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THE know-alls, and they are not 
a few in the Capital, are firmly 

of the opinion that the communique 
issued in Moscow at the conclusion 
of Prime Minister Lal Bahadur's visit 
has the flavour of Soviet penmanship. 
Probably they are right. The prose is 
dull and dreary, matter-of-fact. There 
are no sentences which capture the 
mood of passing history or which 
sketch the perspectives in the making 
—sentences which Jawaharlal Nehru 
Was in the habit of introducing. 

Then again, the communique seems 
solely concerned wi th immediate in
ternational challenges and attempts to 
summarise the points at which Indian 
and Soviet thinking coincide. Totally 
absent is the quest to forge an alter
native policy, a policy which would 
lay the foundations for moves-orga
nisational and other which would 
help isolate the political adventures 
and sectarians in East and West, North 
and South. 

Disturbing Thought 

I am not suggesting that the docu
ment is commonplace or of little con
sequence. Nor do we need to carp 
about the absence of specific refer
ences to our border troubles which 
are eating up our limited economic re
sources and inhibiting our role in in
ternational affairs.. As for generalisa
tions, we might as well accept them 
as part of communique diplomacy. 
But what does disturb is the unspoken 
thought, to which we seem to have 
subscribed, that only a Soviet econo
mic commitment; is needed to replace 
the U S military commitment in the 
sub-continent. 

A transformation of this k ind , to 
be carried through wi th Pakistani 
connivance, is unlikely despite the 
best of intentions, But even if we 
were convinced of such a possibility, 
it should be clear to the dullest mind 
that: this kind of commitment becomes 
viable only if backed by a policy which 
insulates South and South-East Asia 
from the aggressive pressures of 
China. 

Insulation is viewed by the 
'hawks' in the USA as being possible 
only through mili tary action. India 
and the Soviet Union, acting in un
derstanding, could disprove this thesis 
by projecting the concept of bigger 

and more stable federal State struc
tures in South-East: Asia — even of a 
Communist variety—as a counter to 
the pressure of a mil i tantly nationalist 
China. Peaceful initiatives in this ex
plosive region are meaningless unless 
they are supported by clear ideas on 
the balance of power among the 
Chinese, the Indo-Chinese and the 
Malay peoples. France under de Gaulle 
has perceived this, but we seem to be 
unable to look beyond our immediate 
border troubles. 

Our failure to grasp this essential 
fact of South-East Asia blunts our 
desire to act against the brutal war in 
Vietnam which is throwing this region 
into China's arms and confuses us on 
the 'confrontation' between Indonesia 
and Malaysia which, in a twisted 
kind of way, reflects the Malay search 
for unity. We tend to see these issues 
only as reflections of mili tant China's 
presence, a sophisticated variation of 
the thinking that encourages armed 
foreign intervention in the area, for
getting that in the long-run we 
should do everything to prevent com
munism should the people of the 
region decide to opt for i t , as they 
may well do — from getting equaled 
with the men who now rule in Peking. 

Soviet and Indian Interests Identical 

On this crucial issue—significantly, 
to say the least—Indian and Soviet 
interests arc likely to be identical. 
Unfortunately, however, the USSR 
suffers from the old habit of separat
ing the problems of South Asia from 
those of South-East Asia. We accept 
this artificial separation because we 
are too lazy about formulating per
spectives in foreign policy. The only 
beneficiary is China, for the mil i tar i ly-
superior USA is no match for her in 
the political jungle of South-East 
Asia; even the present trend of the 
war in Vietnam, according to know
ledgeable military experts, is in her 
favour although we are reluctant to 
admit i t . 

The developing Soviet interest in 
creating a non-aligned area of peace 
and progress cutting across India and 
Pakistan, as also across Pakistan and 
Afghanistan, is premature and idea
listic. Even if it is pushed, it w i l l p ro . 
bably generate the same kind of ten-

sions which we have come to associate 
wi th the US attempt to achieve a 
mili tary consolidation in the region 
against communism. There are too 
many psychological animosities and 
national conflicts unresolved in the 
region to permit the grandfatherly 
approach. Greater realism is called 
for. 

But realism is apparently at a dis
count all around. Even enlightened 
US opinion imagines that it is possible 
to arrange a simple disengagement be
tween the USA and the USSR in 
South Asia (and even South-East Asia!) 
as a counter to China's threatening 
posture. It is a calculation which dic
tates the theme that the Soviet Union 
should be encouraged to develop a 
stake in both India and Pakistan. 
Many thoughtful elements in our 
country are also persuaded that this is 
possible. But this viewpoint is unten
able-—at least so long as the dominant 
opinion in the USA is psychopathic-
ally convinced, Gold water-like, that 
communism is a monolithic threat and 
must somehow be destroyed. Indeed, 
the very attempt to destroy com
munism makes it monolithic. 

If India is creatively to develop 
her ro.le as a leader of the non-align
ed in the changed situation of today, 
she has to press the Soviet Union to 
support policies which permit, and 
even encourage, polycentric growth 
within the communist movement. 
Wide sections of the communist 
movement firmly believe that, wi th the 
arrival of the Socialist Age, a mono
lithic structure merely becomes the 
screen for asserting the national in 
terests of one or two major commu
nist powers. The aberrations of a 
Stalin or a Mao—and of those who 
have 'inherited' their 'thought' — have 
to be seen within this context. U n 
less a correction is made in funda
mental attitudes, no effective struggle 
is possible on any front, for the 
healthy activists are inevitably pushed 
into a wasteful debate on the puri ty 
of ideology with the sectarians who 
quote the scriptures. 

India Must Get Involved in the 
Communist Debate 

India, despite the lapses and failures 
on the home front, can play a re-
markably potent role in this respect— 
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and in so doing dissolve many of 
the confusions and contradictions 
which envelope the experiment 
launched by Jawaharlal Nehru to 
achieve the egalitarian ends of so
cialism through democratic means. 
This t ruth is beginning to be grasp
ed by students of foreign affairs, for 
it is at last realised that a refusal 
to get involved in the communist de
bate only helps to surrender the i n i 
tiative to the sectarians who are 
opposed to everything we stand for. 

This, then, is the missing facet in 
Indo-Soviet relations. It reduces 
economic and political collaboration 
to a balance-sheet of short-term 
calculations. It smothers attempts to 
build a fully worked out policy which 
isolates the sectarians. It puts a pre-
mium on commitments more or Jess 

FROM THE LONDON END 

IN the present economic situa
t i o n , grave doubts are bound to 

be felt about the feasibility of 
George Brown's much-vaunted I n 
comes Policy. There doubts were 
uppermost in the minds of the Trans
port and General Workers' Union 
and many other Unions when they 
earlier expressed the view that the 
policy would not work. In the 
White Paper on Prices and Incomes 
Policy, it was laid down that the 
"norm' ' of any wage increase should 
range between 3 to 3½ per cent 
per year and that this figure should 
include any increase related to the 
rise in the cost of living. The whole 
incomes policy was fiercely debated 
and the T U C finally accepted it in 
the last week of March; but since 
that time much water has flowed 
under the bridge. 

Price Rise Makes Wage 
Restraint Difficult 

For example, the figures recently 
issued show that the official index of 
retail prices has recorded its biggest 
monthly increase for ten years. 
Taking January 1962 as the base 
period ( = 100), the cost of l iving 
index which stood at 109.9 on March 
16 rose to 112 on Apr i l 13. Much 
of the rise in the cost of l iving is 
directly attributable to the recent 
Budget which increased the prices of 
cigarettes and tobacco and alcoholic 

dictated by political adventurers mot i 
vated by narrow, l imited objectives. 
It disarms the forward-looking, con
structive elements in Asia and Africa 
who are working for peace and deve
lopment which alone can transform 
our poverty and despair. It blunts the 
purposefulness of our action among 
the non-aligned. 

It is idle to expect the Soviet Union 
to focus its attention on this missing 
facet unless we work consciously to 
this end. France under de Gaulle 
begins to voice the need for an al
ternative policy. The Soviet Union 
responds. Japan makes her first major 
diplomatic interventions to establish a 
new equilibrium in Asia, interventions 
which significantly also, envisage mas
sive economic collaboration wi th the 
Soviet Union. This is the beginning 

drinks. Apparently some 1.4 per cent 
of the total 2.1 per cent rise was the 
direct result of the Budget, Recent 
rent and rates rises (which are not 
included in the index) make the 
position even more difficult, and wi th 
a series of wage claims in the pipe
line, it is not surprising that the Go
vernment, and particularly Brown's 
own Department of Economic A flairs, 
is getting very worried. 

If there are any more large rises 
in the index this year, this is bound 
to lead to demands from Unions 
wi th long-term pay agreements that 
these be reopened and fresh increase-
es negotiated. For example, in the 
recent package deal in engineering, 
the three-year contract can be reopen
ed if the cost of l iving index rises by 
five points in a year and stays at that 
level for three months. Then again, 
in some wage agreements, there is a 
provision for automatic cost of l iving 
increases at set periods. These cover 
some two mi l l ion workers including 
building and construction, steel, foot
wear and hosiery and printing. Per
haps this is why one of the first 
cases to be referred to the new I n 
comes and Prices Board is the print
ing industry's wage claim! 

It is not surprising then that hosti
l i ty to the Government's incomes 
policy is increasing. Many Union 
leaders have made it abundantly 
clear that there w i l l be absolutely no 
chance of securing wage restraint 

of the break-through for the alterna
tive policy, a' policy which would en
joy the support of the enlightened in 
the Americas and Europe who are 
sorely perturbed by the 'hawks' in the 
Pentagon. India has to mobilise the 
non-aligned to support and streng
then this trend towards a new flexi
b i l i ty and to give it positive content. 

Not wi thout reason do the Chinese 
attack the Indo-Soviet communique, 
for they fear precisely these trends. 
We should expect China to formulate 
rigid attitudes at the forthcoming 
Algiers Conference. We must counter 
this demonstration of r igidity w i th 
carefully conceived proposals which 
provide the guide-lines for an alter
native approach to the problems of 
Asia and Africa. Then, the r igid w i l l 
be reduced to a fulminating minori ty. 

unless prices can be stabilized. As 
far as can be seen, however, the only 
action that the Incomes and Prices 
Board proposes to take regarding 
prices is to look at the higher prices 
and ask for an explanation and justi
fication of these prices. This is in 
rather marked contrast to the att i
tude to wage claims. The situation 
is serious enough for two Cabinet 
Ministers to have given grave warn
ings against too rapid and unbalanced 
rises in incomes. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, for example, com
menting on the fact that money in-
comes were rising fast, said that it 
was "a very serious factor and it is 
certainly right in the forefront of my 
mind ." 

Appeals for Faith and Conviction 

In the circumstances, the Govern
ment is resorting to exhortations to 
the Trade Unions not to press for 
wage claims if the wages spiral is 
ever to be broken. Addressing the 
industrial Welfare Society recently, 
Roy Gunter, the Minister of Labour, 
said that the incomes policy was 
"one of the most difficult and com
plicated that any free society could 
undertake". He added that if it 
failed because of "indiscipline" there 
would be a steady diminut ion in 
l iving standards. In order to make 
the policy more acceptable, Gunter 
said that a policy for prices and i n -

Heavy Weather for Incomes Policy 
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