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considerable) loss of face. For, the 
alternative to a voluntarily accepted 
peace seems to be one imposed by 
countries which are in a position to 
do so. Both India and Pakistan 
it need hardly be said, are uniquely 
i l l placed to withstand such pressure. 
Significantly, the US, the Soviet Union 
and the UK have all urged immediate 
end to the fighting. The US and the 
UK have suspended arms supplies to 
India and Pakistan and the latter's 

appeals to the Seato and the Cento 
have been turned down, apparently on 
technical grounds, hut really out of a 
genuine conviction that induction of 
fresh arms on either side can only 
aggravate the conflict whereas a denial 
of them may hasten its end. Extension 
of the same logic may ultimately pave 
the way to peace. So far only Jo 
Grimmond, the British Liberal Party 
leader has openly advocated an em
bargo on economic aid, but there are 

straws in the wind which cannot be 
ignored. 

For India wisdom seems to lie in 
a ceasefire voluntarily accepted while 
the initiative in the war is with her. 
This may involve the minimum loss of 
face and may, it is just likely, enable 
us to avoid, albeit temporarily, being 
confronted with the substantive poli t i 
cal question of Kashmir immediately 
in the wake of ceasefire. 

CAPITAL VIEW 

Ayub's Costly Miscalculations 

THE cease-fire line in Jammu and 
Kashmir belongs to the dead past. 

Our armed forces have before them a 
single objective—the decimation of the 
Pakistani forces which attempted to 
seize the territory of Jammu and Kash
mir, The battle wil l continue until the 
Government of India is convinced that 
the threat to our security has been 
smashed and adequate guarantees are 
given that there will be no repetition 
of the events we have been witness to 
during these recent weeks. These few 
sentences summarise the prevalent 
mood in the leadership of the ruling 
party. And, judging from the quiet de
cisiveness with which the Emergency 
Committee of the Cabinet has acted, 
there is little likelihood of any back
sliding. Too much is at stake. 

All the bluster of Ayub and Bhutto, 
now supplemented by the cynically op
portunist agit-props in Peking and Ja
karta, cannot hide the fact that Pak
istan was attempting a major military 
take-over in Jammu and Kashmir. The 
attack in the Chamb sector, massively 
supported by armour and mechanised 
units, was a closely co-ordinated fol
low-up to the activity of the infiltra
tors. True, the refusal of the valley to 
respond complicated the stratagem. But 
Rawalpindi believed that its thrust 
through the Chamb sector would ex
ploit the advantages of terrain and 
soon cut the vital strategic roads to 
Poonch and to Srinagar, 

Apparently, the military junta which 
rules Pakistan, basing itself on the 
Kutch experience, assumed that India's 
leaders would hesitate to order the 
crossing of the Punjab frontier, would 
not remember the old declaration by 
Jawarharlal Nehru that an attack on 
Jammu and Kashmir would be consi
dered an attack on India. This probab
ly explains why Pakistani armour had 
been heavily concentrated for the as
sault on Jammu and Kashmir, even at 
the risk of denuding the defences of 
Lahore which is crucial in Pakistan's 
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communications network. Delhi's deci
sion to enter West Pakistan at three 
points - - in the Ferozepore, Lahore 
and Sialkot sectors — with the clear 
intention of carrying out an encircling, 
decimating movement, must have start
led Ayub and his advisers. And, now 
the pincers moving on Hyderabad in 
Sind suggest that no respite is to be 
given to the Pakistan army. 

Even if the Pakistani armour escapes 
a terrible mauling, there is little doubt 
that Ayub has made two costly miscal
culations. The first, that the Kashmir 
Valley would rise in support of his 
army infiltrators. The second, that 
India would confine herself to defend
ing Jammu and Kashmir despite the 
disadvantage of an exposed and un-
dependiiblc supply route. It remains 
to be seen whether he makes his third, 
and possibly disastrous, miscalculation 
in attempting an adventurist counter 
thrust with his armoured units into 
India to slavage his political image in 
Pakistan. 

All kinds of unconfirmed reports are 
circulating. Army Headquarters, apt in 
the past to talk too much and too 
glibly, has wisely adopted an aloof, 
silent posture. Morale is mercurial in 
our country and the public is too 
fond of feeding on a diet of unbroken 
'victories'. A set-back here or there 
creates reactions out of proportion to 
the events. Army Headquarters, acting 
under Cabinet orders, has decided to 
confirm news only when positions have 
been properly consolidated and some
thing is known of the enemy's response. 
This attitude has given the rumour-
mongers a field day, but they are al
ready beginning to look like teenagers 
out for excitement. 

The Prime Minister and his collea
gues in the Emergency Committee of 
the Cabinet — Gulzarilal Nanda, Indi
ra Gandhi, T T Krishnamachari and 
Yashwantrao Chavan — have now to 
apply their minds to the scale of the 
escalation, the time factor and the 

ramified business of the inevitable 
cease-fire. The escalation is dictated 
largely by the strategic objective of 
destroying the aggressive potential of 
the Pakistan army. The destruction so 
planned must take place in the short
est possible time because there is no 
advantage to be gained in a prolonged 
operation. And, within the next few 
days, the pressure from international 
opinion will mount rapidly to compel 
a cease-fire. These are related issues 
and will have to be resolved — possib
ly by a single decision. 

If the Pakistan army, and particu
larly the armour it has received from 
the USA, is dealt a grievous blow 
within the next few days, there is no 
reason why our military formations 
should not withdraw over the internal 
tional frontier while at the same hold
ing the recently captured Pakistan po
sitions along the cease-fire line which 
will ensure the insulation of the Kash
mir Valley from infiltrator invasions. 
A grave problem will arise, however, 
if we are unable to deliver the puni
shing blows within the limited time 
available to us. Such a situation could 
escalate the war to the point of no 
return. The next few days could decide 
the future of Indo-Pak relations. 

The GOI has yet to realise fully 
that the confrontation with Pakistan 
is a confrontation with the West The 
manipulations at the UN, despite the 
reports submitted by General Nimmo 
and U Thant, the attempt by the USA 
to imply that both India and Pakistan 
are misusing (sic!) the equipment sup
plied to them under various agree
ments and treaties, and the farce 
sought to be enacted by the Pritish 
who demand that we return the hard
ware 'leased' to us after the NEFA 
clear the muddled thinking of two 
colision in 1962, have done much to 
years. However, we have still to com
prehend the implications and our res
ponse to them. 

The Soviet position on the war that 
has developed between India and Pak-
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istan continues to baffle those who 
expected a Khrushchovian gesture. 
Clearly, Soviet policy in this part of 
the world has yet to evolve. The bu
reaucratic approach in Moscow, which 
in a mechanical sort of way sees the 
USSR replacing the US militarist pre
sence by an economic presence, ap
parently continues to dominate think
ing. India is seen as the friend who 
has to be given all aid, economic and 
military, but it is considered political
ly puerile to make a public demon
stration of this commitment. There 
must be many in Moscow who are per
turbed by this ambivalence. Hence 
the Soviet Union's offer of its 'good 
offices' to India and Pakistan — the 
beginning of what might become a 
major involvement. 

Far-reaching and deep changes are 
bound to take place in the power ba
lance in South Asia whatever the u l t i 
mate outcome of the present Indo-Pak 
war. They will affect foreign relations, 
the direction of economic policy and 
the political organisation of the people. 

One of the most significant side-re-
sults of the destruction of the Pakis
tani militarist posture will be a radical 
alteration in the balance of Indian ant 
Chinese military strength along the 
Himalayan border. Peking must be 
taking note of these developments. 

Although the Chinese leaders have 
offered full verbal support to Pakis
tan's aggressive tactics in Jammu and 
Kashmir and have denounced Indian 
'imperialism and colonialism', the fact 
remains that no suspicions military 
movements have occurred in Ladakh or 
NEFA. There has been some diploma
tic needling about patrolling and the 
like in the Chumbi Valley which justs 
southward between Sikkim and Bhu
tan. Probably, the Chinese are quiet 
for the moment because they believe 
that whatever the result of the Indo-
Pak conflict they can make propagan
dist capital out of i t . But it would be 
a gross error to ignore the impact on 
the Chinese of the events now taking 
place. It may help matters. It may 
not. 

Of course, there is still a great deal 
of talk in the Capital about the that-
lering silence of what are called our 
friends, particularly some of the Arab 
Stales and certain non-aligned nations. 
Apart from Marshal Tito, no one has 
stirred. But, fortunately, we seem to 
have at last pulled ourselves out of the 
sterile obsession which demands pub
lic declarations of support. We are 
wiser now — and last recognising that 
only policies based upon self-reliance 
can give us the strength we need to 
cope with the related challenges of 
defence and development:. This new 
spirit has to be nurtured and helped 
to grow through more purposeful com-
mitments by the ruling party. 

Meanwhile, the Capital seems ready 
to take everything in its stride — and 
is convinced that the rest of the coun
try is as confident. Al l the more reason 
that our leadership be mature, far 
sighted, able to distinguish between 
jingoism and national interest. To this 
end, we must work in the weeks 
ahead. 

Weekly Notes 
A New Fourth Plan ? 

DELIBERATIONS on the Fourth 
Plan have always had an air of 

unreality about them, as we have had 
occasion to observe more than once 
before. The unreality reached its 
height at the last meeting of the 
National Development Council which 
authorised the Prime Minister to "re
orient, alter and amend" the Fourth 
Plan to give it a defence bias. The 
Council was supposed to give a final 
shape to the proposals for the Fourth 
Plan and the Draft Plan was sup
posed to be prepared on the basis of 
its recommendations. 

The Fourth Plan was obviously 
conceived under an evil star. Ever 
since work was begun on it, condi
tions in the country have been in
creasingly turning unfavourable to its 
acceptance and implementation. From 
the highest and most responsible 
quarters came hints about the Plan 
being given up altogether or post
pones; we interpreted this in some of 
our editorials as signs of important 
changes to come. The final blow has 
now been dealt by the hot war that 
has suddenly flared up in the sub
continent. Such a development was, 
of course, not even remotely taken 
into account as a possibility in for-

mulating the Plan proposals. It can 
therefore be taken for granted that 
the Fourth Plan will be very different 
indeed from what has been proposed 
ti l l now. 

The National Development Coun
cil, understandably, did not do any 
business at all; the entire matter of 
changing the Plan has been left to 
the Prime Minister, which is just 
another way of saying that the Plan 
would have to be formulated de novo 
after the smoke of the war clears up 
a bit. One thing is certain: the difli-
culties that were being anticipated in 
the matter of foreign aid would be 
now accentuated manyfold. There is 
no doubt at all that the role foreign 
aid was playing in our development 
effort would be henceforward entire
ly different, both quantitatively and 
qualitatively. In an earlier editorial 
we had urged that we should go 
ahead with planning "without aid it 
necessary". This is not to be treated 
as an exhortation but as a serious 
programme and thinking must be done 
as to how exactly one can go ahead 
with planning for the double purpose 
of defence and development — with 
much greater emphasis on defence 
than hitherto — and yet depend sub
stantially less on foreign aid. 

Cleaning Up Business Practices 
A RELATIVELY small price has 

been paid for the smooth passage 
of the Companies Amendment Bill 
through the Lok Sabha. The age 
limit for retirement of directors in 
public companies which was sought to 
be fixed at 75 has been removed, and 
so also the mockery of special resolu
tions to re-elect retiring directors who 
pass the age of 65. The time limit 
for the validity of blank transfers 
of shares has been liberalised. These 
two concessions are in addition to 
those made in the Select Committee 
which, among other things, deleted the 
provisions relating to declaration of 
the beneficial ownership of large hold
ings registered in the names of nomi
nees, and released existing companies 
from the obligation to distinguish 
their main and subsidiary objects of 
business. 

The main proposals for strengthen
ing the regulation of corporate finance 
and management and for removing 
the procedural hardships caused by 
some petty irritants in the law have 
remained intact. These concern the 
powers of Government to inspect 
company documents and order cost 
audit of industrial companies, to regu
late inter-corporate loans on the same 
basis as inter-corporate investments, 
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