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NOW that our vast and sprawling 
land frontier with, Pakistan and 

China has been turned more or less 
into a cease-fire line, and the bulk of 
our army committed lo forward post-
lions, we have little reason to be con-
tent with government by slogans. 'Jai 
Jawan Jai Kisan — Jai Hind', 'Grow 
two grains where there is One', 'Miss a 
meal on Monday' and 'Three paise 
contributed by every Indian gives Rs 
500 crores for defence' are about the 
most inadequate attempts made of late 
to cope with the challenges which face 
us. Either the Prime Minister is wrong
ly-advised or he has made up his mind 
that the challenges will always be 
met with foreign assistance, that only 
an elaborate demonstration of self-
reliant pastures is required. 

'Victory Tours' Not Enough 
There are magic words in the voca

bulary of the world's languages to 
help the Prime Minister double food-
grain, production, to change the fact 
that nearly 50 per cent of our urban 
population is living on PL 480 food, to 
deny the need for a serious taxgather-
ing effort to meet the cost of defence 
and to create the basis for the steady 
growth of industrial capacity. The 
sooner he realises that image-building 
is not a matter of 'victory tours' and 
easily-mouthed slogans the better for 
him and the country. His agit-prop 
will have to provide a more solid pio-
grammalic diet to sustain the stance he 
has come to adopt on public platforms. 

These sentiments, widely held among 
those familiar with the true state of 
affairs within the Cabinet, the govern
ment and the ruling party, have to be 
recorded in cold print because we are 
in grave danger of destroying the es
sential preliminary bases of our socia
list, secular democracy which we have 
been able to build during these eigh
teen years of freedom. The dishonest. 
tortuous, subtle attack on the Reward-
ship of Jawaharlal Nehru, now being 
encouraged even by those who owe so 
much to him, can break the cohesion 
of the Congress Party. Already, the 
Jan Sangh is faking advantage of the 
erosion in the perspectives of the rul
ing party. 

Members of Parliament, now gather
ed in the Capital, are being urged to 
take serious note of these trends, com
prehend the extent to which the much-

publicised collective responsibility of 
the Cabinet has become non-existent, 
demand a full picture of the conduct 
of the ground and air operations 
against: Pakistan and of what is being 
done to prevent a repetition of the se
rious errors made in the political and 
military conduct of the campaign, 
consider the steps necessary to forge 
a relevant framework for our policy-
planning and insist on institutional 
supports to implement the policies 
agreed upon. These are the normal 
functions of a Parliament, but in the 
prevailing atmosphere of moronic con-
formism legislators could be persuad
ed to become eager claquers. 

A Kashmiri-Speaking State 
While these initiatives are pushed, 

particularly in the context of formulat
ing an economic and foreign policy 
which can withstand embarrassing 
pressures, it is being realised in the 
Capital that we can no longer pro
crastinate over the most immediate of 
all problems Kashmir. The recent 
eruptions in certain urban centres of 
the Valley, and the rather drastic de
cision in arrest important opposition 
leaders, is a reflection not so much on 
the Sadiq government's failure to poli
tically discriminate between the dis
parate elements allied against it but a 
pointer to Delhi's inability to act up 
to its categorical assertion of sove
reignty over this strategic territory in 
the North-West. If UN resolutions are 
no longer' valid, then obviously we are 
free to organise our affairs in this area 
as we think fit. 

Serious students of the problem are 
beginning to understand that the pre
sent set-up in Jammu and Kashmir in
hibits and hamstrings healthy political 
initiatives in the Valley, particularly at 
the level of the newly-enriched urban 
middle class. This vocal Kashmiri-
speaking section, dominantly Muslim, 
sees itself for ever at the mercy of 
complex communal equations with the 
Dogras of Jammu. Also, not without 
reason do we see the unmistakable 
crystalisation of inflexible political at
titudes in the two sections of the State, 
a development which was witnessed 
in other parts of India prior to the 
linguistic reorganisation of boundaries. 

This, it appears, is the crux of the 
problem. The State of Jammu and 
Kashmir was historically an artificial 

creation of Dogra hegemony. In today's 
situation, the State is an anachronism. 
The independence urge of the Kashmir-
speaking people takes on a secessionist 
flavour because of the depair, widely 
felt, that the Kashmiri will be denied 
a State within the Indian Union in 
which he is master. Earlier, involve
ments with UN resolutions prevented 
a proper review of this problem. Now, 
there should be no blockage to re
drawing the boundaries of our States 
in the North and North-West. 

Punjabi Suba and Hariana Prant 
Already, the old demand for Punjabi 

Suba is under active consideration and 
the betting is that it will be conceded. 
The effort of the supporters of a Hin
dustani-speaking Hariana Prant, in
cluding areas of Punjab. Rajasthan 
and Uttar Pradesh, cannot for long 
be resisted even by the political power 
based on the Gangetic plains. What 
then prevents consideration of the 
proposal that Jammu become a part of 
Vishal Himachal, that the Kashmiri-
speaking areas be constituted into a 
separate State with Ladakh coming 
directly under the control of the Cen
tre? There is no logical argument 
against some such redrawing of the 
borders of the States of the Indian 
Union in the North and North West. 

Indeed, the decision to carry out 
this belated linguistic reorganisation 
would mark a decisive step in the dir
ection of strengthening the secular 
character of the Indian Union -- for, 
in the process, two minorities, the 
Sikhs in Punjabi Suba and the Muslims 
in Kashmir, would achieve a dominant 
position in two new States. This act 
of faith, as it were, by the present 
leadership of the Hindu majority with
in the all-India context would also 
help blunt the thrust of militant Hindu 
revivalism which sees the threat to 
our frontiers as the opportune moment 
to sabotage the India of Gandhi and 
Nehru. This is an aspect of political 
self-reliance which has yet to be com
prehended. 

Kashmir Will Not Wait 
For some weeks now, at the highest 

levels, some such proposition has 
been touched upon. There is little un
derstanding of its connection with the 
question of consolidating the secular 
structure of the Indian Union, but the 
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compulsion is great to de-link the 
controversy over Kashmir from an in
volved past. The proposition does not 
endanger the security of the North-
West, for military investment would 
continue on the same scale as before. 
Politically, too, the debate with the 
world would be conducted at a heal-

.thier, clearer and more persuasive 
level And, economically, on the basis 
of a crash programme, a more funda
mental impact could be made on the 
development of the Valley. 

It is strange that we are so apathe
tic about the need for political initia
tives on Kashmir when so much time 
and energy is expended in accommo
dating the Nagas — or, in fact, Phizo. 
Or is our apathy based upon our confi
dence that the Kashmiri wi l l for ever 
remain docile? It would be most short

-sighted to allow angry demonstrations 
to force the peace of political change. 
The agitation now confined to a few 
urban centres could spread to the rural 
areas, We should certainly not lag be
hind developments. Given political 
courage, there is no reason why Kash
mir cannot become the real corner
stone of our secular unity — and, pos
sibly, a bridge in the future with an 
enlightened Pakistan. 

Admittedly, many problems are 
pressing on us. Military observers, 
studying the details of the conflict just 
concluded, are now inclined to dismiss 
the claim that the Pakistani army's 
teeth have been taken out. Economists, 
more acutely aware of the consequen
ces of so-called free food and free aid, 
are disturbed by the tendency in the 
GOI to accept the inevitability of de
pendence on U S PL 480 supplies des
pite the talk about self-reliance. Plan
ners, studying the budgetary position 
and the foreign exchange crisis, have 
been startled by the reluctance of the 
Cabinet to impose any fresh tax bur
dens in what wil l be an election year. 
Political pundits, conscious of the ex
istence of a serious political vacuum, 
cannot but take note of the attempt 
being made to purge the Congress Par
ty of all ideology. Against this back
ground, it may seem unreal to under
line the unfinished business of linguis
tic reorganisation in the North and 
North-West. Yet, this business wil l 
have to be given high priority — if 
only in the interests of secular conso
lidation .and security. 

The Prime Minister skilfully ration
alises his own lack of commitments 
and perspectives by preaching the need 
for pragmatism. But pragmatism also 
demands a proper programme linked to 
tactical and strategic objectives, It is 
not something fashioned on stray ad

vice and hunches, nor does it become 
purposeful by exhortation through slo
gans. The millions who flock to listen 
to the Prime Minister are looking for 
a policy which makes good sense. They 
are lost in a political vacuum and 
hope for a lead. The patriotic upsurge 
of the last few weeks is a pointer. 

FROM THE LONDON END 

EFTA and European Integration 
fTOPES of bridge-building between 

EFTA and the European Econo
mic Community raised by the British 
at the Vienna meeting of EFTA have 
been dimmed by the crisis in the Kuro-
pean Common Market. This was made 
abundantly clear at the recent meeting 
of EFTA. Although the main aim of 
EFTA is to keep the door open, no 
step forward can be taken until the 
Common Market crisis has been re
solved, and it is now becoming increas
ingly clear that the French are unwill
ing to make any move until after De
cember 5, the date of the presidential 
election. 

The latest EFTA meeting passed off 
smoothly enough. The members have 
come to accept the necessity of the 
British import surcharge. The statement 
by the British delegation that no guar
antee could be given as to when it 
would be removed and that there was 
no intention of reducing the surcharge 
at present, was taken comparatively 
calmly by the other members. In any 
case, the surcharge will have to be re
moved by the end of 1966. 

From Britain's point of view, an im
portant fact was the announcement by 
Portugal that it would make a 20 per 
cent reduction in the import tariff on 
"completely knocked-down" British 
cars, a step that the UK has been press
ing strongly for a long time. Britain 
has requested an all-round cut in 
duties on British cars imported into 
EFTA countries. The urgent need for 
this is shown by figures of foreign 
cars sold in one EFTA country, Den
mark, where German and Swedish 
makes are overwhelmingly in the lead, 
with only one British car listed in the 
first ten. 

The only new move at the meeting 
was the application by Yugoslavia for 
possible association with EFTA, A high 
Yugoslav Government official came 
specially from Belgrade to make the 
request. Yugoslavia has already made a 
request to the Common Market for 
some form of Grading arrangement. She 
has also applied recently for full mem-

Brave talk no doubt, has its value. 
But a nation cannot live on it. It 
must have the inspiration of a mission. 
If this is recognised by the Prime Min-
ister and his colleagues, the challenges 
will not appear so forbidding and the 
responses wilt be more dynamically 
enunciated. 

bership of GATT and is already disso
ciated with COMECON. Therefore, not 
loo much significance can be attached 
to this approach. 

EFTA itself has now practically 
reached the end of the road. Founded 
in 1939 by those countries that could 
not, or would not, accept the political 
obligations of the Treaty of Rome, 
their sole common interest: has been 
the threat to their exports posed by 
the high external tariffs of the Com
mon Market, This set in process a mo
tion to establish a free trade area 
among its members. So effectively has 
this limited organisation worked that 
by the end of 1966 tariffs wilUdis-
appear among member-countries and 
free trade will have been established. 

While economic considerations make 
some form of integration between the 
two tariff blocs in Europe a necessity, 
there is little enthusiasm at the moment 
on the part of the Common Market 
countries. In EFTA itself, while the 
British were originally enthusiastic the 
other members are by no means unani
mous in their support. Switzerland, for 
example, has no desire to be integrated 
with the Common Market, particularly 
in view of the political implications of 
the Rome Treaty. Sweden too, with 
her own policy of neutrality, is not 
anxious for any very close ties. On the 
other hand, Denmark is in favour of 
full integration between the two blocs. 
Austria has already made its own ap
proach to the Common Market, having 
applied for associate membership; and 
should Britain draw closer to ECM, it 
is more than likely that Norway would 
follow suit. 

But the basic problem of Common 
Market tariffs which act as a .vrious 
barrier to the development of uade 
remains. This is the reason why. des
pite unfavourable conditions, feelers 
were still put out at the EFTA con
ference to the Common Market. At the 
conclusion of the meeting, the Chair
man of the EFTA Council of Minis
ters, handed over to the Ambassadors 
of the six Common Market countries, 
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