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Rarely have we so successfully talked 
ourselves into a real crisis, though talk
ing ourselves out of it is proving to he 
far more difficult. Calling for the crea
tion of an atmosphere of confidence in 
anticipation of the kharif crop and sus
tained imports sounds like whistling in 
the dark to bolster one's courage. Even 
the Minister does not exude confidence 
when he asks others to be confident I 

One looked in vain in the Debate, 
not for 15-year old perorative references 
to the need for an agricultural break
through, but for positive statements 
on what was proposed to be done in 
land reform (the Ladejinsky Study is a 
timely reminder of our voluble inacti
vity in this field), for permanent im
provement of the foodgrains distribu
tion machinery and for a searching en
quiry into cooperative finance. We have 
thought of all these things every time 
a crisis has hit us but when the bad 
years were followed by good ones, we 
have unerringly relapsed again into com
placency. This is indeed what happen-
ed after the food crisis of 1951 and 

A Student of the Indian Press writes: 

L IBERTY as an abstract concept is 
an affair of many pitfalls. It is 

far safer and very much more useful 
to write of liberties and to apply the 
test of practical workability to all 
questions which bear on freedom of 
expression. Many things have been said 
about the Indian Press both before 
and in the course of the five-day de
bate in the Rajya Sabha on the Press 
Council Bil l . We may be sure that 
many more are going to be said during 
and after the deliberations of the 
committee of both Houses of Parlia
ment to which the proposal to esta
blish a 26-member Council to " im
prove** the press has been referred, It 
might make for sober thinking to 
point out that Indian newspapers, 
notorious for their consummate skill 
in living at subsistence level, have 
survived all governmental attempts 
to "improve", "discipline", or "be
friend" them. Considering that me 
history of the Indian Press is spattered 
with official exertions of all kinds to 
infuse greater responsibility, this is no 
mean achievement. 

New institutions, new methods and 
new procedures have been tried. We 
can think of nothing so revolutionary 
as the recommendation of Robert 

1957. If this crisis of 1964 has at last 
brought us face to face with the need 
for more action towards self-sufficiency, 
and less talk of i t , it would not have 
been in vain. 

Economic issues dominated the de-
bate on the Censure Motion and so 
perhaps it was the Finance Minister's 
tour de force on Thursday which was 
cast as the principal reply from the 
Treasury benches, not the Prime Min-
ister's statement which is yet to be 
made as we go to press. A good part of 
TTK's speech was devoted to dispelling 
the notion that Government expenditure 
was the main factor behind the infla
tionary pressures—and his exposition 
here might as well have been addressed 
to the Reserve Bank which had only a 
few days ago in the annual report of 
its Central Board sought to turn the 
spotlight on the expansion of bank 
credit to Government and argued for 
cutting Government expenditure "even 
it this results in temporarily slowing 
down development activity in some 
areas". 

Knight that government advertising 
expended without any ulterior purpose 
of stifling criticism would go far to 
make journalists more responsible and 
less tempted into political adventures. 
Between 1870 when he failed to con
vince the government and the present 
day, the strategy has been to persu
ade the Press to agree to some form 
of official regulation. The Press has 
not been uncooperative but it has 
displayed remarkable resilience. Though 
the official spokesman explained in the 
Rajya Sabha that the Press Council 
was intended "to have a rectifying in
fluence on erring editors and journa
lists", it may be confidently antici
pated that nothing of the sort will be 
achieved. 

C R Pattabhiraman's smug refe
rence to the Constitution betrays a 
mood which can be nothing less than 
a challenge to the Press. "The freedom 
of the Press," he observed, "given to 
us by the Constitution should not be 
abused"; an extraordinary idea this, 
that the freedom of the Press is a 
boon conferred on those engaged in 
running newspapers, of which they 
must prove themselves worthy. The 
Deputy Minister for Information might 
be reminded that by a constitutional 
amendment the Government itself plac
ed some restraints on freedom of ex-

The positive content of TTK's speech 
was the assurance that none of the 
developments of the last three years, 
in the Government's opinion, called for 
a reversal of investment priorities 
Pointing to the non-competitive, and 
even complementary, character of in
vestment in agriculture and industry, 
TTK argued that "there is nothing to 
prevent the increase in agricultural pro
duction if at the same time Govern
ment establishes steel plants or invests 
in machine building". Considering that 
the protagonists of a "baek-to-agncul-
ture-and-consumer-industries" Fourth 
Plan claim—with what justification if 
is not possible to say—no less a per 
son than the Prime Minister among 
their sympathisers, the assurance from 
the Finance Minister is most welcome. 
But perhaps it will be too much to read 
into TTK's statement a reaffirmation 
that the forward thrust of heavy indus
try sought to be initiated in the Third 
Plan will be continued and strengthen
ed in the Fourth Plan. That remains to 
be seen. 

pression. Action of this nature could he 
called an "abuse" of freedom, not the 
exercise of freedom. While the delay 
necessitated by the reference to Select 
Committee is welcome, we would seri
ously ask the Government of India, in 
consultation with its Registrar of News
papers and the State Governments la 
survey the performance of the Indian 
Press after Independence. 

There is room for improvement in 
the Indian Press, We could do with a 
far greater appreciation among journa
lists of their responsibilities — not to 
the Government of the day, not to their 
proprietors, not even to their own in
terests, but to the public. Those who arc 
part of the Press know better than any 
outsider what the defects are. This 
might sound an impertinence in an 
age when the common sentiment is 
that almost anyone outside a news
paper office knows better than we do 
what makes a good newspaper. If 
newspapers discharged their responsi
bilities to the public, the Government, 
we can assure it , will find life very 
much more difficult than it does to-
day. Apart from retailing the tittle-
tattle of New Delhi which is no more 
difficult than rehashing gossip and the 
effusions of sundry drawing-rooms, 
newspapers are content with accept
ing government statements at their 

A Rod in Pickle 
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face value. If Information and Publi
city Departments functioned with in
telligence and understanding, they 
could exploit, what every official in 
this arm of government fully knows, 
the dependence on official hand-outs, 

A great deal has been said about 
the "sensational press". Everyone who 
has had some acquaintance with Indian 
newspapers, knows that there is very 
little of the kind of reading which 
occurs in the "sensational" Western 
newspapers. It would be fair to ob
serve that the "sensational press" of 
India has flourished, where it has 
flourished, purely by reason of the 
restricted outlook of the nationat 
newspapers whose editors too often 
regard the freedom of the Press as 
some precious commodity to be pre
served for their own benefit. No one 
with a grievance would resort to the 
"sensational" press, if he could be 
sure of securing a hearing; in fact, 
no one would even care to seek the 
assistance of the Press, because there 
is all the difference between securing 
satisfaction and obtaining publicity. 
But, on the one side, government offi
cials are difficult to approach, and, on 
the other, the great newspapers are 
reluctant to champion causes. In both, 
there is more than a little lethargy 
because obviously the government and 
the big newspaper have the resources 
and the necessary access to sources 
to investigate. 

Can the Press Council "improve" 
this state of affairs? It can, if the 
attitude of those who want it might 
be taken as some indication of how it 
wi l l function, only make it worse. The 
big newspapers are not the stooges of 
big business—they are big business 
themselves. What is the Government 
going to do about it? Run newspapers 
itself? Subsidise weaker newspapers to 
free at least part of the Press from its 
dependence on industrialists? Intro
duce a public sector to reflect the 
mixed economy of the country? The 
British toyed with these ideas and 
gave them up as impracticable. A press 
which supports the Government indis
criminately, w i l l defeat the very pur
pose for which it is brought into exis
tence. No government—at least, none 
that we can envisage in India—would 
promote a critical press. What is the 
Press Council supposed to do about 
this? It cannot force a newspaper to 
adopt a policy or even to publish 
news which the particular press tycoon 
strongly believes is detrimental to him. 

Considering the problems confronting 
the Government and the party in 
power in its dealings with big busi
ness, the Press Council wil l be an ins
trument for dealing with the "sensa
tional" press—in other words, for 
plugging the only ventilation for the 
grievances of ordinary men. These 

newspapers are inadequate, discredited, 
disreputable, if you want strong lan
guage. But they are, undependable and 
erratic though they be, the last hope 
of the aggrieved. They do not make for 
a healthy Press but must we on that 
account resort to a remedy which wi l l 
be worse than the disease? 

Favourite Sons 
DOMICILIARY restrictions imposed 

by various States on the admis
sion of candidates to professional and 
technical institutions are to be elimin
ated after a five-year transitional period 
during which there wi l l be a system of 
reservation for outsiders. This decision 
was taken at the meeting of a commit
tee of Zonal Councils for national inte
gration. 

That domiciliary restrictions on ad
missions to educational institutions (in
cluding those which are not 'profession
al or technical') violate the concept of 
a single citizenship of the country 
hardly needs any proof. Although simi
lar practices exist in some other coun-
tries (in U S A the universities financed 
by States do charge higher tuition fees 
to students from outside the State), in 
India the Central Government's contri
butions to the State finances arc subs
tantial enough to invalidate the possi
ble argument that the expenditure in
curred by a State government should 
benefit only those who (or whose par
ents) have contributed to its revenues 
for a minimum specified period. Besides, 
the inter-State mobility of population, 
and particularly of students, is one of 
the most effective and important means 
of promoting the emotional integration 
of the country; and obstructions to 
such mobility need to be removed with 
the utmost speed. One cannot, there
fore, urge too strongly that the elimi
nation of domiciliary restrictions on ad
missions must extend to all educational 
institutions and not merely to those in 
the category of 'technical and profes
sional institutions'. 

It is difficult to see any rationale 
behind the decision to have a five-year 
transitional period. The system of re
servation for outsiders is hardly an im
provement over the present situation for 
it already exists in many, if not all, 
States in the technical and profession
al institutions. And five years is not a 
short period. It appears to be only a 
concession to the firmly-entrenched 
vested interests. When will the leaders 
realise that any delay in curbing the 

unhealthy impact of narrow provincial
ism on our educational institutions 
could be disastrous to the cause of na
tional integration? 

A sceptic even doubts whether the 
decision of the committee wi l l actually 
be implemented. True, the committee 
was composed of the vice-presidents of 
the five Zonal Councils—State Chief 
Ministers all—and the Union Home 
Minister was its chairman. One would 
normally expect the decisions of such 
a committee to carry sufficient weight 
to be implemented effectively. But 
things can easily be (and often are) left 
in cold storage. In fact, the meeting of 
the committee at which the decision 
was taken was itself the first in two 
years. Of course, one would be only too 
happy to be proved wrong here. 

There is the related problem of do
miciliary restrictions on the award of 
freeships, scholarships and fellowships. 
Until recently, in the government col
leges in Maharashtra, residence in the 
State was given priority over merit and 
need; and honours and assistance were 
awarded only to those students who 
satisfied the domicile test. The Maha
rashtra government removed this res
triction about two years ago. But it is 
possible that other States still maintain 
such restrictions. The committee would 
have done well to review the situation. 

However, even in Maharashtra there 
continues to be discrimination in the 
award of merit scholarships. Students 
who have passed the S S C examina
tion from outside the State are not 
awarded merit scholarships during their 
first year on the ground that the stand
ards of examination and grading vary. 
Some universities also apply a similar 
rule to students who seek admission to 
their portals after passing an examina
tion from another university, even when 
the relevant examination has been re-
cognised as equivalent to theirs. Under
lying this rule is the rather 'egocentric' 
assumption that the standards of the 
particular university or S S C Boards 
are higher than elsewhere and, there-
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