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The main charge is that Bri tain 
has abstained f rom voting in the 
Security Counci l and other U N O 
bodies on the question of Chinese 
representation; the detention of 
Chinese aircraft in Hongkong is an
other. There are, besides, the res
trictions on immigration from 
China into Hongkong, and censor
ship of Chinese books and periodi
cals in Malaya and elsewhere. 

China's refusal to enter into dip
lomatic relations w i t h Bri tain has 
soured those who had thought ear
lier that Britain would benefit by 
"recognising the facts in China." 
Instead, now they find that recogni
tion has put new heart into the 
Malayan terrorists and set the Chi 
nese wondering whether the British 
have started once again to appease! 
British merchants in China suffer 
crashing taxation, illegal levies and 
extortion, restrictive regulations and 
gross discourtesy etc., etc. In short, 
it has not paid Britain to fall out 
of step w i t h the USA on this ques
t ion. 

This adds urgency to the need 
for concerted action for the econo
mic rehabilitation of South East 
Asia. The proposal in its present 
form was broached during the 
Commonwealth Conference in Co
lombo four months ago. Since then, 
talks have taken place in Sydney, 
and a Conference has been held at 
Baguio which was supposed to ex
plore the possibilities of a Pacific 
Pact- a purely mili tary affair—but 
ended up, according to press re
ports, in the repetition of platitudes 
about peace and prosperity for all . 

The initiative, however, except in 
the case of the abortive Asian Con
ference called at New Delhi a year 
ago, has always come from the 
Western countries. W i t h Australia 
taking the lead, the question of de
fence naturally looms large, though 
it is not always considered discreet 
to put it in the forefront. Dollars 
may attract where defence repels. 
But who is to provide the aid? The 
meeting at Sydney, judging from 
the results, was like a meeting of 
church mice. Those who attended 
the conference d id not have any 
money to put up. Britain complains 
of having been bled white, paying 
out sterling from the accumulated 
balances, and cannot stand this 
drain any longer, not to speak of 
adding to i t , even for the laudable 
purpose of providing economic aid 

for the undeveloped countries. Since 
the US alone can pay, not unrea
sonably, the main function of the 
Sydney Conference has been des
cribed as one of making the Com
monwealth "credit-worthy" for 
American private investors, which is 
a very tall order, indeed, judging 
from the latest UN report—Me
thods of financing economic deve
lopment in undeveloped countries. 

Co-operation among Asian na
tions has not made much headway 
because the initiative for it has re
mained in the wrong hands. Even 
the work of the U N O in this region 
—of the E C A F E in particular—has 

suffered for the same reason and 
has never attracted the active inter-

HIS daily columns—by no means 
confined to the chain of news

papers which he owns—has brought 
Sheth Dalmia into much greater 
limelight, and much more quickly 
too, than his emergence as a news
paper magnate a few years ago. 
True enough, neither Pandit Nehru 
nor Sardar Patel would ever con
sider h im an adversary worthy of 
their steel. Nevertheless, they do not 
always get the better of the argu
ment. 

Indeed, considering how unequal 
the light is, it must be conceded 
that Sheth Dalmia has scored a 
few points. Neither t ruth nor right
ousness nor even decorum or good 
form, for the matter of that, can be 
the monopoly of any one, however 
eminent he be. To say that in a 
subjudice case before a quasi-judi
cial tr ibunal, a word put in by the 
Prime Minister may smack of un
due interference, is not necessarily 
to stretch the point too far. 

Equally pertinent is the conten
t ion that if contribution to the 
Gandhi Memoria l Fund was entire
ly voluntary, why d id the Govern
ment have to pass an ordinance and 
offer an extra inducement for i t , 
not provided in the laws of taxation 
and make a special concession of 
income-tax on what is normally sub
ject to such taxation? 

est, or won the energetic support, 
of the countries concerned. Why 
should non-resident powers always 
take the leading positions in such 
conferences, instead of attending, 
on invitation, as observers? 

Politics apart, the economies of 
these countries are not complement 
ary. Hence mutual aid can not pro
mise immediate or startling results, 
un t i l Japan regains her industrial 
potential, and India makes some 
headway towards industrialisation. 
The scope for co-operation, none 
too bright in any case, w i l l remain 
narrower stil l , unt i l the initiative is 
taken by those directly concerned. 
For this to happen, we have to wait 
awhile. 

It would be wrong to suppose, 
however, that in the controversies 
raised by Sheth Dalmia, the parties 
are unequally matched in the sense 
in which he means i t . On the con
trary, Sheth Dalmia seems to have 
all the advantage on his side and 
it is the victims of his attack who 
seem to lack the means of defence. 
By conceding the superiority of 
those whom he attacks, Sheth Dal
mia starts off wi th an ini t ial advan
tage which he may be able to retain 
to the very end. His assumed hu 
mil i ty , the confession of his past 
guilts and the stand he takes as 
being one of the millions who are 
ruled pitted against the might of 
the rulers stands h im in good stead. 
A frail man, wi th a past admittedly 
unsavoury, Sheth Dalmia is redolent 
of the Orient. The way in which he 
has gate-crashed into limelight 
would have been unthinkable in a 
public controversy carried on ac
cording to the approved standards 
of the West. Good form demands 
that one should remain impersonal 
but Sheth Dalmia disarms opposi
tion by admitt ing himself in the 
wrong right from the start, and by 
the confessions of his own guilt . By 
a subsequent shift of position he al
most does the rope-trick and asks 
in all innocence, Christ-like, " Cast 
a stone at me, those who are pure 
of heart." Has not the Bible said, 
let no one take unction unto his 
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soul that he alone has t ru th or 
righteousness on his side? 

The human angle or rather the 
personal element in the controversy 
naturally add much sauce to i t . 
When Sheth Dalmia says that he 
knows how to curry favour or make 
money, no one would accuse him of 
overstatement. Indeed, it would not 
be unwarranted for h im to claim 
that he also knows the art of publ i
city just as well , though his methods 
may be of the indigenous variety and 
lack in finesse. The range of emo
tions he draws upon is wide. He 
goes back to M a n u on questions of 
propriety the eight kinds of mis
behaviour in the relations between 
the sexes, down to fair business 
practices and the provisions of the 
Companies Act. Equally varied and 
effective is his use of ridicule, mock 

PANDIT NEHRUS VISIT TO 
INDONESIA 

A N D I T N E H R U ' s visit to Indo
nesia promises much more, for 

this country than our representa
tion on the many international con
ferences and committees. There is 
no question that the future destiny 
of India lies in the South-East. If 
we have to wait for some time be
fore India can play any effective 
part in the economic regeneration 
of this region, there is no reason for 
her to take a back seat in its poli
tical affairs. Pandit Nehru's stand 
of neutrality has been vindicated in 
one respect. He may be accused of 
sitting on the fence on other issues 
but on the question of complete 
national independence of the Asian 
countries, he has been an uncom
promising fighter. 

There is reason to believe that 
Pandit Nehru's personal influence 
weighed the scales in favour of the 
Indonesians and helped them to w i n 
better terms from the Dutch than 
they would have done without his 
valuable aid. On the question of 
Indo-China, Pandit Nehru has not 
yet succeeded in exerting his in 
fluence to the same extent perhaps 
because the certainty that self-de
termination w i l l mean a Communist 
victory in Indo-China has compell
ed h i m to go slow. 

seriousness and assumed grand 
manners when he addresses Pandit 
Nehru as "His Lordship." But he 
hits the nail on the head alright 
when he takes Pandit Nehru to task 
for refusing to carry on further cor
respondence wi th one, whose ''past 
record" and "present" activities" are 
so highly unsatisfactory, by pointing 
out that it was not he but Panditji 
who had started the correspon
dence ! 

It is only when he comes to ques
tions of public policy that Sheth 
Dalmia exposes the chinks in his 
armour. Refugee relief is not an act 
of charity. It is a matter of high 
State policy and can only be tack
led on a plane far above that of 
charitable institutions, or disposal of 
charitably funds. Even if the whole 
of the Gandhi Memorial Fund were-

There has been no public pro
nouncement from him on the situa
tion in Malaya, which today is as 
much a battle-ground for the con
tending forces of nationalism and 
the mailed fist of the West as Indo-
China, though the mixed popula
tion of the country and the absence 
of an organised national party may 
not have brought this fact into 
sharp focus. 

Pandit Nehru's tour programme 
wil l cover a large part of territory 
which is in turmoil . The. Personal 
contact wi th the struggling people 
of these countries and the first-hand 
study of their conditions should im
part a greater realism to our hand
ling of foreign affairs. This would 
be a gain in itself. 

EPILOGUE TO KASHMIR? 
OR better or for worse, hopes of 

a final settlement of Kashmir 
issue arc again on the horizon. Wi th 
the acceptance by India and Paki
stan of the four power (Britain, 
Norway, Cuba and the US) resolu
tion of March 7 last, the Security 
Council appointed the Australian 
Jurist Sir Owen Dixon wi th a clear 
mandate to settle the issue by ar
ranging for a plebicite or by other 
means at variance wi th that objec
tive. Tha t is to say, the present 

to be given over to refugee relief, it 
would be no more than a drop in 
the ocean. For it is not money alone 
which the refugees need. They 
need l iving space, means of liveli
hood, and even more, they need to 
retain their sense of self-respect. 
None of these can be had from cha
rity. The chinks in the armour 
shows up the man not as an indus
tr ial magnate of the present day but 
as a very small man of limited out
look who derives his ideas and 
morals from the typical village 
trader. The native shrewdness is 
there but it is not illuminate by a 
wide outlook on men and things 
and it is curiously untouched by the 
currents which Sheth Dalmia in his 
own life has so successfully nego
tiated so far. And here lies the dan
ger of his going beyond his depth, 
and coming to a sad end. 

Mediator is armed wi th powers that 
the U N C I P did not in fact possess. 
Any doubt, therefore, that should 
Sir Owen land himself between the 
devil and the deep sea, he may, 
following in the footsteps of Sir 
MacNaughton, refer back the dis
pute to the Council may well be set 
at rest. Nevertheless, his job of a 
Mediator, is rather delicate espe
cially when both the parties are so 
fundamentally opposed. For one 
thing, the contending parties do not 
view the Four Powers Resolution 
in the same light. Their interpre
tation, for instance, of demilitarisa
tion differs. 

Demilitarisation, it should be not
ed, is a sine qua non of an impar
tial plebicite. But demilitarisation 
may mean many diiTerent things. 
On the one hand, there are the 
State Forces, and the Indian 
Troops; and on the other, there are 
the Pakistan Troops and the so-
called Azad Kashmir forces. It 
would be a perversion of logic to 
treat all these on an equal footing. 
Moreover, India fears unplanned, 
indiscriminate demilitarisation. Na
ture absorbs vacuum. These pit
falls, the Mediator must avoid if he 
has to sue teed in paving the way for 
a plebicite. The Ministry of Exter
nal Affairs has followed a weak-
kneed, defeatist policy throughout, 
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