than ever 
before for India to work closely to
gether wi th the Soviet Union and the 
Arabs is inexplicable, unless, of course, 
we reach the conclusion that Prime 
Minister Lai Bahadur and Foreign 
Minister Swaran Singh are unable to 
understand the trends now taking 
shape in the world. 

The nationalist-chauvinists who rule 
China have decided to intensify their 
so-called ideological confrontation 
wi th the Soviet Union. They have 
made clear that they would risk a 
widespread conflagration in South-

East Asia in order to defeat the US 
interventioning physically rather than 
permit them a face-saving retreat via 
a Geneva-type conference. They have, 
by this fact, indicated that their pre
sent policy is dictated by the desire 
firmly to consolidate a Communist Viet
nam as a stepping stone into regions 
further south where Malay tight s 
Malay. Having blunted the influence 
of India, China moves to humble the 
rising influence of the Malay whose 
homelands cover Malaysia, Indonesia 
and even parts of the Philippines. 
Then, China dreams of being the only 
influence in Asia. 

The adventurist Maoists have found 
themselves an useful ally for their 
operations against a stubbornly viable-
India. Ayub's Pakistan, according to 
information reaching New Delhi, 
plans to step up its border activities 
against India. Over the past few weeks, 
we have faced concerted attempts in 
the west and in the east to create a 
limited confrontation. Indeed, there 
are some students of Pakistani deve
lopments who believe that Mao may 
well encourage Ayub to push for 
mili tary settlements at various points 
along the border very much in the 
style adopted by China from 1959 to 
1962. Anyhow, it would do us no 
harm always to keep this in mind. 

To counter these moves and to cor
rect the growing impression in Asia 
and Africa that we are exploiting our 
frontiers wi th China in order to sque
eze economic and mili tary aid nit of 
the West, and hence are impotent in 
the battle against foreign intervention 
and neo-colonialist activity in Asia 
and Africa, it is imperative that we 
lose no time in explaining to the gov
ernments and peoples of Asia and 
Africa our position wi th regard to 
immediate and perspective tasks. We 
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are certainly not equipped at the 
moment to do this. We have to thrash 
out the issues which have confused 
us—and they are not a few. 

The reluctance in certain sections 
of the ruling party to order this clari
fication is undoubtedly due to the fear 
that the assessment might offend this 
or that power which is aiding us. This 
fear is baseless. We received aid and 
friendship from many diverse quarters 
in the past not because we were seen 
to be servile, but because we were 
clear as to our objectives and the aid-
givers realised that our influence was 
not to be scoffed at. Today, it is true, 
we lack self-confidence—and this 
breeds servility. But it would not take 
long to revive the spirit of our people 
if this government of Lal Bahadur 
would only make up its mind to locate 
national interests and to defend them 
unflinchingly. 

President Nasser's reaction to the 
meddling of West Germany in West 
Asia holds many lessons for New 
Delhi, lessons which, incidentally, we 
were teaching not so long ago to our 
friends in Asia and Africa. In 
a twisted kind of way, Ayub and 
Bhutto in Pakistan have prov
ed that even commitments to SEATO 
and CENTO need not be an inhibi t ing 
factor wi th in an international situation 
which is rapidly transforming. General 
de Gaulle's postures, too, have relev
ance. A n d there are other examples 
from Africa to refresh minds dulled 
by the confusions of the past few 
years. 

To begin wi th , we have to learn to 
live wi th the border problems 
spawned by China and Pakistan. It is 
folly to chase solutions and compro
mises when both these neighbours 
are interested only in perpetuating 
tension which they believe w i l l lead 
to a political crack-up in India and 
the further dismemberment of a sub
continent. It is even greater folly to 
test our friends in Asia and Africa 
on their reaction to these essentially 
local tensions. There is wide 
sympathy for India, but this cannot 
be expressed within the context of 
the ramified power alignments at the 
moment. We should have the ma
tu r i ty to appreciate this, to move in 
such a manner as to strengthen our
selves internally and to build our in
fluence externally even as we live with 
these problems without imposing them 
on others. 

The Vietnam crisis calls for im
mediate action by India. The unilater

al escalation of the conflict by 
Washington which has been permitted 
over the past few weeks may well be 
stage-managed to open the way for 
a peace initiative, but it would be 
short-sighted for us to assume that 
the Maoists would permit a compro
mise which would allow the USA to 
remain entrenched in the area, A 
solution to be viable must take into 
consideration the possibility of esta
blishing a wider grouping of States— 
a federation of Nor th and South Viet
nam, Cambodia and Laos—able to de-
fend its sovereignty against the aggre
ssive, impatient presence of a China 
which seeks to dominate Malay 
thinking to the south. In other words, 
the defence of sovereignty in Asia 
must become the responsibility of the 
Asians, not of the foreign intruder. 
This is the only way to confront the 
Maoist adventurers. 

Balance of Power in Asia 

India should take the lead in pro
jecting a plan which not only brings 
the barbarous war in Vietnam to an 
end, but also consolidates those forces 
(even within the Nor th Vietnam gov
ernment) which seek a bigger, genu
inely independent State (be it of the 
communist variety) on the borders of 
China. France has seen the wisdom of 
this approach. The Soviet Union, too, 
can be expected quietly to approve of 
such a development. It is for India 
to mobilise support for the plan 
in Asia and Africa, to r id it of cold 
war connotations. The Malay peoples 
to the South, now sought to be divid
ed by the confrontation between 
Malaysia and Indonesia, would soon 
perceive how their interest was linked 
with such a plan. 

A tremendous effort would have to 
be made by Asia and Africa to mobi
lise support to establish the viability 
of a multi-national State in the north 
and a Malay State in the south, but 
in so doing it would be possible to 
discipline the chauvinist elements in 
Peking and to open the way for stabi
l i ty in South East Asia. Enemies and 
friends would change character in the 
process. New dimensions would be 
added to political and economic acti
vity in the region. A healthy balance 
of power in South-East Asia would 
pay dividends in South Asia, and help 
us free ourselves of dependence on 
interested foreign powers. 

The trouble with our policy planners, 
if they exist, is that they fail to th ink 

in perspective. For example, over a 
period of years, we have been ambiva
lent about developing two crucial al
liances as the anchors of our foreign 
policy—the Soviet alliance internation
ally and the Arab alliance wi th in the 
Afro-Asian assembly of nations. Both 
alliances serve our national interest. 
Yet, we have permitted a gradual 
erosion of the earlier contacts. Today, 
both alliances are threatened because 
there is l i t t le faith in our capacity to 
sustain the policies of the Nehru Era. 
The internal crisis of confidence is re
flected in our inabili ty to take any 
really positive stand on any internation
al issue. In this way, an opportunity 
is being given to certain dogmatic, 
but influential, elements in the Soviet 
Union and the Arab world to sever 
what few links remain. 

The forthcoming conference in A l 
giers of Asian and African nations is 
one of those events which we could 
utilise to reassert our inspirational 
role. Ar r iv ing at the conference fully 
committed to a worked out policy of 
peace and stability in South-East 
Asia, we could argue forcefully for the 
recognition of the Soviet Union as a 
part-Asian power. Such a step would 
in the long run associate this part of 
the world wi th some of the crucial is
sues which tend to get lost in the agit-
propism which China is apt to indulge 
in . It would also radicalise thinking 
in Afro-Asia along more purposeful 
lines, towards collective action in. the 
interests of the area. 

We continue to imagine that we are 
too weak and isolated to tight a sus
tained tight for policies which we be
lieve reflect the interest of the region 
more accurately than those sponsored 
by a nation like China which plans 
spheres of influence for itself. Fortu
nately, we now have no antiquated 
notions about big power status. This 
is all to the good. It creates goodwill for 
us. But we have to 'earn zealously 
to push the concept we hold to be re
levant in this new age—indeed, wi th 
the same zeal wi th which the Maoists 
push their's—and we do not have to 
be embarrassed because we have not 
exploded a nuclear device. In passing, 
there is no harm in reminding our
selves and others that Afro-Asia would 
not be the same thing without India! 

It is wi th some such spirit, ready to 
be angry when the occasion demands, 
that we need to begin to untangle 
our foreign relations. If we delay, the 
tangle might become a knot, a knot 
that cannot be untied. 
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