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WE are at last embarked on the 
business- of winning friends in 

foreign lands and wooing governments 
which hold the keys to a ramified 
international balance of power. This 
much-belated operation has been 
launched in a manner with which we 
are now exasperatingly familiar, No 
discussions at Cabinet level. No con
sultations with the experts within the 
GOI. No briefings by the Foreign 
Office to the hastily summoned emis
saries. And, of course, no attempt at 
co-ordination. This 'style', more befitt
ing a feudal autocracy, would not be 
so disturbing if, the Prime Minister--
or, for that matter, the bureaucrats 
who surround him—had a clear under
standing of what has to be done. 

In this way, we are running the risk 
of being treated like a chameleon, re
markably talented in changing its 
colours according to the background. 
V K Krishna Menon is our image in 
Cairo. Vijayalakshmi Pandit in Paris. 
S K Patil in Washington. T T K in 
Moscow. Deputy Foreign Minister 
Dinesh Singh in South-East Asia. 
Foreign Minister Swaran Singh at the 
U N , Each representative speaks his 
own language, has his own pet theo
ries as to how our future relations 
with the nations of the world are to 
be arranged. 

Imagine the confusion. Krishna 
Menon speaks with Nasser, probably 
explains the meaning of the collusion 
between Pakistan and China, empha
sises the independent role played by 
the Soviet Union to halt the escala
tion of war on the sub-continent. In 
Paris, a different tune is being sung— 
for, does not Vijayalakshmi Pandit 
announce that India is holding back 
the tide of communism (Sic!)? S K 
Patil, en route to the Americas, also 
sees his country in some such role— 
and firmly allied to the U.S.A. iv 
the time TT Krishnamachari reaches 
Moscow he will have plenty of explain
ing to do about what India really in-
tendsl 

The Prime Minister, master-minding 
this 'operation, has now decided to 
unleash a host of MPs on a number 
of countries not. yet honoured by VIP 
visits. Lists have been drawn up in 
consultation, not with the Foreign 
Office, but with Parliamentary Affairs 
Minister, Satyan arain Sinha! Each 
group of travelling MPs is a minia

ture Lok Sabha; we are keeping our 
fingers crossed and hoping that they 
do not speak in too many voices. If 
this happens, we might have to dis
patch mare emissaries to repair the 
damage. 

Wisely, Swaran Singh has taken to 
the beaten track at the United 
Nations. He has left the argumenta
tion to the surprisingly able Mir 
Oasim—'surprisingly', for so many 
cannot see talent in anyone who is 
not a member of the Congress top 
hierarchy. Swaran Singh is due back 
any day. He has to prepare for tne 
Afro-Asian conference at Algiers due 
to resume in the first week of Novem
ber. By then, presumably, our over-
pubh'cised diplomatic offensive wiff 
have been assessed by the irritated ex
perts in the Foreign Office. 

It is doubtful whether we will 
achieve anything in the course of these 
junkets. Whatever dividends are 
chalked up in our favour will come 

"as a result of 'second thoughts' in the 
West about the grave consequences of 
an angry India and from the crude-
ness now discernible in the handling 
of the Sino-Pak propaganda offensive 
against us. when the UK High Com
missioner begins an elaborate apology 
for the partisanship of Harold Wilson, 
when scurrilous foreign news weeklies 
and newspapers which are notorious 
for their psychopathic interest in 
falsehood make the first attempt at 
balanced comment on developments in 
the sub-continent, when the anti-India 
specialists in the local foreign press 
corps launch on anxious research to 
locate 'the causes' which have led to 
the distortion of India's stand, we 
should not assume that these deve
lopments are the result of our diplo
matic offensive. Anger, openly express
ed at every level, has placed our many 
tormentors on the defensive. 

Many knowledgeable persons in the 
Capital believe that we need to use 
a little bit of this anger on the sub 
ject of food, particularly so-cailed free 
food from the U S A for which we 
now have to beg every month, If the 
Prime Minister and his colleagues 
could be persuaded to depart from 
the cliches about, self-reliance and self-
sufficiency, and to concentrate on forc
ing the wil l of the Centre on State? 
which are still reluctant to undertake 

procurement and rationing of the food 
we grow, we would be in a better 
position to survive diplomatic black
mail. Anger coupled with internal 
organisation would not only loosen 
foreign purse-strings, but also rid our 
diplomacy of the inhibitions which 
have enveloped it for so long. 

So far as one can judge, our crit i
cal weakness is the fear that the 
Centre has developed about disciplin
ing the Chief Ministers of the States 
who refuse to view problems in an 
over-all Indian context. Parochial 
policy-making has got to be fought, 
and there could be no better time to 
do it than the present. We spend too 
much energy in groaning about the de
mand for new linguistic States—such as 
Punjabi Suba, Hariana, etc,- when 
our effort should be to strengthen the 
leading role of the Centre even as 
these States are formed. This is more 
than possible today, for the people 
now understand that Chinese and 
Pakistani aggression is aimed at India's 
unity and strength. 

It is fairly obvious to any observer 
who wishes to observe that the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues only react 
when demands are coherently and 
energetically projected. If these 
demands link with the business of 
formulating an integrated policy for 
the nation they become tremendously 
powerful in their impact. To unleash 
such thinking is the job of the press. 
It must break with its conformist 
psychology, uncover the facts, co-
relate them, puncture bureaucratic 
self-satisfaction and reflect some of 
the patriotic anger which has sharpen
ed attitudes during these last few 
weeks. Will it play this role or remain 
atomised as the agitprop of this or 
that leader? 

In other words, what we lack is not 
public relations but a policy. The 
press, too, needs to understand this 
when it moans about the lack of friends 
abroad, about misunderstandings and 
miscalculations, and about missed 
opportunities. Our diplomatic offensive 
is an insaporable part of our internal 
commitment to a policy of self-reliance 
and self-sufficiency. To argue that we 
can function without foreign props is 
an evasion of responsibility. We must. 
If foreign aid assists the effort, so 
much the better. 
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