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that case, obviously the Congress 
President is not in tune w i th his col-
leagues and a breach between the 
Party and himself, or between the 
Party and the Government, is coming 
out into the open. 

On the question of food, however, 
the lack of consensus has been a 
disaster. The problem of controlled 
distribution and of a fair sharing 
of shortages among all sections of the 
people, but primarily between the sur
plus and the deficit States, has been 
hanging like the sword of Damocles 
ever since the country embarked upon 
planning. It is only because the pace 
of planning has been slow that much 
greater pressure on the country's l imi t 
ed food supplies has not been felt 
earlier. W i t h development gradually 
gathering momentum, a situation like 
this would have come any way; it was 
aggravated by the additional drain on 
the country's resources made by the 
mounting defence budget. Despite 
earlier brave talk to the contrary, 
development and defence do not go 

P R E S I D E N T de Gaulle's call for a 
five-power conference to restore 

"the equil ibrium of the United Na
tions" typically reflects the French 
statesman's view of the developing 
pattern of wor ld politics. Recent pro
posals to reform the UN have invari
ably sought to give greater weightage 
to the newly-emergent nations in the 
organisation's councils and committees, 
in the process reducing, implici t ly , if 
not explicitly, the pre-eminence origi
nally accorded to the big powers—the 
U S, the Soviet Union, the U K, 
France and, on paper, China. But now 
here is the French President advocat
ing a return to five-power hegemony. 
This must appear, on the face of i t , 
a step backward. 

To this de Gaulle w i l l probably re
ply that while a UN of all nations of 
the world , all enjoying equal power 
may be the ideal, the fact remains that 
if the UN is to be effective, it must re
flect the international power relations 
that actually prevail. Besides, to com
pare what de Gaulle has suggested 
wi th the proposals to give greater 
weightage to the smaller, poorer and 
less powerful countries is not quite 
relevant. De Gaulle, it is obvious, 
intends his proposal as a departure 
from the state of two-power domina
t ion which is what the original five-
power primacy has become in the 
cold war. Even the coming into pro-

together very well . Had more careful 
and precise planning been done 
to dovetail the requirements of defence 
wi th those of development the severity 
of the resulting strain could have 
perhaps been moderated. But no more 
than that. To remain under the 
delusion that development could 
go on and a mounting defence 
budget supported simultaneously wi th 
chaotic conditions in the marketing 
of food and unrestricted consump
tion of such goods as of cement in 
building luxury flats, was to invite 
disaster. 

The events of the year had cast their 
shadows before — very long shadows 
indeed, stretching over much more 
than a decade. H ind i as the official 
language has been on the cards ever 
since the Constitution was adopted. 
So has the food problem, the 
crisis of distr ibution, which is latent 
in any k ind of planned development 
and certainly very much active in the 
type of planning we have embarked 

minence of the General Assembly and 
the important role it has played on 
occasions has been the result of US 
attempts to bypass the Security 
Council and neutralise the Soviet 
veto. (The present crisis over peace
keeping dues is a consequence, the 
Soviet Union and France refusing 
to pay for operations which they 
maintain were unauthorised in terms 
of the UN Charter.) in place of the 
de facto two-power domination of the 
U N in the Cold War's coldest years, 
de Gaulle would now substitute a 
more genuine five-power pre-eminence 
reflecting the growing polycentrism of 
world politics. 

This polycentrism has been the 
basis of de Gaulle's international 
policies in general and his European 
policies in particular. It is often sug
gested that the differences which have 
appeared in the Western alliance are 
largely the consequence of his personal 
predilections and angularities. But, in 
fact, while de Gaulle's diplomatic style 
has no doubt sharpened the differences, 
most of them are the result of factors 
outside anybody's control. More than 
anything else, they reflect the growth 
in Europe of the very strength and 
self-confidence which it has been 
the objective of US policy to promote. 
And the character of nuclear weapons 
has strengthened the trend. A coalition 
of sovereign States is to an extent i n -

upon. There is, however, a qualitative 
difference between the two. The ques
t ion of an official language can be 
kept in abeyance. The need for neces
sities of life, above a l l , food, cannot 
be stayed. The essential political 
pre-condition for any effort to 
reduce poverty and improve the 
conditions of the people is planned 
economic development: and the com
mitment to such planned development 
carries wi th it not only the obligation 
to give primacy to the creation of the 
growth potential of the economy but 
also the even greater obligation to 
maintain the minimum consumption 
of people by controlled distribution of 
food grains. 

Whether it is planning or the ques
tion of official language, there is the 
same wobbling. The failure has been 
at the political level, in carrying out 
the commitments to the nation — a 
failure so grievous as to raise the 
spectre of India falling apart. The 
dangerous decade has not been left 
behind. It has only begun. 

consistent wi th the requirements of 
control over nuclear weapons. Also, 
the enormous dangers of nuclear war
fare has inevitably reduced the credibi
l i ty of pledges of mutual . assistance 
such as those between the US and 
Europe, for faced wi th the risk of total 
destruction, no nation w i l l jeopardise 
its survival for another. President de 
Gaulle expressed these fears pointedly 
soon after the Cuban crisis in 1962; 
" i n present conditions, no one can say 
in case of conflict if, where, when, 
how, and in what measure, the Ameri
can atomic weapons w i l l be employed 
in the defence of Europe." Europe, 
therefore, must be prepared to defend 
itself and hence the force de frappe. 

To explain the French pursuit of an 
independent nuclear deterrent solely 
in terms of de Gaulle's personality is 
to be naive. After all , Britain has 
clung to her own deterrent and even 
the Labour Government is prepared to 
cast it off only if Britain is given 
special veto powers in a joint Atlantic 
nuclear f o r c e - a condition which has 
made the British proposals all but un
acceptable to West Germany, 

The Western alliance now depends 
very much upon whether Harold W i l 
son can bring Chancellor Erbard 
round. Wilson's task has not been made 
easy by the indications that President 
Johnson is prepared to let events in 
Europe take their own course, at least 
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for sometime. The wide gap between 
the Brit ish proposals on the M L F and 
what w i l l satisfy West Germany may 
have discouraged the U S from at
tempts to bring about a reconcilia
t ion. Or, President Johnson's tem
porary withdrawal may be dictated by 
the desire not to further exacerbate 
relations wi th de Gaulle. Many com-
mentators, however, have seen in this 
a pointer to the shape of US foreign 
poliy under the new Administrat ion. A 
confirmation of this they find in Presi
dent Johnson's Inaugural Address. In 
s tr iking contrast to President Ken
nedy's st irring promise to "every na
t ion" that the US "'shall pay any price, 
bear any burden, meet any hardship" 
to fulfil its extensive commitments, 
Johnson has acknowledged that "as a 
nation there is much outside our con
t ro l " and generally given the impres
sion that he views US efforts abroad 
as having definite bounds. This may 
yet be far from "isolationism", but the 
path of US foreign policy under John
son may lie somewhere between 
America's pre-War isolationism and 
post-War globalism. 

The impact of this turn in US 
foreign policy wi l l be watched most 
keenly in South-East Asia. The war in 
South Vietnam has been going far 
from well for the US. Of course, this 
by itself is not sufficient reason for 
US withdrawal; on the contrary, there 
have been pressures on the US Pre 
sident to extend the war into Nor th 
Vietnam, if not China. But while wi th 
every successive US reversal the ques-

I N D I A N S are often accused of 
being more prone to preaching 

others than practising what they 
preach. That may be interested propa
ganda. But there is no doubt at all 
that we indulge in a great deal of 
sermonising when we ought to be con
cerned with doing the particular things 
that lie within the area of social res
ponsibility, assigned or acquired. A p 
parently, we all prefer to require some
body or something which we ourselves 
are not doing, and therefore have no 
special claim to know better than tne 
recipients of our advice. It is a ma
laise that permeates all agencies and 
all sections of Indian society — not 
excluding the gentlemen of the press, 
as is evident from what is said here. 

Depending on one's taste, one might 
consider this phenomenon a result of 
mental laziness or lack of social pur
pose or lack of organization or, i n -

tion of extending the war has hung 
perilously in the balance, so far Presi
dent Johnson has resisted the pres
sures on him. Yet from the US point 
of view the war in Vietnam cannot be 
allowed to go on as at present; that 
can lead only to ultimate defeat. And 
the only alternative to a desperate and 
dangerous bid to slave off disaster 
by expanding the war is a political 
settlement, to enable US to pull 
out of Vietnam without much loss of 
face. If the Soviet Union were the 
other party to such a settlement, one 
would have been reached by now. But 
in Vietnam, as elsewhere in South-
East Asia, the US has to deal with 
China, the very existence of which she 
has so far refused to recognise. Un
less, therefore, there is a basic change 
in US attitude to China, the US dilem
ma in Vietnam must continue. 

China's spectacular entry into the 
nuclear club must inevitably compel 
some change in US attitude to China. 
In the UN the Americans may con
tinue to behave as if China did not 
exist but when it comes to control of 
nuclear weapons, China—the real 
China w i l l have to be there whether 
the US likes it or not. China's entry 
into the nuclear club compels this at 
the least and it is not. to be entirely 
ruled out that the pressures on the 
Johnson Administrat ion to do some
thing to stem the disastrous course of 
the South Vietnam war wi l l finally 
push the US to recognition of China, 
however reluctant. Here, again, Pre
sident de Gaulle has set the pace. 

deed, continuation of a legacy. Per
haps it is all these put together, with 
a resulting inertia in the social process 
which could prove in time to be most 
dangerous. Above all , it creates a 
state of mind in which the sense of 
social responsibility finds expression in 
blaming others for what one perhaps 
could have but has not done. It leads 
to attitudes in which political aware 
ness is equated wi th a search for 
scapegoats; and it engenders a type of 
activity that concentrates on evading 
problems rather than on finding speci
fic solutions for them. 

A l l of this has the effect of corrod
ing the minds of those whose value in 
society derives from the contribution 
they are expected to make to the 
excellence of thought. Such excellence 
is achieved not by running away from 
facts or the effort involved in achiev
ing a deep knowledge of particular 

Moving speedily after recognising 
China last year, he has realistically 
accepted Peking as one of the principal 
centres of power and included her 
among the countries who, he thinks, 
must come together to revitalise the 
U N . ' 

China's split wi th the Soviet Union, 
paradoxically, has increased, not les
sened, the need for the West to esta
blish direct contact wi th China. In 
1954 it was possible to conclude an 
international agreement on Indo-China 
without China; a similar agreement 
today, if it is to have any meaning at 
all , must have China as a principal 
party. 

As the divisions in the Western al
liance have proved to be deeper than 
had appeared at first, so has the 
Si no-Soviet split. The early rash hopes, 
encouraged by the Chinese themselves, 
that the split would disappear wi th 
Khrushchev have been falsified. The 
differencces are now once again focus-
sed on the meeting of all communist 
parlies called by the Soviet Union in. 
March and which the Chinese have 
categorically slated they would not at
tend. Considering the issues which 
divide China and the Soviet Union, 
there can be no reversal of the pro
cess of polycentrism wi th in the East
ern bloc, no more than within the 
Western alliance. The ultimate result 
of Khrushchev's departure may be 
only to change the style and tone of 
the Sino-Soviet argument, not its con
tent. 

aspects of reality but pursuing these 
consciously and courageously. For the 
social scientist, more than anybody 
else, such a dedication is as necessary 
as it is difficult. 

Perhaps there are such people in 
India today who value t ru th and know
ledge more than the trappings of 
publicity and personal advancement. 
But the plums that the majority of die 
educated are after arc those of posi
tion and power in an hierarchy that 
exists, either in Government or out
side. Wi th the tremendous over
valuation there is in India for a attle 
expertise, it is easy for social scientists 
to proffer "expert advice" on al l mat
ters under the sun — and get hand
somely recompensed for i t . The one-
eyed, it is said, are obviously the 
princes amongst the totally bl ind. A n d 
when the bl ind are many and the one-
eyed few, the market for the latter is 

When So Much Is at Stake... 
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