
CAPITAL VIEW 

Are We Going West? 
Romesh Thapar 

WHEN rumours circulate in the Ca-
pitaI, they have about as much 

coherence as the policies of the ruling 
party. Take a sampling from the week 
during which the Congress Working 
Committee was meeting and the State's 
chief ministers were in session. Gulza-
rital Nanda, in a fit of frustration fol
lowing his hot war with TTK, had 
lost his astrological aplomb and sub
mitted his resignation to Lal Bahadur 
— but only after ensuring that Morar-
ji Desai had been neutralised as head 
of the proposed administrative re
forms commission. Subramaniam, fail
ing to elicit any response from Lal 
Bahadur on compulsory procurement 
and rationing except meaningless slo
gans, was ready to throw in the sponge. 
Meanwhile, Asoka Mehta at the Plann
ing Commission had discarded his 
aggressive armour of optimism and 
was preparing to emerge in sack cloth 
and ashes. 

Rumours do not rest content with 
'news'. They offer 'developments', too. 
The fact that so many 'Nehruists' were 
abandoning the grounded Ship of State 
had persuaded Lal Bahadur to devote 
a little more time to plans other than 
those connected with his visit to the 
USA. This visit, masterminded by talk
ative emissary Patil, had consumed so 
much of Lal Bahadur's disorganised 
time that all decision-making in the 
GOI had come to a halt. 

Nehruism — For the Moment 
Rumour says that the Prime Minis

ter has after much cogitation decided 
to plug Nehruism on public platforms 
until he has got the USA to guarantee 
the free food and the foreign exchange 
he needs to keep the country ticking. 
Patil, it is said, approves of the stra
tagem. So do other confidents. But the 
boys at the US embassy take a dim 
view of Pa til's irresponsible prattle 
about the rosy prospects before India 
once Lal Bahadur goes West. 

Apparently, John Freeman for the 
UK and Chester Bowles for the USA 
had been projecting the image of an 
angry India determined to become self-
reliant and now terribly hyper-sensitive 
about attempts to link aid and fond 
to any set of conditions. This diplo
matic drilling from Delhi was making 
some impact — even in newspapers 
hitherto critical. London and Washing
ton were beginning to seek out ways of 
withdrawing from commitments on Kas-
mir.  

But Patil's junket has made Freeman 

and Bowles look as if they are com
mits, out of touch with Lal Bahadur's 
thinking — that is, if Patil's thinking 
is Lal Bahadur's. Patil has succeeded 
in reviving the almost exhausted lob
bies in London and Washington which 
have always believed that aid and food 
can and should be used to strengthen 
India for the battle against communism. 
Lal Bahadur's skilful performance 
during the foreign debate in the Lok 
Sabha is seen as an attempt to repair 
the damage done by Patil even though 
the direction of his groupings remains 
unchanged. 

Surprisingly enough, almost everyone 
believes that between Lal Bahadur and 
Patil it has been agreed that the news 
of the visit to the USA should be offi
cially announced soon after Parliament 
adjourns in December and that it 
should take place before this year is 
out — and definitely before Parliament 
reconvenes. It is not possible to post
pone the visit for very long as food 
and foreign exchange shortages will be
gin to loom large as 1966 is ushered 
in. Confidence that all will be well 
once LBJ meets LBS is fairly wide
spread, particularly, it is said, among 
the western-oriented bureaucrats who 
run the government for Lal Bahadur. 
But, and here's the rub, the facts being 
trotted out by the foreign experts in the 
Capital tell a different story. 

It is said that although there is ge
neral agreement that efforts be made 
to de-link Kashmir headaches from the 
business of saving India's economy, 
Lal Bahadur will be told in no uncer
tain terms to commit himself to a de
tailed in-put plan for agriculture, to an 
opening up of the industrial sector to 
private foreign capital, and to a sim
plification and reform of administrative 
procedures, In addition, he will be told 
to take immediate steps to meet the cri
ticisms and recommendations made 
some time ago by the World Bank — 
including devaluation, 

Soviet Reactions 
The gossip say that Lal Bahadur 

knows all about these demands, but 
he still wants to go a-visiting. This 
probably is the sum total of our self-
reliant posture. After all, what has the 
gold bonds scheme produced? Some 
sixty lakhs of rupees in sold — that 
is, only thirty lakhs at international 
prices! 

Speculation is ripe about Soviet re
actions. Yes, TTK has been 'honoured'  
in Moscow and military supplies con

tinue to pour in from the USSR, but 
the claque inside Parliament and out
side which responds to the invisible 
strings which Lal Bahadur pulls is busy 
thrilling all over to the possibilities in
herent in the visit to the USA, It's the 
old dream to get others to solve our 
problems, a dream that makes a tiny 
Establishment in the country rich, 
flabby and incompetent. And there is 
no one around with the power and 
organisation to challenge the no-chan
gers and to say the problems cannot 
he solved this way, 

Diplomatically, reports arc current 
that Rawalpindi is being kept posted 
by the US State Department on think
ing in Delhi. This explains the timing, 
of Bhutto's sudden colte face on the 
Soviet desire to hold the Tashkent me. 
diation conference. He now wants the 
mediation, it is suggested, because he 
has been told that Lal Bahadur feels 
that mediation will amount to skip
ping the phases in the UN Resolution 
and re-opening talks on the future of 
Kashmir. The foreign 'uglies' say that 
Lal Bahadur's manocuvrings condition 
Bhutto's Twists and turns. Some sensi
tive observers in the Capital are only 
hoping that he doesn't test Soviet-
patience to breaking point. Then it will 
be from the frying pan into the fire. 

Kamraj's Different Tune 
Kamaraj, it is assumed, is very dis

turbed about what goes on. His spee
ches in South India, numbering over 
fifty, make interesting reading, for they 
show him to be out of step with Lal 
Bahadur — indeed, with all those who 
would go West. So far the Congress-
President has confined himself to edu
cating the South about the lessons to 
be learned from the collision with 
Pakistan. He is now persuading him 
self that the North needs the same 
medicine. Frankly, he is about the only 
strongman in the Congress Party who 
talks about socialist objectives. Lai 
Bahadur must be wondering what's 
bitten him. He does not underestimate 
Kamaraj, for Kamaraj can be a very big 
thorn in one's side. 

From all this speculation and con
jecture, you might be on the verge of 
concluding that Lal Bahadur is probab
ly riding the Syndicate which brought 
htm to power. I would not bet on i t . 
Permutations and combinations take 
place in the command centres of the 
ruling party. They reflect the strengths 
and weaknesses of those individuals 
who control the party machine in the 
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States. So far, there is nothing to sug
gest that we are united, willy nilly, 
behind any single leader. After all, 
at the apex of power it is not a ser
vile, conformist press which moulds 
attitudes and opinions. No public show
manship can hide the truth that there 
is no leader, no collective, no firm grip 
'on the jobs to be done today and to
morrow. 

This is the essence of the crisis, but 
how is it to be diagnosed when pub
lic posture has no connection with ac
tual commitment, when policy-making 
bodies like the Cabinet and the Cong
ress .Working Committee run away 
from policy-making, when there is no 
dialogue on the challenges facing us 
and the responses which have to be 
forged, when the little thinking that is 
done is ad hoc, from day to day, on the 
oasis of hunches. In this paralytic si
tuation, rumours dominate the Capital 

FROM THE LONDON END 

— contradictory rumours, meaningless 
rumours, absurd rumours. 

I have tried to record this mood, it 
only to caution those unfortunates 
who believe their daily newspaper and 
imagine that all is well. If something 
drastic is not done to make the coun
try aware of the critical times ahead, 
we will begin to live almost entirely on 
foreign props — and that would mark 
the beginning of the end of the secular, 
socialist democracy we had tried to 
build. Exhortations about self-reliance 
cannot save us. We must plan our 
self-reliance, And this demands self-
confidence to organise the maximum 
and efficient mobilisation of internal 
resources,and manpower. Once we ad
dress ourselves to this task, the food 
and aid we receive from abroad can 
do no damage — and probably it will 
come in larger measure. But who is to 
convince those in power? 

An uncertain Lal Bahadur, a. dis
gruntled Nanda, a confused Swaran 
Singh, a brittle Krishnamachari, a frus
trated Subramaniam, an impatient 
Chagla, a demoralised Asoka Mehta, 
a worried Indira Gandhi, an unhappy 
Kamaraj, an opportunist Patil, and cy
nical, parochial satraps in the States, 
is the complex of leadership which to
day many a nation has to carry. This 
should not depress us. What is dis
concerting, however, is the total ab
sence of effort to forge a collective 
leadership to get the country moving. 
This effort has to be sparked, some
how. May be, once again, Kamaraj 
holds the key. 

Tailpiece : Even as V K Krishna 
Menon warned against the 'militarisa
tion of the mind in India, news 
reached me of scholarships instituted 
for Indians to study the practice of 
non-violence in the USA! 

A Possible Election Manifesto 
T H E crisis in Rhodesia has dominat-

ed the U K political scene, and 
as the sordid drama relentlessly un
folds, one wonders whether the mo
derate measures outlined by the Prime 
Minister, who, incidentally, is said to 
regard Rhodesia as his Cuba, will pre
vent the outbreak of a real conflagra
tion on the Continent of Africa. The 
bipartisan unity of the two parties on 
Rhodesia now seems likely to be split 
over the issue of sanctions which cer
tainly have a crucial role in Wilson's 
method of tackling the situation. 
While there is bound to be concern, 
particularly in the Left Wing of the 
Labour Party, with regard to the Gov
ernment's Rhodesian policy, what is to 
be made of the policy on other mat
ters outlined in the Queen's speech 
for the next Parliamentary session? 

A careful analysis of the Queen's 
speech will reveal that the Labour Par
ty has taken a significant move to the 
right, caught between the need to pas-
sify the overseas creditors who have 
loaned Britain some £1,000 million in 
the last year and the slender parlia
mentary majority which makes some 
comcession to the Liberals essential if 
Labour is to remain in power. These 
two factors have led to priority being 
given to a number of unpopular do
mestic measures to tackle the balance 
of payments position and the dropping 
of steel renationalisation from the pre
sent session. 

Quite obviously, in order to pacify 
foreign lenders, who, indeed, made it 

a condition of their loans, first priori
ty is being given to getting the ba
lance of payments position right . Wil
son was at pains to state that any pro
gramme of social reform, however de
sirable, must depend on the economic 
situation. "We must get the balance of 
payments right". The speech stales 
quite clearly that "priority" will be 
given to ensure that external payments 
are in balance next year, and that 
sterling is strengthened. Because of 
this, top position in the list of the 24 
major measures outlined in the speech 
is given to George Brown's incomes 
and prices policy. The aim is to put. 
teeth into this policy by giving 
Brown's Department power to demand 
advance notice of price and pay chan
ges, to defer the implementation of 
those he refers to Aubery Jones's Na
tional Board for Prices and Incomes 
and to give Jones authority to call for 
information and witnesses. At the mo
ment, the non-statutory early warning 
system is still being negotiated with 
the Trade Unions and employers, but 
the Queen's speech makes it "abundant
ly clear that if no satisfaction is ob
tained from this, legislation will be 
passed to empower the Government to 
act against Trade Unions. 

While the Conservatives and Liberals 
(particularly now that steel nationali
sation has been dropped) will find li t-

tle to object to in the Speech, the 
Left Wing of the Labour Party is ap
plauded by the omission of any refe
rence to re nationalisation and by the 
inclusion of what they deem "anti-
Union" legislation. The basic fears of 
the T U C are quite understandable; 
once the precedent is set for new le
gislation on Trade Unions, later Gov
ernment will take advantage of this 
breach to push it further. The Tories 
are already proposing to do this. The 
Daily Worker, in commenting on the 
Queen's speech, summed it up as 
showing "tenderness to the steel ty
coons, toughness to the Trade Unions". 
However, at the moment, the Left Wing 
of the Party is severely emasculated 
with their more dynamic leaders im
prisoned in the Cabinet and the fun
damental loyalty to the Party as a 
whole which prevents them from rock
ing the boat and After thirteen years 
in the wilderness it is understandable 
that action at this stage which would 
bring the Government down is not con
templated by any section of the Party, 
however strong its feelings on nation
alisation may be. Protest in plenty will 
occur and have, indeed, been made, 
particularly by Michael Foot, but se
cure in the knowledge of the funda
mental loyalty of the left wing, Wil
son can afford to ignore these. He has, 
of course, said, as a result of pressure 
from the Left, that although there is 
no time for nationalisation in this ses-
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