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Lost by Default 
WHILE in one respect this week's Censure Motion against the Government 

in the Lok Sabha lacked the exciting novelty which its predecessor of 
a year ago had, it nonetheless created an air of expectancy being the first 
Parliamentary challenge to the Shastri Government. If last year's motion was 
in some respects directed particularly at Pandit Nehru's policies on the home 
and external fronts, this time the attack was primarily mounted on the 
Government's collective failure in respect of the food situation. In this sense 
the Government's tactical move of having the Food Debate first paid oft as 
it helped to lake much of the wind out of the Opposition's sails. 

But more than that it was apparent from the outset that the Opposition 
was in no shape to offer any serious challenge to the Government. That was 
a pity, for the timing of the Censure Motion could not have been more 
favourable for the Opposition. The Shastri Government has been in office for 
a few months barely and judging by the discussions at the recent AICC 
session and the conference of Congress socialist workers, a section of 
Congressmen themselves have yet to make up their mind about it, In addition, 
of course, there have been no signs of any improvement in the food situation, 
in the general concern over which a large number of Congress MPs naturally 
share. Nor have a number of other developments added to Congress prestige. 
The charges and counter-charges of corruption within the party involving 
some very highly-placed Congressmen, including Chief Ministers and Ministers; 
the sorry spectacle of the Ministry in Kerala being voted out veritably by 
Congressmen themselves: the Election Tribunal's damning strictures against 
the top brass of the UP Congress—these provided the backdrop to the 
discussion of the Censure Motion. 

If the Opposition could not exploit the situation, the reasons must be 
found in its own disorganised stale. The split in the Communist party has 
deprived it of its principal Opposition status and the Swatantra party which 
has stepped into its place could not bring itself to support the Censare 
Motion, The other right wing party, the Ian Sangh, was also divided on this 
issue, In fact, it is evident that in Parliament at least the right wing parties 
are going to find themselves in the same position vis-a-vis the Shastri Govern
ment as that in which the Communists and the other leftist parties found 
themselves in relation to the Nehru Government. 

Not that even the Food Debate was particularly distinguished. Hiren 
Mukerjee's spirited attack on the Government's failure to meet the challenge 
posed by inadequate food production and faulty distribution brought, forth 
the usual replies that production has indeed gone up over the decade (even 
though the point of the criticism is the current stagnation of output), (hat 
supplies are at the same level as last year (ignoring that demand is higher), 
and that Government was doing all it could to keep prices down and ride 
the horses of incentive prices to the producer and reasonable prices to the 
consumer while restricting itself to marginal interference in the trade—all a' 
the same time. To add piquancy to the debate, Subramaniam carried the war 
into the enemy's camp by suggesting that the Opposition was colluding with 
the speculators to create a psychology of scarcity. The producer-trader axis, 
un-known to itself, has apparently become a producer-trader-Opposition trian
gle! If talking about the reality of the food problem can create a scarcity 
psychology, Government must surely take the largest share of the blame. 
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September 19, 1964 T H E E C O N O M I C W E E K L Y 

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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