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In a brosdcast soon after Jawaharlal Nehru pacsed away, the
president of the Republic, Dr. Radbakrishnan said: 'An epoch in
our country's history has come te an end,' It might be worth while
considering to what extent this is so.

§ There is reason to believe that President Radhakrishnan is

rights Though we shall not know for some tﬂ;nc yet, it is likely

that a page in the history of independent India has come to an endééﬁéz;v
and we are now about to launch on another, Whetewep one calls it

the phenomenon of the banyan tree, or hero worship, or the cult of
personality, the fact remains that Prime Minister Nehru's hold over

his own party and over the country 5en-rnlly was out of the ordinarye.
%hen such a personality is removed from the scene, there is und to

be some kind of a break.

Also, this is not a situation peculiar to India or Nehru. This fo'
is 2 phenomenon one comes across in a large number/newly independent
countrics. In many of the countries of Asia and Africa emerging e

into Independence to be found/ome figure|who dominates the scene

and who in his life time yie to no challenge. Several such are

still alive. There is Sukarno in Indonesia, Nasser in Egypt, Nkrumah

in Ghana, Kenyatta in Kenys, Nyerere in Tanagnyika, Bourgiba in
Tunisia, Senghor in Senegal.

It is mi¥ unlikely that this situation would continue after the
firat leader of the newly freed country is removed from the scene.
It is only too likely then that India has comes to the end of what
may be described as the post-independence phase of its existence --
a period that is marked by a hang of nationalism and of the fight
againat a foreign government. The foreign government has deﬁfted,
the substance has gone, but people go on fighting the shadow, Moct
of the new countries still fight the myth of what is called 'nec-
colonialism', an invention of communist propaganda for which many
in Asla and Africa fall. They fecl insecure in their freedom.

Hence, the fear of alliances and the cons
s B3, e ] consequent policy of neutraliem

Similarly, there is a hang over of paternalism. During the laat

seventeen years, the old Mabap Sarkar Sk ¥
tdno -Fathe
tradition of the British Raj has been carried on. TgeGOvernn.nt)

Mabap Sa
I:il provide. The State will do this for us. The State wiET E:k.r
that for us. The people sit back and expect the Mabap Sarkar ==

-iether it is British or Indian, mekes little difference, == to do

111 the things r:hnt are desirable, They do not realise that they

alone can provide tnese things for thomselves, People say: "They"

doa't do this, "They” shoule do that, "They" are corrupt "Thay{ are

oppressing us. Who is the 'they*',7 This Sdea of ‘we an; ‘they' is

no part of a democracy or a really free society. This/symbolde of .:és
—~—
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1k about 'they’
between the people and the rulers. They ta

;ns;t;lil. they tnlieabout4;they' in China., The time hn-.::::.uhen
the Indian people will have learn not to blame things on "’
but to do and change things for themselves.

le ahead, let us consider what the next ten or
fiftef:O:t:gs.Iiitzring. Wﬁat are the likely trends and changes
that will come cover the scene in the next decade or so? These
changes are now slowly going to commence. They will no doubt often
be sccompanied by a refrain that nothing is changing, that nothing

shall change. But the changes will be there all the same, perhaps v dine

the surface, but there all the same., It is to be hoped that the
current pra;tiet of making obeisance to the dead past will now stop
and that each policy will be increasingly discussed and worked out
on its own merits and not because it had been there in the past.

#ill there be any change in the relationship between the Union
or Federal Government and the States? I should be inclined to
think that, in the years to come, the Federal principle will get
stronger, that States Rights will come into their own. The present
subordination of the States has been largely caused by the fact that
one Party along has dominated both the Federal Government and all
those at the State level. Once this monopoly i= broken and once
the Chief Ministers and Governments in some State are of a different
political colour from that of the government in Delhi, the federal
principle can really function. It is altogether likely that this
monopoly will be broken in 1967.

Will there be any change in the functioning of the Cabinet

system? 1In the Indian press recently there have been found references
to something &% discribed as "collective leadership”. This concept
emerged in Moscow, after Stalin's death. It has no place in a
democracy. What these who talk about “collective lecadership" really
mean is that now there will be Joint Reprx Respomsility. This of
cougi§ is nothing new in a democracy. It is the essence of Cabinet

and parliamentary Government. It is much more likely now that the
:r}:;tninister in India will, like democratic Prime Ministers elsewherg,
0' er E!‘Qﬂ.

Will there be any changes in our international relationships?
I do not knowe. One would like to think that there may be a change
towards greater realism in our international relationshipsand our
policies abroad. Even as it was, it could have been said that the
Age of Innocence in our foreign policy had already come to an end
in 1962 with the invasion of Bofe and the collapse of the policy of
Panchashila, which turned out to be a Himalayan blunder. So, already
the ground had been laid for this change and it would therefore be
reasonable to think that this process will now accelerate. People will,

of course, go on talking about “noneali -
gnment But the 1
must inevitably, if slowly, be learnt. & e lessons

It was sad and Yet amusing to re
ad the
by the neutralist leader of Lags,
that neutralism wa

rather pathetic confession
General Kong L®€, who had insisted
8 the solution for his country. He said, last May:

o B bl

TS ¥ W T F TR



-5-

lism. But the
"I do mot like the Comsunists, I like neutra
tl:euumu try to destroy the neutraliste every time. 80
from now on I announce that all who are ‘H.’agaiu:h: -
I will supgort and my neutralist forces will joinm m

the fight.

d learnt that

ry touching confession. If General Kong Loe ha

ie::o’n five yeﬁrn ago, he would have saved his country much lutgrins
ané dissster. But, that is how peoples and nations learn historic
lessons.,

Perhaps we shall now attend more to our own business abread
and less tz:nrda that of others. More to our business, which is
to guard our own neighbourhood, te attend to our own backyard, which
we have very badly neglected till now. Il fant cultiver votre jardin.
We have gone here and there all over the globe but we have e
to cultivate our own little garden, which consista of our neighbourhood
in South and South East Asia. We shall have to pay greater attention
to our backyard in South and South East Asia - to Laos, Vietnam and
Malaysis - & unless we want to see them occupied by the bive E:igesc
Communiste and their Satellites, and India includwds orCive .

Above all, I hope we shall attend more to our primary task of
restoring some kind of normal relationship with our immediate
neighbours in Pakistan. Surely, the wounds of partition must now
heal. A whole generation is about to pasas That effort was
incomplete when the threads dropped from Jawaharlal Nehrp's hands.

We may hope that the threads will be picked up and the effort resumed

when Prime Minister Lal Bahadur Shastri and President Ayub meet
u.hortly-

ou-

Then, of course, we hawe to think of ewms economic problems.
Will the priorities in oB§‘plans of economic development remain
the same or will they be modified? Will the emphasis on heavy
industrialisation, which hae for the last ten years dominated the
scene, continue or will it be replaced by a more realistic set of
priorities, where agriculture takes the firat place, as it should,
as even Mr. Chou- n-Lai and the Chinese Communists have learnt that
it should? Will the bulk of our people who live on the land get a
little more attention and be less neglected than they have been

doiny during the last decade? Here again, the beginn of new
thinking is taking place. A s

It 15 to be hoped that,
get more attention, the

with our plans of Gigant
to feed

in the coming yeare, agriculture will
peasant more sympathy. When we go easy

ism, we shall have less ‘white elephants'
and we shall have more food for the people.

& L
g v In the last year or 80, the need for foreign capit e
bwg,_,q.(?i\ L?o:-e{roeeeda a little futher, we shall realise Eow gdl;l;:l]:::ddy
2 calal overpgnugafi:‘l for the country, since we are short in tools but
e 'Plla ed, with too many moMthe and too many hands. It has ﬁnuifmg
el said that the only incentive to inebbting foreign capital

is to treat ome's o
we a8Y, oor governn:§t$:pita1 well, 8o that, if we really mean what

will have 46 be .blndnn.dprasent punitive approach to Indian capital
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' ess that there will be new political
Align::::liz'o:: ::t::::Itgigz. There will be new comings together
and fallings epart, and out of these new alignments there '111 i
emerge new balance, perhaps a better balance than we have ha tso ars
80 far, we have had a lopsided political pattern - one Pu:ty 00
big, other perties too small; or, too many political parties.

. Lal Bahadur Shastri's leadership of the Congress Cabinet
1nntaftwfr-ny take it that the Congress Party will follow what may
be broadly called a 'Democratic Socialist' policy trimmed, one®s
hopes, of the Marxist overtones and fril:zbhich had adorned it
under his predecessor. In that case, ob ously, there will really
be no room for Socialists outside the Comgress Party and the correct
place for any Democratic Socialist will be in the Conmgress Party.
Whether the Commmnist fellow travellers, some of whom are today in
the Corgrees Party, will have any place there still remains to be
seen. Whether they will be edged out and driven into the Comsunist
Party, where they really belong, is an open question which will
have to be watched carefully in the coming year or two.

Then it may be asked: What will happen to the Right Wengers in
the Congress. In 1964, the terms Right and Left have surely lost
all meaning. Ih/that context,it may be useful to recall that
during the last three months, in the heated discussions that have
taken place over Kashmir and our relations with Pakistan, the accord
between Mr. Morarji Desai, #o -called Rightyist, and Mr. Kris Meno
was quite remarkable and so too the convergence between the g:stang
dPscribed often as Hindu Rightists, on the one hand and the Communist’
Party on the other.

The likely pattern is going to be that the Congress Party will
hold topether with a hard core of about 35 per cent of the elegtorate.
They had only polled 44.72 per cent out of the vote for Parliament in
the General Elections of 1962. They must &e already have dropped
below 40, as far as one can make outs There will thus be a toird
or a little more of the electorate with the Congress Party, with its
democratic socislist policy. Then there are a.ound 10 per cent who are
wedded to the Communists, who will now probably be divided into two

ties. Then there is the Jan Sangh, which at present has got around

per cent of the vote. It may rise a little, but the ceiling can
/J;Jf rise higher /hardly exceed 10 per cent, because their sphere og
X influance is the urban middle class Hindu population in Northem India.

The Swatantra Party, polled around 9 per cent of the electorate in

1962, getting over 10 million votes. A third of
still to make up its mind. ; ot

The changeghnticipated above cannot be auto
predetermination in these things. Becuse one erauzziz; tﬁh::°oi: o
another era does not have to move & point to a particular direct:l.;n
If these trends are to materialise, they will have to be oupported.'
People will have to stand up for them, to work for them to speak up
for them. This situation provides a great opportunity and a great

challenge for those who are adherents of Lib lis
h
to work for these changes and these treﬁgs. e e L
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That brings me to the role of the Party to which I belong.
Obviously, the Swatantra Party will remaina in opposition. The
Swatantra Party must, more than ever now, play the role of the
leading Opposition in the country. But it must be a loyal opposition.
I have not the least hesitation in recognising a good dgﬂgprnt in
my old friend, Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri, and therefore ame opposition
to his Government will be that of a comstitutional opposition.

After all, we belong to the same stock of the National movement.
We fought together for freedom, went to prison together. Many of
us served together fax frxwmwiam in drafting the Conmstitution of the
country. 8o we have got common roots - common roote of patriotism
and of democracy.

We in the Swatantra Party have got the advantage of an incomparably
great leader. India's last great pre-Independence statesman is
fortunately with us. When Babu Raﬂondra Prasad cied, Mr. C.
Rajagopalachari said very sadlys: Now there are o two of us left =
Jawaharlal NKehru and I". When Nehru died recently, 'Rajaji" said
with pathos: "Eleven years younger than me, eleven times more
important for the nation, and eleven hundred times more beloved
of the nation., Mr. Nehru has suddenly departed from our midsland
I remain alive to hear the sad news from Delhi."

We Indians are often accused of tending to look backwards, of
resting on our oars, on the glories of our past. Perhaps there is
some truth in that complaint. India will now have to cecide that
from now on it facee the future, with its new problems and its new
pevepectives, It is clear that no nation can move forward if it
keepe looking backwards.
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by

' M.R. lhaan:l., M.P.
General Secretary of the Swatantra (Freedom) Partye.

In a broadcast soon aiter Jawaharlal Nehru passed away, the
President of the Republic, Dr. Radhakrishnan said: 'An epoch in
our country's history has come to an end.' It might be worth while

considering to what exteni this is so.

¥h There is reason to believe that President Radhakrishnan is
right, Though we shall not know for some tﬁ&ne yet, it is likely
that a page in the history of independent India has come to an end
and we are now about to launch on another. Whstevey one calls it

the phenomenon of the banyan tree, or hero worship, or the cult of
personality, the fact remains that Prime Minister Nehru's hold over
his own party and over the country genera was out of the ordinary.
Wwhen such a personality is recmoved from tht scene, there is bound to
be some kind of a break.

Also, this is not a situation peculiar to India or Nehru. This
is a phenogenon one comes across in a large nunboréneily independent
countries. In many of the countries of Asia and Alrica emerging om
into Independeuce%? to be foundyone figure)who dominates the scene
and who in his 1if e ylelds to no challenge. Several such are
still alive. There is Sukarno in Indonesia, Nasser in Egypt, Nkrumah
in Ghana, Kenyatta in Kenya, Nyerere in Tang@njika, Bourgiba in
Tunisia, Senghor in Senegal.

It is miX unlikely that this situation would continue after the
firat leader of the newly freed country is removed from the scene.
It is only too likely then that India has come to the end of what
may be described as the post-independence phase of its existence --
a period that is marked by a hang of nationalism and of the {}ght
against a foreign government. The foreign government has deprted,
the substance has gone, but people go on fighting the shadow.” Most
of the new countries still fight the myth of what is called 'neo-
colonialism', an invention of communist propaganda for which many
in Asia and Africa fall. They feel insecure in their freedom.

Hence, the fear of alliances and the consequent policy of
or "non-alignment”, b oy’ i

Similarly, there is a hang over of baternalism. During the last

seventeen years, the old Mabap Sarkar (fgother{Father Gover

tradition of the British Raj has been cgtried én. Theeﬂlbanm;::;ar
will provide. The State will do this for us. The State wI§1 do

that for us. The people sit back and expect the Mabap Sarkar ==
whether it is British or Indian, makes little difference, ~= to do

all the thinge that are desirable, They do not realise that they

Alo?e can provide these things for themselves. People sayt "They"
don't do this, "They" should do that, "They”’ are corrupt, '"'They' are
oppressing us. Who is the 'they',? This idea of 'we’ and 'they' is mp
no part of a democracy or a really ifree society. This symbolde of Li
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1k about 'they’
1f between the people and the rulers. They ta

;ns;usnin. they talk about ;they' in China. The time hns'cone'when
the Indian people will have learn not to blame things on 'them',

-

but to do and change things for themselves.

Looking a little ahead, let us consider what the next ten or
fifteen years may bring. What are the likely trends and changes
that will come over the scene in the next decade or 80?7 These
changes are now slowly going to commence. They will no doubt often
be accompanied by a refrain that nothing is changing, that nothing By )
shall change. But the changes will be there all the same, perhaps YV
the surface, but there all the same. It is to be hoped that the
current practice of making obeisance to the dead past will now stop
and that each policy will be increasingly discussed and worked out
on its own merits and not because it had been there in the past.

Will there be any change in the relationship between the Union
or Federal Government and the States? I should be inclined to
think that, in the years to come, the Federal principle will get
etronger, that States Rights will come into their own. The present
subordination of the States has been largely caused by the fact that
one Party along has dominated both the Federal Government and all
those at the State level. Once this monopoly is broken and once
the Chief Ministers and Governments in some Statejare of a different
political colour from that of the government in Delhi, the federal
principle can really function. It is altogether likely that this
monopoly will be broken in 1967.

Will there be any change in the functioning of the Cabinet
system? In the Indian press recently there have been found references
to something discribed as "collective leadership”. This concept
emerged in Moscow, after Stalin's death. It has no place in a
democracy. What these who talk about "collective.leadership" really
mean is that now there will be Joint Rmprx Responsiltity. This of
course is nothing new in a democracy. It is the essence of Cabinet
and firlinnentary Government. It is much more likely now that the
Prime Minister in India will, like democratic Prime Ministers elsewhers,
bﬁtfnter pares.

Will there be any changes in our international re
I do not know. One would like to think that there myl::i:n:ﬁg;:
to;:rda greater realism in our international relationahipjand our
ioo :ie; abroad. Even as it was, it could have been said that the
iﬁ o ng::once in our foreigzizrlicy had already come to an end

hashIl the invasion of N and the collapse of the policy of
5:50 roundaﬂ ;hich turned out to be a Himalayan blunder. S0, already
reasgnabl ad been laid fo? this change and it would therefore be

e to think that this Process will now accelerate. People will,

of course, go on talkin i -
g about "nonealignment". But th
must inevitnbly, if slowly, be learnt. . She desnqny

It was sad and yet
by the neutralist 1eye amusing to read the rather pathetic confession

ader of Laos, General Kon e, who
h
that neutralism was the solution for his counfr?? .Ha aaigf i:th;::z
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ism. But the :
"I do not like the Communists, I like neutral |
éonmunistl try to destroy the neutralists every time. S0 |
from now on I announce that all who are a¥l against con::niln |
I will aupaort and my neutralist forces will join them

the fightc

t that
touching confession. If General Kong L@e had learn

ie:::i five yeﬁra ago, he would have saved his country much suffering
and disaster. But, that is how peoples and nations learn historic

lessons.

Perhaps we shall now attend more to our own business abroad
and less towards that of others. More to our business, which is
to guard our own neighbourhood, to attend to our own backyard, which |
we have very badly neglected till now. Il fant cultiver votre jardin. |
We have gone here and there all over the globe but we have e
to cultivate our own little garden, which consists of our neighbourhood
in South and South East Asia. We shall have to pay greater attention
to our backyard in South and South East Asia - to Laos, Vietnam and

Malaysia - £ unless we want to see them occupied by the {li# Chinese
Communists and their Satellites, and India ineluded. ¢ ncvuelsl -

Above all, I hope we shall attend more to our primary task of
restoring some kind of normal relationship with our immediate
neighbours in Pakistan. Surely, the wounds of partition must now
heal, A whole generation is about to pass. That effort was
incomplete when the threads dropped from Jawaharlal Nehrg's hands.

We may hope that the threads will be picked up and the effort resumed

when Prime Minister Lal Bahadur Shastri and President Ayub meet
shortly.

Then, of course, 'iﬁgg'. to think of Jgf-economic problems.
Will the priorities in plans of economic development remain

the same or will they be modified? Will the emphasis on heavy
industrialisation, which hae for the last ten yecars dominated the
scene, continue or will it be replaced by a more realistic set of
priorities, where agriculture takes the first place, as it should,
as even Mr. Chou-'n-Lai and the Chinese Communicts have learnt that
it should? Will the bulk of our people who live on the land get a
little more attention and be less neglected than they have been

destng during the last decade? Here again, the b
thinking is taking place. { . e

It is to be hoped that, in the comin
g Years, agriculture will
get more attention, the peasant more sympathy. &hen we go easy
with our plans of Gigantism, we shall have less 'white elephants'
to feed and we shall have more food for the people.

ds

i , In the last year or so, th . j
b o es. 128 + the need for foreign capital already baiw

_ 5 proceeds a little futher, we : ° 1
jL Mebe Aabixen i oreign capital for the coun;r o o womn ey

Y+ since we are short in tools but

incentive to invegtin foreign
:3 ;:,fr::: :::;:n::nt?apital well. So that, ;? IE reallg m::£+:;:t
o P g A ‘b&ng.nzdpresent punitive approach to Indian capital
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is to guess that there will be new political
nli;n::::;::'o:: national 1i§:. There will be new comings t;gother
and fallings apart, and out of these new aligonments there ;:d o
emergecnew balance, perhaps a better balance than we have » t"so .
S0 far, we have had a lopsided political pattern - one Pa; y too
big, other parties too smallj or, too many political parties.

. Lal Bahadur Shastri's leadership of the Congress Cabinet
laatsfftzrnny take it that the Congress Party will follow what may
be broadly called a 'Democratic Socialist? policy trimmed, one's-
hopes, of the Marxist overtones and frillswhich had adorned it
under his predecessor. In that case, obviously, there will really
be no room for Socialists outside the Congress Party and the correct
place for any Democratic Socialist will be im the Congress Party.
Whether the Commmnist fellow travellers, some of whom are today in
the Corgress Party, will have any place there still remains to be
seen., VWhether they will be edged out and driven inte the Communist
Party, where they really belong, is an open question which will
have to be watched carefully in the coming year or two.

Then it may be asked: What will happen to the Right Wéngers in
the Congress, In 1964, the terms Right and Left have surely lost
all meaning, I% that context, it may be useful to recall that
during the last three months, in the heated discussions that have
taken place over Kashmir and our relations with Pakistan, the accord
between Mr. Morarji Desal, yo-called Rightgist, and Mr. Krishna Menon
wae quite remarkable and so too the convergence between the J nngL
discribea often as Hindu Rightists, on the one hand and the Co unist
Party on the other.

The likely pattern is going to be that the Congress Party will
hold together with a hard core of about 35 per cent oi the elegtorate.
They had only polled 44,72 per cent out of the vote for Parliament in
the General Elections of 1962. They must pé already have dropped
below 40, as far as one can make oute There will thus be a third
or a little more of the electorate with the Congress Party, with its
democratic socislist policy. Then there are around 10 per cent who are
wedded to the Communists, who will now probably be divided into two

arties. Then there is the Jan Sangh, which at present has got around

per cent of the vote. It may rise a little, but the ceiling can
rise highathardly exceed 10 per cent, because their sphere of
infludnce i8 the urban middle class Hindu population in Northen India,
The Swatantra Party, polled around 9 per cent of the electorate in

1962, getting over 10 million votes., A third of the electorate hae
still to make up ite mind.

The changeghnticipated above cannot be automatic., There is no
predetermination in these things. Becuse one era comes to an end,
another era does not have to move 0§ point to a particular direction,
If these trends are to materialice, they will have to be supported.
People will have to stand up for them, to work for them to speak up
for them. Thie situation providees a great opportunity and a great

challenge for those who are atherents
g Liberalism, who are incline
to work for these changes and these tre ds,. 4 .
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That brings me to the role of the Party to which I belong.
Obviously, the Swatantra Party will remain in opposition. The
Swatantra Party must, more than ever now, play the role of the
leading Oppoasition in the country. But it must be a loyal opposition.
1 have not the least hesitation in recognising a good democrat in
my old friend, Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri, and therefore og¢ opposition
to his Government will be that of a conmstitutional opposition.

After all, we belong to the same stock of the National movement.
We fought together for freedom, went to prison together. Many of
us served together fax fxmxsum in drafting the Constitution of the
country. So we have got common roote ~ common roots of patriotism
and of democracy.

We in the Swatantra Party have got the advantage of an incomparably
great leader. India‘'s last .great pre-Independence statesman is
fortunately with us. When Babu Raaendru Prasad died, Mr. C.
Rajagopalachari said very sadly: Now there are onlx two of us left =
Jawaharlal Nehru and I". When Nehru died recently, "Rajaji" said
with pathos: "Eleven years younger than me, eleven times more
important for the nation, and eleven hundred times more beloved
of the nation, Mr. Nehru has suddenly departed from our midsfand
I remain alive to hear the sad news from Delhi,"

We Indians are often accused of tending to look backwards, of
resting on our oars, on the glories oi our past. Perhaps there is
some truth in that complaint. India will now have to cecide that
from now on it faces the future, with its new problems and its new

piyspectives. It is clear that no nation can move forward if it
keeps looking backwardse




INDIA AFTER NEHRU
by

M.R. Masani, M.P.
General Secretary of the Swatantra (Freedom) Party.

In a broadcast soon after Jawaharlal Nehru passed away, the
President of the Republic, Dr. Radbakrishnan said: 'An epoch in
our country's history has come to an end.' It might be worth while
considering to what extent this is so.

% There is reason to believe that President Radhakrishnan is
right. Though we shall not know for some thime yet, it is likely
that a page in the history of independent India has come to an end
and we sre mow about to launch on another. Whetbear ome calls it

the phenomenon of the banyan tree, or hero woraship, or the cult of
personality, the fact remains that Prime Minister Nehru's hold over
his own party and over the country gemeralls was out of the ordinary.
shen such a personality is removed from the scene, there is bound to
be some kind of a break.

Also, this is mot a situation peculiar to In or Nehru. This
is a phenomenon one comes across in a large number/hewly independent
countries. In many of the countries of Asia and Africa emerging o=
into Indepnnﬂonco\ié_ﬁnggxfggﬁg,ﬁi;‘fIiifm who dominates the scene
and who in his life time yie to no challenge. Several such are
atill alive. There is Sukarno in Indonesia, Nasser in Egypt, Rkrumah

" in Ghana, Kenyatta in Kenya, Nyerere in rlag@ptikn Bourgiba in
Tunisia, Senghor in Senegll: y '

It is mik% unlikely that this situation would continue after the
firat leader of the newly freed country is rewmoved from the scene,
It is only too likely then that India has come to the end of what
may be described as the post-independence phase of its existence ==
& period that is marked by a hang of nationalism and of the fight
against a foreign government. The foreign government has deprted,
the substance has gone, but people go on fighting the shadow. Most
of the new countries still fight the myth of what is called 'neo=-
¢olonialism'y an invention of communist propaganda for which many
in Asia and Africa fall. They feel insecure in their freedom.

Hence, the fear of alliances and th
or "non-alignment”, e consequent policy of neutraliem

Similarly, there is a hang over of paternalism. During the last

seventeen years, the old Mabap Sarkar _
tradition of the British Waj hac (Mother Father Goverament)

een carried on. The Mabap Sarka
:;:1 provide. The State will do thie for us. The stnf?'FIQT'EE"E
t for us. The people sit back and expect the Mabap Sarkar e

:g;tz;r it is British or Indian, makes little difference, == to do
i3 e things that are desirable. They do not realise that they
don': ::ntiizviﬁ;hthgseht:ings for themselves, People sayt "Thei“

- - ey should do that, "They" are corrupt, "The
oppressing us. Who is the ‘they',? .rhin ides of "o’zné 'they{ 1:r:;

no ;
part of a democracy or a really free society. ThiaZ-ylbolla of
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bout 'they'
the people and the rulers., They talk a
:n‘:i;s::t':;:y ﬁlli ngoux &xhey' in China, The time han.:;l:.when
the Inlia; people will have learn not to blame things on em®,
but to do end change things for themselves.

ttle ahead, let us consider what the next ten or
tiftnf:O:::gs‘n:; bring. lint are the likely trends and changes
that will come over the scene in the next decade or so? ;:h;:.oftcn
changes are now slowly going to commence. They will no dou 1
be accompanied by a refrain that nothing is changing, that nothing
shall change, But the changes will be there all the same, perhaps ucd.c
the surface, but there all the same. It is to be hoped that thot
current practice of making obeisance to the dead past will now atop
and that each policy will be increasingly discussed and worked out
on its own merite and not becamee it had been there in the past.

there be change in the relationship between the Union
or raztiil Govornlc::’nnd the States? I should be imclined to
think that, in the years to come, the Federal principle will get
stronger, that States Rights will come into their osn. The present
subcrdination of the States has been largely caused by the fact that
one Party along has dominated both the Federal Government and all
those at the State level. Once this monopoly is broken and once
the Chief Ministers and Governments in some State are of a different
political colour from that of the government in Delhi, the federal
principle can really function. It is altogether likely that this
monopoly will be broken in 1967.

Will there be any change in the functioning of the Cabinet
system? In the Indian press recently there have been found references
to something discribed as "collective leadership”. This concept
emerged in Moscow, after Stalin's death. It has no place in a
democracy. What these who talk about “collective lgadership" really
mean is that now there will be Joint Reprx Responsility. This of
course is nothing new in a democracy. It is the essence of Cabinet
and Parliementary Government. It is much more likely now that the
Prime Minister in India will, like democratic Prime Ministers elsewhere
h,Lintcr pares.

Will there be any changes in our international relationships?
I do not knowe. One would like to think that there may be a change
towards greater realism in our international relationship and our
policies abroad. Even as it was, it could have been said that the
Age of Imnocence in our foreiga licy had already come to an end
in 1962 with the invasion of lélzoand the collapse of the policy of
Panchashila, which turned out to be a Himalayan blunder. So, already
the ground had been laid for this change and it would therefore be
reasonable to think that this process will now accelerate. People will,

of course, go on talking about “non-alignment”, But the lessons
must imevitably, if slowly, be learnt.

It was sad and yet amusing to read the rather th
by the neutralist leader 2 pathetic confession

of Laos, General Kong Lee, who had insisted
that neutralism was the solution for his country. .no said, last May:



o
Pg‘-_‘_,\__';', 2 K bhe
44.‘.._;I._;,,J_ . h};#

£ ‘4,41‘ L’Jf:- 4;‘ -

( %a#-proceeds a little futher, we shal
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t the

. t like the Communists, I like neutralism. Bu
:o::u::stl try to destroy the neutralists every time. SO
from mow on I announce that all who are wii agninsthcon::nln-
I will lupgort and my neutralist forces will join them

the fight.

t that

hinz confession. If General Kong Lee had learn

;e:::: :::: yoEr: ago, he would have saved his country much suffering
and disaster, But, that is how peoples and nations learn historiec
lessons.

we shall now sttend more to our own business abread
and 1§::h:§:.r¢. that of others. More to our business, which is
to guard our own neighbourhood, to attend to our own backyard, which
we have very badly meglected till now. I1 fant cultiver votre Jardin.
We have gone here and there all over the globe but we have laldle
to cultivate our own little garden, which consists of our neighbourhood
in South and South East Asia. We shall have to pay greater attention
to our backyard im South and South East Asia - to Laos, Vietnam and
Malaysia - £ unless we want to see them occupied by the the Chinese
Communists and their Satellites, and India-&ao;nd-fztu<+xlzug_

Above all, I hope we shall attend more to our primary task of
restoring some kind of normal relationship with our immediate
neighbours in Pakistan. Surely, the wounds of partition must now
heal. A whole generation is about to pass. That efiort was
incomplete when the threads dropped from Jawaharlal Nehrg's hands.

We may hope that the threads will be picked up and the effort resumed

when Prime Minister Lal Bahadur Shastri and President Ayub meet
shortly.

Then, of course, we have to think of oné ecconomic problems,
Will the priorities in one# plans of economic development remain
the same or will they be modified? Will the emphasis on heavy
industrialisation, which has for the last ten yecars dominated the
scene, continue or will it be replaced by a more realistic set of
Priorities, where agriculture takes the first place, as it should,
as even Mr. Chou-'n-Lai and the Chinese Communists have learnt that
it should? Will the bulk of our people who live on the land get a

little more attention and be leess neglected than they have been
dedmg during the last decade? Here again, the beginning of new
thinking is taking place.

= nﬁ: 1at:o :; hopeg that, in the coming years, agriculture will
@ attention, the peasant more sympathy. Wh
with our plans of Gigant e I Mte clalteat

ism, we shall have less 'white elephants'
to feed and we shall have more food for the people. h

A3
In the last year or 80y the need for foreign cnpitaﬁéalrend:

1l realise how badl e need
foreign capital for the country, since we are short in {oola but
Overpopulated, with too mny moit

hs and
been well said that the omly incentive to inveniing roveli o

ntive to inv
iz to treat onme's own capital well, S0 v reealt RN

50 that, if we really mean what
®e say, our government's "
1% e nband.nedfraaent punitive approach to Indian capital
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Finally fi:; to guess that there will be new political
alignment 13.01: ::tiona 115:. Phere will be new comings together
and [ gs apart, and out of these new alignments there '1:1 gt
emerge, new balance, perhaps a better balance than we have ha t:: are
S0 far, we have had a lopsided political pattern - one Party
big, other parties too swallj or, too many political parties.

¥r. Lal Bahadur Shastri's leadership of the Congress Cabinet
lut-fru may take it that the Congress Party will follow what may
be bromdly called a 'Democratic Socialist! poliey trimmed, one™s
hopes, of the Marxist overtones and frillswhich had adorned it
under his predecessor. In that case, omhaly. there will really
be no room for Sociaslists outside the Comgress Party and the correct
place for any Democratic Socialist will be in the Congress Party.
Whether the Commknist fellow. travellers, some of whom are today in
the Corgress Party, will have any place there still remains to be
seen. Whether they will be edged out and driven into the Comsunist
Party, where they really belong, is an open questiom which will
have to be watched carefully in the coming year or two.

Then it may be askedt What will happen to the Right Wengers in
the Congress. In 1964, the terms Right and Leit have surely lost
8ll meaning. It that context, it may be useful to recall that
during the last three months, in the heated discussions that have
taken place over Kashmir and our relations with Fekistan, the accord
between Mr. Morarji Desai, $o-called Right4ist, and Mr. Kris Menon
was guite remarkable and so Loo the convergence between the ?%«mqﬁ

dfscribed often as Hindu Rightists, on the one hand and the Communist
Party on the others

The likely pattern is going to be that the Congress Party will
hold together with a hard core of about 35 per cent of the elegtorate.
They had only polled 44,72 per cent out of the vote for Parliament in
the General Flections of 1962. They muet we already have dropped
below 40, as far as one can make out, There will thus be a t:rdird
or a 1ittle more of the electorate with the Congreas Party, with its
desocratic socialist policys Then there are a.ound 10 per cent who are
wedded to the Communists, who will now probably be divided into two

ties. Then there is the Jan Sangh, which at present has got around
per cent pf the vote. It may rise a little, but the ceiling can
rise higher hardly exceed 10 per cent, because their sphere of
influence, is the urban middle ¢lass Hindu population in Northen India.
The Swatantra Party, polled around 9 per cent of the electorate in

1962, getting over 10 million votess A third
still to make up ite mind. ¢ sl ince: . o

The changeghnticipated above cannot be automatic. There is n
predetermination in these things. Becuse one era comes to an end, 5
another era does not have to move e-point to a particular direction,
If these trends are to materialis ¢y they will have to be supported.
People will have to stand up for them, to work for them, te speak up
for them. This situation provides a great opportunity ;nd a great

challenge for those who are afherent L4
beralis
to work for these changes and these t.rztds. e e
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That brings me to the role of the Party to which I belong.
Obviously, the Swatantra Party will remain in opposition. The
Swatantra Party must, more than ever now, play the role of the
leading Opposition in the country. But it must be a loyal opposition.
I have not the least hesitation in recognising a good democrat in
my old friend, Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri, and therefore on€ _opposition
to his Government will be that of a constitutional opposition.

After all, we belong to the same stock of the Natiomal movement.
We fought together for freedom, weant to prison together. Many of
us served together fmx fxmximm in drafting the Constitution of the
country. So we have got common rootes = common roots of patriotism
and of democracy.

We in the Swatantra Party have got the advantage of an incomparably
great leader. India‘'s last great pre-Independence statesman is
fortunately with us. When Babu Rajendra Prasad died, Mr. C.
Rajagopalachari said very sadly: Now there are o two of us left =
Jawaharlal Fehru and I". When Nehru died recently, "Rajaji" said
with pathos: "Eleven years younger than me, eleven times more
important for the nation, and eleven hundred times more beloved
of the nation, Mr. Nehru has sudoenly departed from our mids and
I remain alive to hear the sad news from Delhi."

%e Indians are often accused of tending to look backwards, of
resting on our oars, on the glories of our past., Perhaps there is
some truth in that complaint. India will now have to ¢ecide that
from now on it faces the future, with ite new problems and its new
prespectives. It is clear that no nation can move forward if it
keeps locking backwards,



