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The stature of a democratic state can
to a pyramide At the apex is the authority of $$:-u’u:'u?“
sides represent the various political parties; the base conmsidts of
the people. In a structure of this kind the base frecly and of its
own volition delegates its imherent power to the apex.

What are the channels along which authority flows? This question
is of vital importance, for the answer marks the difierence between
Cictatorial rule and a truly representative government responsible to
the people.

Let us oxamine first the various authocratic systems — it
mattors mot whother they be fascist or communist. Between base and apex
there is no visible link: power seems to travel through a vacuus, for the
people are atomiseds In a demigracy, however, the paths along which
. power flows are there for all to sec = the divergent, conflicting,
contrary, but vital paths of public opinion.

It is oo shibuoleth that human liberty may survive without a
governsent but cannot survive without a free and untramceled press.
Newspapers have their failings, their petty mcanneses, their factionalism
and a thousand other faults; but they have a cardinal virtue that
autbalances all ains = the ability to bring authority to heel before
it gets completely out of hand by subjucting it to the iron diseipline
of public opinion.

kvery governzent, to some degree, is subject to the teaptations
of the absolute power that "tendis to corrupt absolutely”. 1t is the
function of the press to prevent authority getting drunk on the fumes
of an omnipotence that is pot self-generated, but derives from the freely-
given voteas of the electorate.

In the mythical pyramid descrived above, the press, therefore,
acte as the cohesive force that binds disparate elements = people,
parties, authority — and combines them into a whole and unified struct
the EState.

Under any form of representative government the people —in theory
are masters, for they attach themselves to different political parties and,
under their wvarious labels, vote a govermment into office. In practice,
this popular supremacy is limited for any party, once it has tasted
authority, begins to depend less and less on mandates and incressingly
on its Oown urges. '

In the very mature of things, it is impossible for the pesople —
the citizens who have be n sedulously maadd wooed at election time —— to
exercise ef:ective curbs or know how far & government hae moved from
its sworn ideals ualess there is some incorruptible medium of assertening
the facts, The press it is that spreads knowledge of these facts and, if
we are sipcere in our allegiance to the precious words esmblazonsd om our
Republic's emblem, we should imsf insist that those in power Let Truth
Prevail by ensurins that the press functions without the least direct
or oblique pres:ure.

Tragically, however, we not only take f{reedom for granted, but
a (rec press for granted, ignoring the lesson of history that curbs on
the right to dissent are only the first step on the road to tyranny. erebd
Thoush it is human emough to dislike criticism, abuse is certainly pref -
to mindless servility. The rubber-stasp newspapers we find in com unist rp’
countriss are an af roat to the brave ses who in the past have padd nwﬂ:b-:
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for asserting the imaliemable righ every
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%hat is the mpp position in Inaia? Our
are "..'r“ end Soverei;n Rejublic. A republie, bgn::.n:::-;':.:::;hu:: 32
is » "thing of the people”. Why are we 20 ashamed to cmploy the “.;
guaranteed us by the Constitution? Wly are we, when need arises, afraid to
speak out against those to whom we bave temporarily delegated authority?
Power may 1ill men into the belief that they are super-buran, beyond error
and above reproach: but do we, as citizens of a land that won its liberty
after cm‘;unrtr: o!fbond.ngt. have to believe such feiry tales?

e of erisis it i=s the people’s right to ot presen=
tatives to remain within the broad confines of nlf‘.pnpm lm::::f ':Iu I:
gulde & nation's destiny bave a right to solid support — but they camnot
forgo the obligation of being accountable to those from their suthqrity
etems, or stray iar irom popular directives., TYet we, in India, secm content
whﬂbi:t“m. ul;a then, after an "assurance” from the powers that be,
relapse © our customary inertia, allowing them to ue unwi
unhindered by criticism. e vy

Linbs that are used atrophy; the tongue is mot imsune. In today's
political content, such loas of speech is not altogether fanciful.. Newapapera,
though free on the surface to reflect the view either of private interests
or political E-rﬁ.n. are in efiect subtly prevented from too far away from
the "official" line. Obe result is that many no longer give either news or
an independent viewpoint priorityj they "play it safe” doling out platitudes.
- Hf'rsl:l.pamua tendencles, emotional integration,” “co-existence,”

panch shila"'=— these are smong the catchwords == doled out these past few
years. Ministers will talk == and newspapers will report them at length:
such is the current formula. This pleasant habit of giving generous publisty
to each and every footing utterance by little men in authority is harmless
in times when the country is suddling through from Flan to Plan.

But when the very exiastence of India as an entity is challenjed,
surely there must be a change of outlook. Yet, only a few days before the
Chinese brought up mxshamgaxafxemtksek tanks against our heroi¢ defenders oa
the border, some minister or other was reported while enlarging on the topie
of Sanskrit technical terms.

Apart from wasting newsprint (a minor matier), this form of
complacency tenis to deflect the mass mind from realities. Ko person of
reasonable intelligence can seriously believe there is a crisis when &
responsible member of the government gives linguistic bigotry priority over

Chinese agsression.
Pick up a newspaper today amd you will read about China's perfidies

at length. Is this not rather late in the day to jolt our-slaves awake?

The excuse that a large section of the press merely reflected the viewa of
those in suthority is a trumpery excuse indeed. The Prime Minister, ignoring
history, believed that China and India could live in peace = that lion

and lamb, wolf and sheep, predator and chosen victim, could enjoy the
paradise of Panch Shila. Was there mot a doudble charge OR the press to

blow up these absurd syths? j
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The mere fact that the govermm
wishful thinkers had besn mnﬁu-a?,&f?u_dmwm"
proves oaly that, by and large the press (to Govermsemt, at loast) is &
handmaiden that “1:1“ exploited as it wishes.
Chincse dership bas made mo =
considers much of South Ilzt Ania its mi"ﬁ."-mn?.twm
China in Tibet; imstead, we tamely bamied its unfortumate people to the
wwhu- ¥hy was the Press comtent briefly to thunder and then
Z Barring the Comsunistc (who were gagged by their duty to “the
cause’!) and a few Comgressmen who had long ago shed all pretence of
thinking for themselves, most citizems of Indis were vehemently oritical
of govermment torpor. Yet criticism could mot adequately express itself
for the reason that many newspapers were afraid to ofiend government
directly and lay themselves opea to withdrawal of pstronage.
In the last electioms, responsible pajers ranged themselvea
against Krishna Memon, who they honestly felt was not the right man %o
bandle so crucial a portfolio as Defence. Soon there were incitements to
violence, threats of buraing the of!endin; establishments. Is this
democracy ? When one paper relegated the Prime Minjster's aspe ch to m
single~columu iwud ON page one, the perpetrator of this "outrage” was
sharply pulled up == by the "victim” himself! — and soon learmed that
taxing “democratic rights" seriously is a costly luxury in the Bharat
of todays
Were India under a dictatorsidp no man could quarrel with itas
Premier insisting on free space as a matter of right. But if it is a
democracy, it needs respectfully to be pointed out that not even Jawaharlal
Nehru can demand more space than a paper feols he is worth. As a democrat,
the Prime Minister himself will concede that this proposition is not
altogether fantastic.
It is time journalism stopped its litile game of Follow the Leader.
With the country itself in peril, support to the Govermment in the defence
effect is certainly a duty. Yet this supyort cannot rob the Fresc of
its right to point out defects where it sees them and dppose policios it
believes are wronge Homest supyort is beyomd pricet forced support is
worthless. 70 epsure oné and avoid the other is in the government's own
terest.
o The Press, a vital pillar of democrucy, must shed fear and servilly
and have the courage to stand up for what it believes is right. It need
pot wield the "blg stick”™ = but that does mean it should not point out
folldes and press for a change in thinking that has brought this country
ta oresent SOITY pans.
- Parties, PLIISB. People: one can omly hope end pray that all
three will march unitedliy forwgrd to ensure the survival of the free way
of life which every decent man must hold jrecious beyond life itself.



