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e. On a pension e =
f. iathor - Master of Aits, Bombay University.
Kother - School Final and Schiool Teacher.
ity 3.  Gandniji
4. Through reeding Western suthors in School snd College.
e §
. 1.  Bherda llew High School, Hombay - Ending 1921

2. Elphinstore College, University of Bombuy - From 1921 to 1925

fiistory, Fconozics and Politics.
London School of Economics, 1925-28, Law.
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'{'f-' ' 11 Attitudes : s

y 1. Positive

g "

e . 1a2 Sceptical and mﬁsuc

= 1. Enjoyed it.
. Country ok R~ -
2, To soms extent
it For de-centralisation wi P i g
Eoa Yes, Positive, '

3. Aghinat State Sector and for Froe Sector. -
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submergence would do no harm.

- '_5;' L, Y Yoluindly: Lageuee &I thelir (1 sr=iitioe, W 0% 0Ty

resvostinl hMteae oF thalr dscaturily.

b _ .
I 4o not shara the general scepticism.

: The experience since 1947 has basn roasonsbly good consider—

4. ing the massive mumm ‘of the people, Compired to most
countries of Asia, barring, Jupan, Israel and Fhillipines,

to almost all the oountr!.es of Africa, the

s is "vay‘mﬁ'tmﬁw

3. There can naver be too much freedom. $R
What is there should be appreciated. o

-
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162,  Poeition held was of an extreme Nationalist. w9

Was o Hewber of the All India Congress Committee from 1P
1936 to 1938; Hember of the Indian Legislative Assembly -
in 1945 of ths Bonstituent !smbl.y of Indin in 4 I : A

one of the founders and Joint Secretary of the All India
; : Congress Socislist Party from its inception in 1934 till
i 1939; Hayor of Bombay in 1943;

" i A Ak,

Ve Strong opposition to British ruls in India.
sy : 2.23 Great friendship and regard.

&, By and large yes, except for the policy of appensement
with the.Soviet Union over Barlin and the r: :cognition
of Comsunist China, which haa weakened $iee-world peace.

24 Yes.
6. A great deal, particularly in the nature of building up

; individual and national character, e
7. Nothing I can think of. o Vel dened, Ui Ntk aghi
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2.
3.
4.

5.
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Yen.

Yes - Because it anchors India somewhat more firmly in the
froe world and alsc helps to keep Indis a member of the
Fnglish-speaking community of nationms,

In case the Gommonwealth joins the Soviet Union!

Friendly, because of their fine qualities, but not very
reapectful bocause of their immaturity.

Yes.
Yes.

Ditto as from Britain plus capacity to produce food
and concumer goods.

Nothing that I can think of.

Towards Ruscians very friendly, but not towards the Soviet regime.

No,
the
Cannot be because of /International Communist ambitions.

4 lot negutively -~ about the failure of communism to deliver
the goods and the dangers of totalitarian dictatorahip.

It is nmot likely that the Soviet dictatorship would like to
learn anything from India. The Russisn people would, however,
benefit from knowing about the freoedom the Indian people enjoy.

‘riendly but I au afraid somewhat patronicing like most
Indians.

Ditto.

Notably Malaysia under Tunku,

Others who could be friendly could be Thailand, Iran, Turkey and

‘Is
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2.
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Israel at whom we turn up our noses. T would be inelined
to include President Ayub Khan of Pakistan provided India
does something to gain Pakistan's friendship which we have

spurned so far.

Those who are not friends of India are Sukarno of Indonesia,
Nasser of Egypt, Mrs. Bandaranaike of Ceylon and the present
regime of Burma.

Indis should pursue more active diplomacy in South and South-
East Asia but should stay may Crom Conferences like for instance
the one that took place in Cairo and the one that is due in
Algeria.

Yes, very much so. Not on any terms but on almost any terms
consistent with self-respect.

I believe that friendship with Pakistan is possible on the
condition that India and Pakistan stop using Kashmir as a
tool to serve their own needs. It should be for the people
of Kashmir to decide their destiny. They should be treated
as a Junior friend and ally whose security both should
guarantee from external aggression but in whose internal
affairs neither of them should interfere,

Reunion is not at present possible. An agreement for the
common defence of the Sub-continent offered by President
Ayub Khan but curtly rejected by Prime Minister Nehru would
however be very desirable. Perhaps an Indian @ommon Market
could be added. Beyond that, there is no nesed to go. India
and Pakistan could form part of a world order that would in
course ol time emerge.

1t t'muld have been avoidable if a strong firm anti-communiet
p?ln.cy l.md been followed and collective security ensured on the
lines similar to what Turkey, Iran, Phillipines, Thailand and

+50
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Japan have followed. Given Nehru's policy of Panchasheela
and appeasement, conflict was inevitable.

A settlement of the border issue would b2 desirable if it
involved & total evacuation of Indian territory by the
Communist Chinese forces. It is not likely on those terms.
It ahould be eschewed on any other terms.

Yes, India under Nehru was inclined to throw her weight about
too much. The policy of co-existence with Communist China,
Panchasheela, etc. was a Himalsyan blunder arising out of
Nehru's refusal to recognise the true nature of international
comnuniam,

India's foreign policj since 1947 was altogether doctrinaire
and hud nothing to do with India's national interests.

India can afford to take a somewhat more passive role in
global affairs, while being more active in regional affairs.
India has so far neglected her own backyard in South and
South-Eagt Asia and it would be to her advantage to attend to
this region.

lNo. India should enter into mutual security arrangement with
the U.S. (and the U.K.) on the lines offered by President
Lyndon Johnson in his broadcast of 18th October, 1964.

India's pational interest appears to lie fundamentally in maintenance
of American and Western nuclear superiority which has prevented
India and other countries like her from being overrun by

communist expansionisn,

India's national interest would alsg lie in taking the initiative

in building up regional security in South and South-East Asia .
which could be underwritten by the VWest.

Contrary to the popular belief, India's nstional interest need



i

not lie particularly in the continuation of the schism between
Moscow and Peking. On the contrary, by over-exaggerating the
schipm, India's rulers are apt to fall into the trap of
believing that the Soviet Dictatorship would come to India's
rescue if attacked by Communist China, As General Kong Lea
has found out in Laos, relisnce on the Soviet Union for
military support could boomrangz badly, Also Acceptance of
token Soviet assistancednbibits India from asking for massive
assistance from the U.S5. It would perhaps be best, on balance
if the Moscow-Peking Axis were restored, thus eliminating

the illusion snd making it clear to India who her real friends

are.
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Bark Msnager; Vice-Chancellor of Bombay : i
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e. On a peneion ' g '
f. Father - Master of Aits, Bombay University.
Mother - School Final and School Teacher.
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1. Positive
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1 and 2

1.

2.

1.2 2.

3.
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Congiderably interested.

Respectful but not terribly interested.

To the mayimum extent guitsble.
Ho, Indian cultur€d has great resilience but partizl
submergence would do no harm.

I do mot share the genoral scepticism.

The experience since 1947 has been roasonably good consider-
ing the massive illiteracy of the psople. Compared to most
countries of Asiu, barring, Japan, Israel and Phillipines,
and compared to almost all the countries of Africa, the
srogress is very heartening.

There can naver be too much f{reedom.
Hhat is there should be appreciated.

Position held was of an extreme lationuzlist.

Wag & Hewber of the A1l India Congress Coummittee from
1936 to 1938; Hember of the Indian Legislative Assembly
in 1945. of tha Constituent Assembly of Indiz in 1947;

one ol the founders and Joint Secrctary of the All India
Congress Socialist Party from its inception in 1934 till
1939; HMayor of Bombay in 1943;

Strong opposition to British rule ia India,
Great friendship and regard.

By and large yes, except for the policy of appensement
with the Soviet Union over Berlin and the vecogmition
of Communist China, which has weakened FR=world peace.

Yon.

A great deal, particularly in the mature of building up
individual and nationsl character,

Hothing I can think of,

.I4
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3.

Yes.

Yes — Because it unchors Indis somewhat more firmly in the
{ree world snd also helps to keep India a mewbor of the

“nglish-speaking community of n=tions.
In case the OGommonwealth joins the Joviet Union!

Friendly, becsuse of their fins quslities, but not very
reapectiul because of their immaturity.

Yen.
Yes.

Ditto as from Britain plus capacity to troduce food
and conoumor goods.

Hothing that I can think of.

Towards Huseians very friendly, but not towarde the Soviet regime.

No. the
Cunnot be bocause of /Internationsl Communist smbitions.

A lot negautively - about the failure of comsunism to deliver
the goode &nd tho dangers of totalitarian dictatorship.

It is not likely that the Soviet dictatorship would like to
learn anythin: from India. The Hucsien peopls would, however,
bonefit from knowing sbout the frecdom the Indian people enjoy.

riendly but I as afraid somewhat patronis ing 1ike most
Indians.

Ditto.

Hotably Malaysis under Tunku.
Others who could be friendly could be Thailand, Iran, Turkey and

'ls
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Israel at whom we turn up our noses. I would be inclined
to- include President Ayub Khan of Pakistan provided India
does something to goin Pakistan's friendship which we have

spurned so far.

Those who are not friends of India are Sukarno of Indonasia,
Nasser of Ugypt, Mras. Bandaranaike of Ceylon and the present
regime of Burma,

India should pursue more active diplomacy in South and South-

Fast Asia but should stay way from Conferences like for instance

the one that took place in Cairo and the one that is due in
Algeria,

Yes, very much so. HNot on any termus but on almost any terms
consistent with selfl-respect.

I believe that friendship with Pakistan is possible on the
condition that India and Pakistan atop using Kashmir as a
tool to serve their own needs. It should be for the psopla
o Kashmir to decide their destiny. They should be treated
&8 & junior friend and ally whose security both should
guarantee from external aggression but in whoze internal
affairs neithsr of them should interfere,

Reunion is not at present possible. An agrecment for the
common defence of th: Sub-continent offered by President
Ayub Khan but curtly rejected by Prime Minister Nehru would
however be very desirable. FPerhaps an Indian @ommon Market
could be added. Beyon! that, there is no need to go. India
and Pakistan could form part of a world order that would in
couree oI time emerge.

It would have been avoidable if a atrong firm anti-communiat
policy hud been followed and collective securit; ensured on the
lines similar to what Turkey, Iran, Phillipines. Thailand and
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Japsan have followed. Given Nehru's policy of Panchasheela
and appeasement, conflict was inevitable. -

A settloment of the border issue would be desirable if it
involved a total evacuation of Indian territory by tha
Conmunist Chinese forces. It is not likely on those terms.
It should be eschewed on any other terms.

Yes, India under Nehru was inclined to throw hor weignt about
too much. The policy of co-existence with Communist China,
Panchasheela, ete. was a [imalsyan blunder arising out of
Hehru's refusal to recognise the true nature of international
communism,

India's foreign policy since 1947 was altogether doctrinaire
and hid nothing to do with India's national interests.

India can afford to take a somewhat more passive role in
global affairs, while being more active in regional affairs.,
India has so far neglected hor own backyard in South and
South-East Asia and 1t would be to her advantage to attend to
this region.

No. India should enter into mutual security arrangement with
the U.S. (and the U.K.) on the lines offered by President
Lyndon Johnson in his broadcast of 18th October, 1964.

-

India's nationsl interest appearsto 1lie fundamentally in maintenance
of American and Western nuclear superiority which has prevanted
India and other countries like her from being overrun by

communiet expansionisa,

Indla's nutional interest would also lie in taking the initiative
in building up regionul security in South and South-East Asia
which could be underwritten by the West.

Contrury to the popular belief, India'e Nitional interest need
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RESEARCH QU%TIONNQIJ

1 Family Baclkzround and Sarly Life

Geographlggl.?actors:

1. Place of family orizin: State and District

2, Place of birth: State and District ]

3, Place of childhood and youth: State and District

4. Ro-ion(s) in which individual's greatest activity:
¥ State(s) and District(s)

Femily and Home Backpround:

1. Brief identification(names) of immediate members
" of individuall's family:

‘a. grandparents. b. parents. c. close
relatives.

2. Socio=cultural background:

a. caste b, Family religion
¢, Father's occupation d. Social status of immediate
e. father's anmal family

income f. Parent's education

3. People who influenced the life of the individual
directly

4, gge at which Western influence had first significant
impact on the life of the individual.

Education:

1. School

2. College and University education - major subjects
3. Knowledge of different larpuages and degree of
proficiency.

Personal Life:
1. Marriage
« Background of spouse
Form of marriage: traditional or ctherwise

Date of marriage
« Children

@ a0 oW
-

» lo marriaze or more than one marriage

2. Interests =znd hobhbies

3. Which newspapegs and periodicals
d: a

do you Tea y Indian and foreign,

regularly; b) occasionally
II. Attitudes
Toward Social Reforp

1. Castg, Widow remarriage, status of women, etec.



Toward Relizion

1. Relizious convictions
2. Orthodoxy-modernisn

Toward Educstion

1. Own education :
o. Preferred method of education

Toward Regionalism

1. In identifying yourself to foreizners,which do you
note firsts-your country,region or Stgtaé
2, Is regionalism a barrisr to I-dian unity?®

oward Industrinlization and Modernization
1. Centralization-dccentralization

2. Village work _ E
3, Public sector and private sector |

Toward History

l. Indian
2. World

Toward Culture
1. Traditional Iandian Calture
2. Modern Western Culture - to what extent should
India adopt it? Is it likely to submerge Indiesn
culture?
Towsrd Denocracy
1. Its suitability within the Indian milieu °
2. The experience since 1947 - its effectiveness
3. Is there too much "freedom" in Indiaf?

Toward National Movement for Independence w

145 Pos%tiqns held during nationalist movement
2, Attitudes toward nationalist movement- before 1947

Attitudes toward Britain

British mle in India

Toward Englaond s

Toward Englishmen Y
Is she force for world peace?

Is she gemuine friend of India?

What can India learn from her?

- What can India teach her?

- L

‘thn:hmml-‘

Ioward Commonwealth

1. Did you favour Commonwealth tie?

2, Do you favour contimued Indian membership-and why?

3. In what circumstances sho >
Comuonwealth? uld India leave the

b |
LR R I



Toward United States

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Toward Arericans 3
Is she force for world peace:
Is she germuine friend of India?
What can India learn from her?
What can India teach her?

Toward the Soviet Union

1.
2.
3.
4'
5.

Toward Russians

Is she force for world peacg?
Is she gemuine friend of India?
What can India learn from her?
What can India teach her?

Toward Newly-Independent Asian-African Countries

1.
2.
3.
£

Toward Africans

Toward other Asians

Which are g enuine friends of India? ‘
Should India pursue more active diplomacy in
Afro-Asia?

Toward Pakistan

1,
2.

Is friendship desirable,possible, on what terms?
Is reunion desirable, possible?

Towgrd China

1.
i

Role of

Was open confliect avoidable or inevitable?
Is a settlement of the border dispute desirable,
possible, on what terms?

India in World Affairs

1.

Assessment of past 17 years - was it too active,
Successful, etc.?

Did India's foreign policy since 1947 serve her
national interests or was it too idealistic?

Should there be more Indian withdrawal from, or
more lnvolvement in global affairs, regional affairs?

Should India become a Muclear Power?

What are India's national interests in the prese
na a e 1 asent
setting of world polities? 3



