















































other things, they share the imperialist attitude toward the
“heathen Chinee” and feel themselves entitled to adopt the
same posture and play the same role vis-a-vis their neighbors
that the British did. But above all, the Nehrus and the Krishna
Menons are victims of an illusion, or perhaps it is a self-decep-
tion, which has recurred again and again in the course of history.
They sincerely want to play a progressive role, and they believe
that however bad things are or however unpromising the situa-
tion, they can by their own efforts bring about some measure
of improvement. “The Congress Party has its weaknesses,” they
argue, “but let us stay in it and do our best to reform it, to
make our own views and goals prevail.” In saying this, they
fall intc a trap from which escape is all but impossible; they
become first the prisoners and then the tools of their enemies.
And, sad to say, they usually end up rationalizing their position
and joining their enemies. It is an old, old story in the West:
the history of the socialist movement is full of such betrayals.
We should not be surprised to see the same thing happening in
India.

So much for the needs of India’s ruling class and the
means of their satisfaction. When we come to the role of the
United States, we can be much briefer. The Cold War is, of
course, a war to rid the world of socialism, and China is there-
fore an arch-enemy. The more troubles China has, the ‘better
the United States likes it. But in this case, China’s troubles are
only part of the harvest. To the U.S. ruling class, neutralism
is anathema: the neutralist country is not only not with us; it
is half-way to being against us; and as things have been go-
ing, it may at any time travel the rest of the way. How much
better to have it safely in our camp, complete with military
alliances, occupation bases, and all the rest! It only needs to
be added that India has been by far the largest and potentially
the most influential of the neutralist states. It has therefore
long been U.S. policy to coax or entice India out of the neu-
tralist camp and into the Western bloc. That, as a result of the
Sino-Indian conflict, India now gives every sign of scurrying in
under her own power is a source of gratification such as the
U.S. ruling class has not experienced for a long, long time.*

* Until very recently, we were inclined to blame the Chinese for allow-
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The purring in the State Department, the Pentagon, and the
nation’s editorial offices has been as audible as the gnashing
of teeth at India’s “immoral” neutralism used to be. The
prospects now opening up in Asia seem limitless, and all
favorable.

And yet, from any longer run point of view, it is a fool’s
game that the Indian and U.S. ruling classes are now playing.
China can, if she has to, stand the strain of a long conflict on
the Indian border. India as now constituted certainly cannot.
The prospective militarization of the Indian economy will ruin
whatever meager prospects of development have existed up to
now, and it is ridiculous to suppose that U.S. aid can somehow
make good the damage that will thus be done. As conditions
deteriorate, the Indian government will inevitably move more
or less rapidly to the Right. Political democracy, India’s great-
est achievement in the eyes of the underdeveloped world, will
go by the board. The only alternative is an out-and-out military
dictatorship more and more openly dependent on U.S. aid.

We know what such regimes look like, and how their vic-
tims fare. They exist, for example, in South Korea and South
Vietnam, both of which were dragged by blind ruling classes
and Washington cold warriors into disastrous military ad-
ventures. The hunger, the suffering, the oppression, the misery,
the hopelessness of the unhappy peoples of these unhappy
lands, constitute one of the great tragedies of our time. That
India, the second most populous country in the world, should
now be hurrying down the same road is a fact—and alas, it is
a fact—almost too horrible to contemplate.

But this is not all. The United States has been able, by
pouring out billions of dollars, to maintain some sort of wretched
status quo in South Korea and South Vietnam. It is doubtful

ing themselves to be provoked into taking actions which must inevitably
have this result. A careful study of the record, however, has convinced
us that this charge cannot be sustained. There was of course no ag-
gression involved in building the Aksai Chin road, and the Chinese were,
as we hope to have demonstrated above, most anxious for an honor-
able compromise. They even retreated for two years in the face of
Indian military pressure, and Indian hostility was thoroughly aroused
long before the Chinese struck back in self-defense. It takes two to keep
the peace, just as it takes two to work out a compromise.
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will not only ruin India but may also engulf other neighboring
nations and peoples.

To this we say “amen” and add the postscript that not
only India and neighboring nations and peoples may be ruined
but also the United States and quite possibly the whole world.

(December 15, 1962)
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