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persecution, economic stagnation and political coercion.
The Dogras followed the advice of a tyrant who used
to say : “To choose one’s victims, to prepare one’s plans
minutely, to slake an implacable vengeance, and then to
bed ... thereis nothing sweeter in the world.” It will be
apt to call it a policy or plan of castration ; even ordinary
sports like wrestling, swordmanship and archery were
banned in the State., Thus, in the course of the last
century, the Kashmiri developed a trait of docility

- which made him look like a timid person who is ever

reconciled to his fate. In his encyclopaedic treatise, Sufi
has portrayed the Kashmiris ‘as feared warriors of an
ancient day who through centuries of oppression lost these
fighting qualities’. Francisco Pelsaert, who served the
Dutch East India Company from 1621 to 1627 almost
idealized the Kashmiris as ‘a people of superior intellect,
intelligent and gay, emotional, hospitable, fond of
singing, good cooking, good businessmen and not
drunkards, kind to their wives and children’.

The burden of taxes and the practice of extortions
destroyed a characteristically Kashmiri product which

" was the main source of subsistance for the people and a

first-class foreign exchange earner for the State Ex-
chequer. The world has almost forgotten the dexterous
fingers of the Kashmiri craftsman whose shawl had the
inimitable beauty of a treasured piece of art. *This fine,
silky web of wool,” said Larousse, “worked with fanciful
flowers, distinguished by the tints of its colours, its
singular designs, those strange palms draped in shades
of great varieties, those borders formed of tortuous lines
crossing each other in endless devices, all combine to
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inspire, at the very sight of a shawl, those who see it
with a desire to possess it. Fashion adopted it, protected
it, and it soon became the indispensable item of an
elegant wardrobe with all those who could afford to
purchase and thus aspire to be considered well-dregscd.
Woe to the husbands who were too poor or too stingy
to afford their wives the gratification of their wishes”.

This eulogy can now serve as an epitaph because
the old Kashmiri shawl is extinct. The ruination of the
shawl industry became obliquely symbolic of the failing
fabric of life in Kashmir. An early European visitor
pathetically described the riches and wretchedness in
Kashmir : “It is a land on which God had showered His
blessings in the making, where the earth is good and can
be made to grow much food, yet many of its people are
near starvation; aland where the finest silks and the
softest wools are spun and woven into cloth, yet most
of its people are clad in rags; a land where precious
stones are to be found, yet few of its people possess
any ; a land which writers have described as ‘the Happy
Valley’, yet only those who visit it are happy, not those
who dwell therein™.

\ One day, the people have to demonstrate that
tolerance of tyranny is not limitless. It seems that
‘tyranny begins as silence ; one begins to tolerate intole-
rance ; then one feels guilty about the silence’. After
enduring eight decades of tyranny, the Kashmiris had to
prove that they are no longer guilty of the crime of
silence. When life and death are separated by a thin
edge, men refuse to be ruled by fear as the only alterna-
tive is to take courage in both hands. The silent volcano
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of Kashmir burst in 1931 ; the people came out in
thousands and challenged the Maharaja’s rule. “They
were mowed by the bullets of the State Dogra troops in
their uprising”, as Sir Zafrullah told the United Nations
after seventeen years, ‘but refused to turn back and
received those bullets on their bared breasts’.

Sheikh Abdullah was the product of this new
spirit of resurgence and resistance among the people of
Kashmir. When he was Diwan of Jammu and Kashmir
State, Sir Gopalaswami Ayyanger invited a group of
Kashmiri leaders to an informal tea party. One of them
was introduced as “Sher-i-Kashmir”. With cynical looks
and a broad grin on his face, the Diwan remarked, “you
are the lion of Kashmir. There are only two places for
a lion. One is the jungle, the other is the cage. Where
would you want to be.” But the jeers soon turned into
cheers ; subsequent events proved that he was the Lion
of Kashmir and when he roared, the valley echoed and
the people followed him. Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah,
the first Prime Minister of Kashmir after the partition
of the subcontinent, a tried lieutenant and old political
ally of Nehru, was arrested in August 1953 as he refused
to be a handy tool in the hands of the Indian Govern-
ment and declared that the final disposition of the State
could only be decided after the issue of accession had
been referred to the people who should freely express
their will in a plebiscite under U.N. auspices. He has
been, for many years, the virtual spearhead of the free-
dom movement in the valley. But the moment he
questioned the legal validity and doubted the political
wisdom of Kashmir’s incorporation into the Indian
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Union without ascertaining the wishes of rthe people,
he was thrown out and a stooge was found and installed
as Prime Minister of the State,

What is today the fate of the land and the people
Abdullah loved and served all his life. When the sub-
continent attained independence on the basis of self-
determination, “every single citizen of the Indian empire
won his freedom—with the one and only exception of the
people of Kashmir. Therefore, in one way, the betrayal
of 1947 was more preposterous than the betrayal of 1846
it was a slavery inflicted in an enlightened world, not at
the dawn but in the dusk of imperialism”. It was not
the Maharaja’s accession to India but India’s annexation
of Kashmir ; after several years, a visitor from United
Nations found that ‘“centuries of hard life have taught
him to be reconciled to the strange role of living in a
paradise that treats him poorly, forgotten by all, helped
by none. Obediently and stolidly he accepts the status
of the forgotten man in an undiscovered nation. Only
those who have visited Kashmir can see this cruel con-
trast between the nostalgic beauty and power of its
scenery and the frightened dark eyes of its countless
‘poor.” Divested of legal technicalities and political
debate about the future disposition of the State, the
body of Kashmir appears in stark nakedness, but most
of the foreign observers have viewed the portrait in
silhouette—they have seen the outline against artificial
light but not the inside area of darkness.

Kashmir, today, is a police state, a large prison,
an armed camp, run by puppets and guarded by goondas.

- There are 100,000 Indian troops to look after 4,000,000
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Kashmiris. They thought that since the army has its

own ways of dealing with men and situations, this force

should be suitably supplemented by quasi-military units
in the larger interests of the State people! Thus, they
have today an impressive array of forces—the Indian
troops, the Militia, Home Guards, the Central Reserve
Police, the Kashmir Reserve Police, the Kashmir Special
Police and the Kashmir Regular Police. They are there
in the valley to promote the welfare of a people who, to
quote Nehru, have made ‘‘unprecedented progress”
since the Maharaja decided to accede his State to India.
But the puppets thought of another innovation—the
Peace Brigade. As the name connotes, they are to
maintain peace—at any cost. Shoot at sight, kill at
random, but peace must prevail in the valley! Even
foreign correspondents are shadowed; and if they
appear determined to leave the ‘shadow’ in order to
grasp the ‘substance’, they are formally interrogated
and externed from the State. But, perhaps, the only
redeeming feature of the whole thing is that, in spite of
stringent censorship and restrictive measures to conceal
their, guilt of suppressio veri and suggestio falsi, truth has
been able to shout from Banihal tops.

The Indian occupation forces soon discovered
that there was another army—an army of unarmed men,
women and children, in search of freedom. Gripped by
fear, the harassed and hapless people of Kashmir live
in deadly peril of anything that might happen to them,
any moment. India’s hirelings and hooligans parade the

- lanes of every village and streets of every town. They

bave an eternal date with the people, to see that there is
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no trouble. But trouble there is, all the time, everywhere.
Plebiscite has become a blasphemous word and all those
who utter it must be punished. They are not taken as
political agitators but treated as confirmed criminals ; their
movements are watched and their houses are searched
on the slightest suspicion. But this is not the only price
they have to pay; they are penalized in many more ways.

_ If they happen to be in the police force, they are fired;

if they are in the civil service, they are at least demoted ;
if they are in business, the contracts are cancelled and
all facilities withdrawn. They can, of course, have as
much liberty of speech, freedom of expression and
economic relief as they want if, with these favours, they
do not want plebiscite. But the fight for plebiscite goes
on, in spite of detentions without trial and persecution
without prosecution. As more and more people are
flouting local authorities of puppet regimes and openly
demanding a plebiscite, there is more repression, more

suppression, more corruption.

All this has to happen because India has taken
possession without plebiscite; it is a new kind of
political brigandage committed by leaders of modern
India. India has hugged Kashmir to her bosom but
what is dear to her is notthe people but the purple-red
saffron fields of the vale.

There is a garden in her face

Where roses and white lilies grow

Today, there is no natural flowering but an excres-
cential growth ; the new harvestors are weeding out the
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last vestige of the garden and the gardener. But, one ‘
day, the land will be reclaimed ; the canes will spring
from their trunks and arms ; the seedlings will smile and ]

the plants bloom. That day Kashmir will again be ‘a
thing of beauty’ as the grass will look greener and the
foliage more fair. Meanwhile, ‘the Kashmiri nightmare’
will continue to ‘burst into reality, into a horror of killing
and bloodshed, over which governmental authority may

have no control’. It has happened and it shall happen

again and again, as long as the dream of freedom lives
on. One day, Kashmir must have a face that resembles

nothing but itself.
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"Fear is the parent of cruelty”

Epilogue
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EPILOGUE

With every new onslaught on her Kashmir policy,

India’s conduct comes to wear a new complexion.
Having inherited the catchwords of ‘secularism’ and
‘communal telerance’ from her father, Mrs, Indira
Gandhi has dismissed plebiscite ‘on a religious basis’
because it can “open up vast problems not only in India
but, I think, in many other countries. It would certainly
create a very difficult situation here. It might even affect
the stability of India. And if it does that and if India
is weakened, I don’t see who gains.” In other words,
‘the crux of this theme is that Kashmir is a part of India
and that if it is allowed to go, many states in India will
try to secede’. This danger, according to Desai, India’s
Deputy Prime Minister, not only justified the ordinance
for the prosecution of those campaigning for ‘secession’
and the ‘overthrow of government’ but ‘excused burning
of Kashmiri villages by the Indian army’. The tender
relation between ‘secession’ and ‘secularism’ and the fear
of fissiparous trends, if Kashmir opts for Pakistan or
goes independent, are issues on which Indian leaders
have capitalised with a favourable balance of trade. It
is not difficult to imagine what they must be privately
dinning into the ears of their western benefactors; the
argument must be running on these lines: ‘You know
that we are a fragile society infested with caste and
communalism ; we suffer from some endemic weaknesses ;
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we are maintaining a delicate political balance and the |}
slightest stir can topple our house. We have placated
the Sikhs for the time being, having conceded a suba and  §
not a state. Then, the Nagas are knocking at our eastern
door ; whether or not they are receiving any help or arms |

from Pakistan, the fact is that they want to secede. The
south has been far from quiet ; the language contro{'ersy
in Madras and Kerala can erupt any moment and assume
any shape. To cap all, there is the food problem and
general frustration. By forcing us to a compromise on
K_ashmir, you will be pushing us into the grave, destroy-
ing the world’s biggest democracy and opening the door
to China. It is notthe question of self-determination for
Kashmiris but the survival of India as one political
entity. Once it starts, there would be nothing to prevent
others from doing the same thing; I am powerless to
stop it as it will be a breakaway chain reaction. It will
be. China’s opportunity and India’s end; all this area
will be ideologically, if not physically, overrun by our
common enemy. Would you like China to dominate
us? Is it not in your selfish interest to stand by us and
support the status quo in Kashmir? We know we can’t
win the vote in the valley; the Kashmiri Muslims will
rather side with Pakistan, but that’s not the point. Our
worry is not the verdict of the people because we know
what it is going to be ; what is perturbing us is the future
of India—India will be shattered to pieces. Itis not
an issue of freedom for Kashmiris but the fate of India.
You can see that we have a case . . . '

B?t there is a strong presumption against the truth
of India’s trumpetted case. Firstly, she had accepted
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UN resolutions calling for a plebiscite in Kashmir and
gave repeated assurances that she would honour her
pledged word ; more importantly, she did not make this
commitment to any other acceding state or agitating
people in India. Thus, why should her failure to hold
Kashmir threaten her stability, security or integrity? If
the fabric of India’s unity is so precariously hanging by
a thread, Kashmir or no Kashmir, she is bound to be
overtaken by a splintering process and disintegrate in
course of time. If they are trying to protect and project
a unity which does not exist, the central authority in
India is bound to be disowned ‘until the whole structure

comes down’.

Secondly, Indian leaders often recall the history
of the United States and the bloody civil war in the
States to prevent the south from seceding. But, this
‘analogy is inaccurate since Kashmir is not a part of
India trying to secede, nor a slave-owning society
attempting to retain slavery’. Thirdly, India’s refusal
to give in to what they think is communal demand,
tends to impress that she is faithfully following the
ideals of a secular polity. But, is it not a fact that
revanchist Hindu militant organizations like the
Rashtriya Sevak Sangh have almost institutionalized
religious fanaticism in India. The most desirable
victims are, of course, the Muslims. They live in a state
of perpetual fear and economic squeeze. Writing in a
Madras journal, Mr. C. Rajagopalachari, the former
Governor-General of India, pointedly asked his com-
patriots to explain this paradoxical situation: ‘“Must
the Hindus be free to use their majority strength in
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- Muslims, Scheduled Castes and Backward Classes.

India and call the Muslims’ self-defence communal while

their own communal activities g0 by the grand name of
secular democracy ?”

The Hindu Mahasabha, a cultural wing of RSS, |
has launched its ‘save India from Christian imperialism’ |
campaign as it agitates for action against the missiona-
ries. The untouchables were named ‘Children of God’® !
by Gandhi, but it must be Siva, the old Hindu god of
destruction because the centenary gift to Gandhi was the
murder of Harijans in a number of Indian villages.
Even Indian newspapers carry reports of untouchables
being burnt, buried alive and hacked to pieces. Three
untouchables were shot dead in a central Indian town
recently for growing their moustaches upwards and not
downwards to suit their ‘lowly” social status. A Harijan
boy was brutally killed while walking along a street
wearing sandals. A recent convention of Indian minori-
ties came to the conclusion that thejr future was ‘bleak
and horrifying’; the participants decided to form a
new political party to be called All-India Federation of

Inspite of overwhelming evidence to the contrary,
the Indian Minister of State told the UN General
Assembly that Muslims were enjoying the ‘blessings of
secular India’ and were in fact ‘living very happily’! But
fine words, they say, cannot feed 2 starving cat. Mr.
Nirad C. Chaudhri rightly observed : “Since the people
of this country will not face that reality, they think they
can get rid of it by repeating the word secular”. Mr,
Mulgaolkar, Chief Editor of the Hindustan Times, says

that “every time there is an outburst of communal
262

passions, the Congress leadership goes Fhrough a rc;(utm;
ritual whose ingredients are an expression of shoc la}n

condemnation of the forces o.f or:gamsed commx;g? 1s;r;
and an appeal for national unity.’ . A recent edi 011 :
in The Times said : “The trouble is t1}at seculansnc:lt ar
been proclaimed rather than precisely define :.
entrenched”. A correspondent of St.atesm.an has. casti-
gated Indian leaders who ‘go on m.errlly as if nothing pas
happened and sometimes indulge in the luzxury of talking
about the future greatness of the country.- '{‘he wez?kly
New Age of India, thinks that their ‘ preten§1ons
to secularism are a great fraud on the 1nternat1€>na1
community and that beneath this cloak 9f scj,culan.sn’::,
militant Hindu chauvinism is masquerad}ng in India”.
Thus, it is not Kashmir’s feared secession from N.eYv
Delhi but the economically disenfranchised and politi-
cally persecuted minorities, sub-national groups and
tribes who may, one day, precipitate the downfall of
India. India has to cut through the ‘religion-and-.caste
abracadabra’ before she can hope to preserve its unity.

Strategic Spectacles

Are Indian leaders fretting and fuming because

" the secessionists are active in ‘strategic areas like

Kashmir’? They say that all the UN resolutions have
become obsolete because Kashmir was necessary for
India’s defence! Mrs. Indira Gandhi told the troops
near the cease-fire line that ‘Kashmir was vital for the
integrity and defence of India’. It was a firm reiteration
of what Nehru had told the lower house of the parlia-
ment on 17 September, 1953 : “You must remember the
basic fact that Kashmir is a highly strategic area”. Even
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Gandhi once gave out that Kashmir ‘had the greatestﬁ;-
strategic value, perhaps, in all India’. On the eve of ]
Maharaja’s stroke of accession, the Indian foreign depart-
ment sent the following telegraphic advice to the British 8

Government : “Kashmir’s northern frontiers, as you are .}

aware, run in common with those of three countries,

Afghanistan, the U.S. S.R. and China. Security of
Kashmir, which must depend on internal tranquility and
existence of stable government, is vital to security of 1
India, especially since part of the southern boundary of
Kashmir and India are common. Helping Kashmir, ]
therefore, is an obligation of national interest to India.” ]
Nine years later, Nehru put it more bluntly: ‘Even if ]
Kashmir had not acceded to India, it would have been }
our duty to defend it’. An official Indian handout gave |
a perverted version of the constitutional position 3

after partition: “In the absence of accession ... the
Union of India was responsible for the defence and
protection of Indian States, since it has succeeded to the
British Crown in the same way as the British Crown had
succeeded to the East India Company, which in its turn
had succeeded to the Moghal Emperor. The United
Nations recognized the Union of India as the successor
State to the pre-independence Government of India by
allowing it to continue its original membership, while
admitting Pakistan, on her application, as a new member
State.”

India has not been able to dupe the world with -
these cant phrases. It is not always possible to make
the best of a bad bargain. Indian spokesmen have been
writing their arguments with sand; in the United
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Nations, they have been reasoning on a purely legal and
technical plane; to a section of world opinion, they
have been telling that two elections in the State have
ruled out plebiscite; for the consumption of liberal-
minded nations, they say that a communal demand
cannot be entertained in a secular society; the Indian
Musalmans are warned that they would be working for
their own self-destruction if they supported self-determi- |
nation for any segment of their co-religionists ; the pro-
tecting superpowers are taken into confidence and invited
to appreciate India’s strategic stake in Kashmir and the
danger of her breakup as a united country in the wake
of a successful separatist movement. Mr. J.J. Singh,
head of the India League in the United States before
independence, has described the Indian propaganda that \
the valley of Kashmir is essential for India’s defence as \
“‘one of the biggest bogies we have created”. He added
that “there are many other routes which Pakistan or
China could take if they wished to attack India.”

The geopolitical view is weightier in Pakistan’s
case because Kashmir is an unbreakable link in her
defence chain. Within a few weeks after partition,
Sheikh Abdullah pointed out that ‘“the Jammu and
Kashmir State has been ene of the principal recruiting
grounds of the Pakistan army, a source of man-power
Pakistan cannot forego. Its occupation by India will
expose Pakistan’s vital flank with its main rail and road ‘
communications.” Thus, India found in Kashmir a big |
base for penetrational operations against Pakistan; her |

|
|

occupation of this area ‘is an arrow pointing at the heart
of Pakistan’. In fact ““one has only to see our communi-
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cations, our rivers, and even the cease-fire line in

Kashmir to realise how Pakistan’s defences are out-
flanked, and the main arteries of her communicaiions
are threatened . . . They are sufficient factors to indicate
that our neck is in the grip of others.”

During the eighties of the last century, an article
(by an anonymous writer) appeared in The Times of
London. It is worth quoting: ““Then it is said Kashmir
is of no military importance ; that the British Govern-
ment do not cast greedy eyes on it. Blame me as you will,
but record it for yourself, unless there is a decided
change of policy, before long Kashmir will soon be as
much British India as is now Burma. And is the country
of no military importance? I think the military
authorities in India consider otherwise. Why, the first
instructions issued to me ten years ago, were to make a
‘gun carriage road’ through the mountains. Is there
not a road being projected now to the utmost corner of
the kingdom, with vast sums of money being spent on it,
solely for military purposes? Has the Maharaja not
been repeatedly threatened with a military cantonment,
to be placed in the most favourable situation in the
valley 77 E.F. Knight was a member of the expedition
which was organised under Colonel Durand in 1891
when hostilities broke out in the frontier. According
to him, “it is only recently that the great strategical
importance to the Empire of this position has been fully
realized. This region is now attracting some attention.
Our influence should at least extend up to that great
mountain range which forms the natural frontier of
India. It is necessary for the safeguarding of our Empire

that we should at any rate hold our side of the mountain
gates . . . Had we not sold this magnificent country a
great military cantonment would no doubt have been
long since established here. This would have been
most advantageous from a strategical point of view.”
All these historical references relate to an area which
is now part of West Pakistan. It is hardly profitable for
Indian leaders to argue against such an axiomatic

position.
A Hindu Land!

Mr. Karan Singh, son of Kashmir’s last ruler, has
admitted that the people ‘did not want to live with
India’ but that is immaterial because ‘we see no reason
to give up this superlatively beautiful area’. The urge
for freedom is understandable but ‘almost all large
pations in the world have at their peripheries certain
secessionist tendencies.’ Above all, India’s claim to
Kashmir is that, for the Hindus, “every inch of this land
has traditionally been considered sacred, hallowed by
association with great saints and sages going back to
the very dawn of recorded history.” As a lie is a
coward’s way of getting out of trouble, they have now
declared Kashmir a Hindu land—the old Hindu gods
confined in caves or perched on mountain tops still
beckon the faithful to this ancient land of rishis and
sadhus! Believe it or not: ‘the deaf man heard the dumb
man tell that the blind man saw the lame man run’.
An official statement issued by India’s Press Information
Bureau asserted that “there was not a single Muslim in
Kashmir upto the year 1340 of the Christian era.” If
the clock of time could be so conveniently put back,
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there was a year when there was not a single Hindu in

India. If the historical process of social upheavals down

the ages could be reversed, the caste Hindus of today
should hand over the country to non-Aryan Dravadian
and other aboriginal tribes who ruled this land long
before Krishna played flute and Ram plunged into
romantic duels to win Sita’s love. But it is sheer
bunkum to speak in these terms because today Kashmir
is peopled by Muslims; it has a distinctly Muslim
personality and no miracle or mantaras can alter this
physical fact. What is more, Kashmir’s cultural viability
was born with the embrace of Islam ; Kashmir acquired

- an entity after the Muslim conquest of India.

In fact, when they say that Kashmir is a land of
Hindus, they are really suggesting that it should be a
land of Hindus. They believe thatit can be converted into
a Hindu State; the official organ of RSS has proposed
‘expulsion and liquidation of Kashmiri Muslims® and
demanded settlement of Indian Hindus in Kashmir. An
alternative plan is that the disputed territory should be
sequestered ‘by dividing into variousregions and merging
them with adjoining Hindu majority areas’. A leading
Indian daily Partap advocated that ‘the only way to
make Kashmir an integral .part of India was to settle
loyal citizens of India in Kashmir. If this process leads
to civil war, let it be. If the Indian traitors resist, let
the blood flow”. Openly articulating Indian designs,
another Indian journal warned: “Unless the complexion
of population is changed and the majority is converted
into a minority, the basic problem will remain unsolved
and Kashmir will always remain exposed to danger.’
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An Indian State Chief Minister, Mr. C. B. Gupta, has
urged that “there should be no discussions with any one
at this stage on Kashmir and a complete silence should
be observed. This oath of silence should be broken only
when the non-Muslim population exceeds the Muslims
there. Then we agree to anything—election, referendum
or plebiscite, come what may.”

According to Lord Birdwood, “the motives of the
Kashmir State Government in prosecuting so disgraceful
a campaign of persecution are not difficult to divine. A
systematic modification of the population in favour of
the non-Muslim elements would obviously achieve
popular support for an extension of their own precarious
term of office.” After a series of massacres since 1947,
the Indian Government has lately stepped up measures to
uproot the Muslim population from occupied Kashmir.
At least half a million Indian Hindus have been awarded
citizenship certificates and resettled on landed property
of Muslims who were driven out of the State.

The Only Way

The Hindu Pandits of Kashmir have welcomed
‘remedial measures’, proposed by a former Chief Justice
of India, to remove ‘imbalance in development program-
mes’ and ‘tensions in different regions’ of the State.
The plan aims at creating a non-Muslim majority in the
cabinet of the puppet Government and ‘bringing the
possibility of a Hindu Chief Minister for Kashmir nearer.’
Thus, the chairman of this enquiry commission is happy
to declare that “so far as India is concerned, Kashmir
presents no problem ; Kashmir is a part of India, and

- it will remain a part of India so long as India is able to
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- Home Guards and the armed police.

maintain the integrity of its borders™.

tion for the people of Kashmir.

she persisted in her intransigence over Kashmir...’
Two Indian intellectuals, Mr. T. N, Zuthsi and F.P.
Menon, have deplored that the administration of Jammu
and Kashmir is a heavy burden on the poor Indian tax-
payer ‘amounting to hundreds of crores every year in
the form of military and police expenditure as well as
so-called trade and other subsidies intended to win the
allegiance of the people.” In fact, the Indian occupation
of Kashmir is proving mutually destructive. In spite of
their ruthless exploitation of Kashmir’s natural wealth,
which has rendered nude huge tracts of forest land, the
Indians complain of ‘the terrible economic drain on the
taxpayer which the occupation of Kashmir involves.’
On the other hand, Kashmiris are groaning under the
weight of loans from the Central Government which
have, as Bombay’s weekly Current said, reached a fan-
tastic total of Rs. 190.87 crores and the average indebted-
ness of a citizen of the held area now stands at Rs.
516. It is also reported thatmost of the industrial estates
in Kashmir have been converted into barracks for the

Despite her deepening economic crisis, India is
feverishly busy building up her military potential. On
their own admission, ‘the country was facing the most
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In other words, 4
a strong military posture is the only way to frustrate §
Pakistan’s efforts to secure the right of self-determina-

Thus, the burden of
defence in India has shot up from Rs. 151 crores in 1948
to Rs. 1000 crores in 1968. But, as the Economist point-
ed out, ‘economic ruination stared India in the face if |

o

~ a formidable fighting force.

- regardless of their poisonous content.

crucial test’ and they shall have to go through ‘hell and
fire’ to achieve economic stability. In spite of the
economic malaise which afflicts India, they have made a
fetish of a ‘twin threat’ from China and Pakistan and
are spending more than £ 3 million per day on raising
In a self-laudatory vein,
Mrs. Gandhi says to her foreign visitors that ‘India
embraces the whole of history from the stone age to the
present’. It is ironically true because India has set ‘one
foot in cow dung and the other in the atomic age’; she
is torn between grinding poverty and grafted luxury and
holds a precarious equation between economic objectives
and military ambitions. India is living ‘in a world of
self-deception and make-believe’ and not realizing that
her reckless military expenditure can cripple her ‘beyond
the point of endurance.” India’s preoccupation with
military outlays has been rightly termed ‘a costly attitude
which diverts her resources from economic recovery,
augments fear and international tension and is leading
to an armaments race in the whole area’. India’s new
image is that her leaders are °‘adrift on a fast sinking
ship’. It is largely because of her extravagant expendi-
ture on defence that India’s food production has dec-
lined to such a low level that her famished people are
chewing leaves to survive, eating seeds for the next crop
and even grains found in cow dung and desert plants
There are reports
of mothers in prison slaughtering their hungry children ;
some parents, in desperation, steal and even kill to feed
their starving family. Many impoverished farmers have
sold their bullocks, their wives, jewellery and best
clothes ; the new face of India is grimly reflected in
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