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ently, the Security Council held a 
series of meeting in February, March 
and May 1964 on Kashmir without, 
however, adopting any resolution. 
During the last of these meetings on 
May 12-13 1964 all members of the 
Council urged direct negotiations bet
ween India and Pakistan. Since there 
was no earthly prospect of direct nego
tiations producing any results, this 
was plainly an admission of the Secu
rity Council's inability to do anything 
about Kashmir and an excuse for shelv
ing the issue. 

The above account of the UN's ef
forts on Kashmir, as well as its per
formance in aspect of other problems, 
make it quite clear that the UN can 
be effective only if the US and the 
Soviet Union do not take up antago
nistic positions—unless, of course, one 

of the two is prepared to go the whole 
hog to push the UN into action in 
spite of the opposition of the other, 
as happened in the Congo. Since the 
second possibility can be ruled out in 
the case of Kashmir, the UN can hope 
to play a useful role in settling the 
dispute only if the US and the Soviet 
Union do not act at cross-purposes. 
The prospects of this are as yet un
certain, though the Security Council 
resolution of September 20 calling for 
a ceasefire and withdrawal of Indian 
and Pakistani forces and deciding to 
"consider .. . what steps can be taken 
to assist towards a settlement of the 
political problem underlying the pre-
sent conflict" was passed unanimously, 
with the Soviet Union for the first 
time ever voting in favour of a 
Security Council resolution on Kashmir. 

The Aftermath 
S K Nath 

THE large-scale Pakistani infiltra-
tion of Kashmir and her power

ful armoured thrust through Chhamb 
towards the life-line of Kashmir made 
inevitable all the military actions which 
we took. No matter how willing some 
Indian Government might have been 
to negotiate for a permanent and 
mutually agreed solution of Kashmir, it 
could never let Pakistan annex Kash
mir by force. Granting that our res
ponse was inevitable, it is perhaps not 
useless to examine the likely aftermath 
of this war. 

The immediate effects on the eco
nomy are nothing but unfavourable. 
There has been some destruction of 
life and property; the civil defence 
measures have interfered with produc
tion, as also have the measures to 
move military men and material to 
the front; and of course the demand 
for food-stuffs, etc, of the armed 
forces has also gone up. These are 
comparatively minor effects. The 
serious (and the long-term) effect will 
take the form of increased diversion 
of foreign exchange and other resources 
from civil to military purposes. It is 
estimated that the expenditure on the 
armed forces is already about 40 per 
cent of the annual budget of the 
Central Government, Moreover, the 
recent foreign exchange crisis (one of 
the severest so far) was largely due to 
a steep rise in imports on government 
account during the previous months; 
imports on private account hardly 
rose; and of exports there was a sub-
rose. It is possible that the steep 
rise of government imports was 
largely of arms and ammunition. 

Paradoxically, a war can also have 
same beneficial effects on an economy— 
especially an economy like ours where 
there is more than one kind of excess 
capacity only waiting for a change in 
the human factor. There is the excess 
capacity in agriculture: the yields per 
acre on the best farms are five to 
seven times the local average in a 
number of regions. These higher 
yields are mostly the result of intro
ducing simple improvements in techni
ques which a large number of other 
farmers could also adopt if they had 
enough initiative and awareness. A 
national emergency can sometimes 
introduce initiative and awareness in 
the hitherto apathetic rural areas. 
There were high hopes on this account 
after the Chinese attack, but they 
proved wrong. It remains to be seen 
if the new emergency can spark off a 
mental revolution. It has been a much 
more serious war, with a large number 
of men righting and dying, and with a 
lot of damage to civil life and proper
ty; therefore, there is greater hope of 
people being reminded of the nation 
and the national needs. 

There is also excess capacity in 
industry. Businessmen complain that it 
is due to their not being able to import 
enough raw materials and components; 
but government spokesmen often say 
that there could he lot more import 
substitution regarding these intermedi
ate goods. During the last world war, 
belligerent countries on both sides in
vented a number of import substitutes; 
the effects of the war were particularly 
beneficial on the development of man-
made fibres. It is possible then that the 

new emergency may have some inspir
ing effect on our inventors and inno
vators. To some extent it is true even 
in an underdeveloped country which 
has various important shortages that 
demand creates supply. 

The net effect on the economy of a 
war. or the preparation for a likely 
war, is then the result of these two 
opposing tendencies. It must always be 
very difficult to say in advance with 
confidence which of the two will be 
stronger; it is easier to make a judge
ment after the event. One can say with 
full confidence that the British eco
nomy in 1945 was much weaker than 
it would have been if there had been 
no war. I think one can also say with 
substantial confidence that any pro
longed war, or the preparation for 
one, will do the Indian economy a 
great deal more harm than any inci
dental good. 

What about the other elements of 
the aftermath? Once this war had 
been forced on us, our aim was to 
give a crushing blow to the Pakistani 
armed strength. Three important ele
ments in that strength were: American 
tanks, American jet fighters and bom
bers, and American radar equipment 
which most effectively covered not 
only the approach to West Pakistani 
borders from our side but also all our 
advance air bases. We seem to have 
more or less achieved our purpose in 
crippling a substantial number fpos-
sibly half or even the majority) of 
the American tanks with Pakistan. 
We have also destroyed a number of 
their fighters; but the toll of their 
bombers does not seem to have been 
substantial. And as for their radar in
stallations, the only time it has been 
clearly reported that we destroyed 
some such station was on the penul
timate day of fighting; we seem to 
have destroyed then the radar station 
near Kutcn. In short, our objective of 
thoroughly crippling Pakistan's bor
rowed armour does not seem to have 
been fully achieved, even 'hough our 
armed forces have demonstrated that 
their valour and skill are second to 
none; it is just that Pakistan has had 
much superior equipment. 

It is to our advantage that the 
cease-fire resolution of the U.N. re
cognises that the hostilities began on 
August 5, when Pakistan sent her 
armed infiltrators into Kashmir. But 
if the cease fire is going to mean that 
we shall not exercise out rights to 
continue rounding up these raiders, 
then this agreement is greatly to our 
disadvantage, because Pakistan may 
withdraw about 200 infiltrators and 
say that there are not any more 
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