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al Affairs. Normally, convertibility of a 
country's subscription implies that the 
amount can be spent by a borrower in 
any country which is a member of the 
IMF and Switzerland, but that could 
not be the Finance Minister's intention. 
The convertibility if it can be describ
ed as such, would probably be limited, 
by informal arrangement, to purchases 
from India. If the World Bank and IDA 
agree to i t , this would be perhaps an 
unprecedented arrangement. 

This and similar other schemes in
volving the export of capital would 
have some impact upon the balance of 
payments situation in the short run but 
as other, even nominal, capital export
ing countries have found, such outflows 
earn financial and political dividends 
large enough to make the effort worth
while. 

J P's Initiative 

A Correspondent Writes : 

THE events leading up to the par
tition of India, its immediate 

aftermath, and the continued suspi
cions and grievances of both the In
dian and Pakistani Governments must 
constitute one of the most tragic 
chapters in modern history. (If the 
testimony of the famous portrait pho
tographer, Margaret Bourke-White, in 
her recently published autobiography 
is accurate, even Jinnah was stunned 
by the tragedy of what happened in 
1947). 

A constant excuse for being bad 
neighbours is provided by the Kash
mir problem. With all his great and 
genuine Jove of India, With all his 
flair for foreign affairs, and with all 
his sense of history, Nehru displayed 
an inexplicable complacence about the 
Kashmir problem. He sat on a vol
cano for seventeen years pretending 
that it was a soft comfortable seat; 
it was lucky for him that the volcano 
did not erupt during his lifetime. 

Proclamations of Kashmir's increas
ingly 'final' accession to India do not 
constitute a solution of the problem. 
Even if each of the proclaiming Kash
mir Governments could honestly claim 
to represent "the will of the Kash
miris", a statesman could not possibly 
consider the problem as solved while 
Pakistan continued to occupy part of 
Kashmir and continued to press her 
claims over the rest, with more than 
a little sympathy in some foreign 
countries that her case deserved to be 
heard. 

It is in this context that Jayapra-
kash Narayan's views about the Kash
mir problem (and the Chinese prob
lem) need to be understood. It is 
highly fortunate for India that a poli
tical leader of J P's intelligence and 
sensibility should be far enough re
moved from power and the hope of 
power that he can urge the nation 
to think about her international pro
blems in ways other than the accus
tomed ones. Other nations before us 
have had to do this. 

The sore of Kashmir should not be 
allowed to fester for another seven
teen years. ( I f our Government is not 
almost superhumanly tactful, imagina
tive, farsighted and courageous, the 
border quarrel with China is bound to 
become another non-healing sore. In a 
forgetful moment Nehru did admit as 
much once when he said that the 
quarrel with China will continue for 
a very long time). Of course, we need 
to preserve our self-respect; but as a 
country where centuries have galloped 
past without bringing about that im
provement in the unhappy lives of the 
majority which is taken for granted 
in some fortunate countries, we cannot 
afford the luxury of never accepting 
in international disputes a little less 
than what we ourselves consider to be 
our fair share, and thus perpetuating 
distractions which are expensive in 
material terms as well as in terms of 
mental and emotional energy. 

That seems to be J P's fundamental 
argument for asking us to re-think 
about Kashmir (and China). Of course, 
it is possible that inspite of our show
ing a greater readiness to follow a 
policy of give and take, Pakistan (and 
China) may refuse to budge from their 
"total" demands. But these things can 
be meaningfully investigated only at 
a conference table and not through 

statements to the press. In the early 
vigorous days of his foreign policy, 
Nehru used to urge disputant coun
tries to come to a conference table 
without any pre-conditions. Why 
should the same good principle not 
apply to India's disputes with her 
neighbours? 

Voices have been raised against the 
legal propriety of J P's mission to 
Pakistan. But J P has been careful to 
emphasise that he could not in any 
way commit the Indian Government. 
That the task J P has undertaken is 
difficult and thankless is indicated by 
the nature of the predominant reaction 
in India to his ideas, and by the ab
sence in Pakistan of evidence of 
readiness to readjust traditional atti
tudes. Within days of his talks with 
J P, the Pakistani President was say
ing in Mastung, in West Pakistan, that 
the "arms build-up" in India had en
dangered peace in the region; and the 
first official Pakistani reaction (as in
dicated by their Central Information 
Minister in Lahore) to the suggestion 
for setting up a group in Pakistan to 
further friendship with India has been 
that such a group would be of no use 
unless there was a genuine change of 
heart on the part of the Indian lead
ers. These are words of people with 
blinkers (and, of course, there are 
plenty of such people in India too). 

No miracles have been performed, 
but J P has done the highly useful job 
of giving some jolt to the rigid think
ing of at least some people in the 
two countries. Having said this, it 
must be added that J P is in need of 
not getting too deeply involved with 
politicians whose motives and aims 
may be quite different from his, but 
who may find it convenient to have 
the apparent support of his name. 
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