9 The Daily Star

et

4-' "‘ ,.f" *-"."-' -‘ ' o ":}'*'i e B F' % .::;:E:E:-.-' .* -.
..-" r“';‘ R :l".rl"l".* I'-" #*fi: ':?r'__!"'.?:sgf:':-,- : -*'*.*.-.-f::.::.ﬁ-.:i.::‘ "r.._ _?_..'..' :..-51" -"".'.:_

—

=

”\]
fbp

=

)

J

AGAZ INE

w::m-'mn:'m-: years
ago, a patriarch of the
: " Fourth Estate, lan
Melville ns, former Editor
of The Statesman, who was
.considered to be the
‘trendsetter’ of bold journalism
in the sub-continent, visited
. Dhaka only for a couple of days.
Due to some reason he

could not meet the journalists

of Dhaka. A cryptic message
from Rawalpindi alerted the
Press Information Department
officials that lan Stephens was
! slightly indisposed and would
like to avoid visitors. And, he
does not carry anything himself
‘except the walking stick.
the visit of a 'legend’ in
the field of journalism later
to be a memorable one,
it was not publicised in the
press dcprhdng his innumerable
. Bengali admirers of the news
that the all-time great Editor of
the uuh—cuntincnt was in the
city.
lan  Stephens's much-
" awaited visit occurred in De-
cember 1970 which was a hec-

tic political time for the Bengalis .

who were on the verge of their
final ‘stage” of the freedom
movement. Surprisingly, a pro-
tagonist of Pakistan movement
in early and mid 40s and who

later became an honorary citi- _

zen of Pakistan, lent tacit sup-
port to the freedom struggle of
the Bengalis. Except writing a
small letter to The London
Times, perhaps on request of
Pakistan authorities, comparing
the Bengali freedom movement
with the Triest isspe. But sub-
sequently he virtually withdrew-
all support from the Pakistani
junta after the military 'crack-
down on the unarmed Bengalis
in Dhaka on March 25, 1971.

It was a bright sunny mom-
ing of December 18, 1970. A tall
and very handsome lan
Stephens stepped into the
gangway of a PIA plane with a
captivating smile; exactly re-
sembling the one that could be
us found on the back cov-

ers of his books! In a message
to The Statesman (centenary
volume

1875-187E lan

L

This cartoon was publi:
Barar Pairika on Junuury 27

[with whom ll.n Stephens once

exchanged greetings through
this writer). Mentions were also

made of late publicist S A D
Fakhruddin Ahmud and Syed
Walfullah, both of whom were
attached to The Statesman at
the time of lan Stephens, and
also of Enamul Haq, publicist,
who was once invited by lan
Stephens to visit his Hertford
Street house in Cambridge
sometime in 1966, [an Stephens
spoke very highly of A R Shams-
Ud Doha, former High Commis-
sioner in London. So far as the
knowledge of this writer goes,
among lan  Stephens's non-

st friends included such
fllustrious persons as Nawab
Sir K G M Farugi, Kt. Nawab of
Ratanpur, A H M Doha, ex-IPS
and central minister, and Dr
Syed Sajjad Hossain. education-
ist.

Immortal "Shahed"
Altaf Hussain, educationist-

- turned-journalist-politician,

former Editor of "The Dawn",

“who was also secretary to
" Quaid-e-Azam Mohammad Ali

Jinnah for some time, and a

central minister, perhaps got

the highest praise from the pen
of lan Stephens. He wrote :
"One of the creators of Pakistan
was certainly ‘Shahed’, for sev-
cral years a mysterious regular
contributor of articles to The
Statesman. We publlshcd them
on our editorial page — where a

‘Hindu contribu I:ur’s articl:s also

regularly appeared. The ex-
tremity of baffled indignation
which Shahed's effusions
aroused among the more chau-
vinist of the paper's Hindu
readers, and the enthusfasm
among Muslim ones, will be al-
most unintelligible now." Again,
in reply to a letter from Prof
Nicholas Mansergh, Master of
St. John's College, Cambridge,
who was also editor-in-chief of
the British Government docu-
mcnt under the title The Trans-
Jer of Power in India 1942-47,

. lan Stephens wrote " Yés in-

deed, ‘Shahed’ was indeed Altal
1assain. For good reasons, per-
sonal to Altal, the fact was for

‘esteem_in Viceregal
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The World of Ian Stephens

application to the press and.

Stephens's daily expose of the
famine scandal, with dreadful

statistics fortified by horrific |

pictures, was winning him little
Lodge in
NewDelhi. The story goes that
once, when secking an interview
in the capital he wrote his name
on the back of a particularly re-
volting famine picture (taken by
him from a Calcutta footpath in’
1943) and sent it in as his visit-

_ing card. He did all a man could

do to assuage human suffering
on.a massive scale, and cer-

. tainly brought the Government

of India to its senses. He was:
not regarded in Clive Street as a
pukka, or even semi-pukka

‘Sahib: how could he be, il he

came to office astride a bicycle,
clad in-a sleeveless vest, shorl.s

.and chappals?”

Ian Looks at Himself

A life-long liberal and great
humanitarian, lan Stephens's
attitude towards life was
simple but highly philosophical.
He says : "I have no beliefl at all
in personal immortality; every
intellectual consideration | can
think of points against it. Nor
do 1 want it. Annthilation of the
human being after death seems
much likehier eventuality — and
would be all right for me. If yes-
terday’'s dead wasp on the
kitchen floor, is, as wasp, utter
nullity, why not lan Stephens?
Yet despite the scientists’ com-
plex probes and 'mankind's
puny personal efforts to yunder-
stand, the Universe is an
enigma — and seems bound to
remain so, human beings’
senscs are s0 limited.”

v the ‘Amuila

1945 with the

caption: “lan Stephens, whose mild manners and

speech belie the thrust he is capable of dealing

with his per.”

Stephens recalled his Dhaka
visit in the following words :
"During the autumn of 1970 |
was passing through the sub-
continent en route to H
Some one in Dhaka had I
was in transit; and when | dis-
embarked there, | was puzzied
to see five or so grey-haired
Bengall gentlemen advancing
me across the Larmac.

Don’'t be alarmed,’ said one of
them, 'we just wanted you to
know Mr Sitcphens, that we
have not forgotien what The
Statesman did for us Bengalis
during these terrible times in
1943." | kit deeply moved —
almost to tears.’

lan Stephens, though mis-
calculated by his Winchester
housemaster by keeping a per-
functory note the in-coming
housemaster that "lan was good
for nothing except farming”, was
one of the brilhant products of
Cambridge University, gettin
firsts in natural science an:
history which were unusual
combinations. Besides journal-
ism and literature, lan
Stephens excelled in other ficlds
also. He had a wonderful zest
for Mie. In course of this short
article, this writer, however, in-

meiny years a well-kept secret, |
can't specify the year (between
1937-42) | became aware of im-
poriant new contributions to
our editorial page — fortnightly,
| think, by an able, obviously
well-informed, and representa-
tive polemical Muslim writer
signing himself ‘Shahed’. They
reflected the view-point of the
Muslim League; and, as the
Lcague, though under-repre-
scnled in the Indian press, then
had substantial popular back:
ing and seemed to be a rising
lorce, | thought them well worth
our publishing. And, | was
amused by periodical evidently
sharp annoyance expressed by
the Congress party enthusiasts
al their appearance. During the
sirecnuous summer of 1041,
Arithur Moore teok ‘long leave'
for travels abroad and
Wordeworth, as acting Editor,
soon stopped laking Shahed's
articles, replacing them by con-
tributions from Humayun
Kabir, a talented young man
but known to be pro-Congress,
subsequently a minister in
Nehru's cabinet, Rather
shocked, | had deduced that
Wordsworth had somehow been
got at'. Exasperating to many
Congressites though Shahed's
contributions must certainly
have been, they did represent
the views then held by many or
pcrhaps most Muslims .. °

A Colleague's Pride

While paying Lribules to lan
Siephens, his enetime col-
lcague, Marvyn Hardinge wrote
in the volume of The
Statesman : "1 think with pride
of lan Stephens, the editor,
when | joined the paper, and his

to relieve

Lhe lamine of 1943. The
Lﬂtul'nrhﬂ'lthm-
strongly in favour of
Japan, the nationalist press
was [eariessly the
Defence of India Rules in thetr
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The umverse is an enigma: lan Stephens’
portrait from The Statesmart, Delhi. ‘

First Lady Bumped into
Nobody

lJur"lng 30s lan Stephens
was in great demand' in Delhi-
Simla circles of elites, becausc
‘Il was good in ‘ball-room’ danc-
ing, Edwardian style. | did very
much enjoy it, and meeting
pretty girls — among thpse, to
my surprise, being a Weslern-
ized Parsi from Hyderabad, very
attractive, Roshan Faridoonii,
whom | was much of.” Now, a
little giimpse from his historic
dance with Indias forecmost
lady, Lady Willngdon, wife of
the Governor General Lord Will-
ingdon. He writes "Very
formidable a person though
Lady Willingdon was known to
be, | grappled her unhcesitat-
ingly with India's foremost lady,
and found that her rather
bulky, hard-surfaced and pre-
sumab
pres against mine, moved
rhythmically and well. We
suited one another. Other cou-
ples seemed to scatter for
safety, as we whirled around. |
bumped her into nobody. And, |
vould at least flatter mysclf that
| had been a more fitting part
ner for her than was the Ma-

haraja of Patiala,” who was her

purl‘.m-:r in the first hall ol the
darndv

On 'Facts of Life'

On our first meeting at Hotel
Intercontinental (now Sheraton)
| {perhaps naively!] enquired
aboul his lamily lile, including
number ol children, a routine
subject for Bengali gossip! Al
once he burst into laughter and
said, "Oh, what shall | do with a
wife! During my hectic days in
the Statesman, particularly
during Second World War, riots
and subsequent Partition | used
to sleep in my office room in the
Stalesman building. Those were
the turbulent in the sub-
continent and could | do

Iu.n. Slephen.h f IE{M IJHJJ lleart remains fm ever in Bengal
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with a &ifc? Of course, while I
was in England on a long leave,
my parents, who were worried
to see. my attitude towards
matrimony, invited some pretty
young girls to our house in
Eastern London. But, | could
not decide finally.” There were
other Jaclors as well. Besides,

Roshan (who was later married *

to the elder brother of Wali{
Khan of NWFP), lan Stephens
was also in love with Miss

.Penelope, the daughter of the C-

in-C, and "thought about her
continuously, and did, at times,
toy with the idea of proposing
marriage.” Also came in his lile
another lady, Georgie, who was
his [requent partner in ball
dance. lan Stephens was a life
long bachelor but had an
adopted son, Dr Arthur, from

Hnngkung lis sarcastic re-
marks on marriage will, per-
haps, speak -a lot of this great
man. He says : "From what |
had learned about it so far —
not much in practice, but | had
known the 'lacts of life’ from
zoology quite early — it was not
so very much more delicious
than strawberries-and-cream: a
bait, lusciously dangled before
one by the Creatwor and by hu-
man, society for capturing and
domesticating the: male: some-
thing one might manage to do
without if one wanted some-
thing else more — whal [ felt I

A Casteless Journalist

While in India, lan Stephens
did not see eye to eye with the

A Partial Glimpse

byAbdul Kader

conservative, white-coloured
ICS officers because of their dif-
lerent outlook towards political,
¢eonomic and social problems
in India. Many years later, the
members of the ICS Association
in London inyited him to be the

lone speaker at their annual

dinner on Oct 30, *79. While
admitting that it was an honour
[or him, lan Stephens told
them: "You will want me, [ am
pretty sure, to n this talk a
personal one, because the India
| saw — more or less simulta-
neously with most of yoursell —
was seen, except for my first

. seven years, not as you saw it,

but with a non-official's eyes. |
had indeed considered putting
my name in for the ICS in 1924.

In retrospect, however,. 1 doubt
whether 1 would have adapted
well to the ICS. Certainly, my
mental attitudes being what
they then were — a bit priggish,

politically pinkish, Cambridgy, 1
would have a difficult time near
Lthe start. Politically, 1 have al-
ways'been liberal — as has "The
Statesman”" — whereas the

_ Navour of Delhi-Simla bureau-

cracy was conservative. Fur-
thermore, it is the duty of a
journalist to meet all sorts of
people on a level, totally regard-
less of class or caste. Previ-
ously, like all British employees
of the government of India, |
had been, in effect, a white
Brahmin. Contrariwise, as an
Assistant Editor or, subse-
quently, the Editor of "The
Statesman”, | was of necessity

. altogether casteless, and could

not function prﬂptl"ly otherwise
— which was a relief. 1 look
back on my years with "The
Statesman” — 14 of them, as
contrasted with seven with the

government of India — as much
the more satisfying. That they
should have included, in '43, a
major clash with government

over, the calamity of the Hengal

famine — which earned me
lasting {ll-will from some impor-
tantly-placed officials — was
unfortunate but not a matter
that at all | regret. 1 reckoned
mysell exceptionally fortunate
in being able to stay on, which.
most British members of Lhe
Services could not do. And,

e r‘%?:;f % %::F ,; e 1-.:?"?

someone else also stayed on,

who now needs to be alluded to:
a towering personality, Mount-
batten — someone whose catas-
trophic fate, only
ago (an IRA-planted bomb killed

him while he was on royal
yacht), thrust him once again

into our minds. It is unfortu-

nate that in Oct '47 — when he

had also stayed on — I felt it my

duty to clash, totally, with him,
on principle, over his and
Nehru's decision to accept the

accession, to the Indian Union,
of Kashmir State. But in that,

subsequent events assure me,
for they have so profoundly un-
salislactory — that | was right,
not wrong.” :

Encounter with a |
President

lan Stephens visited PEIII'I
istan, his second home, for the
last time in 1977 when Zia-Ul

Huq-Bhutto enmity reached’

climax. Because of very old per-

sonal friendship link with Sir

Shahnawaz Bhuito, who be-

friended lan Stephens in Bom-

bay some time in 1931, he had

some natural weakness for Z A

Bhutto, then an undcrtrial.pris-
oner, who was also an admirer
of lan Stephens and once wrote

to him that he had read -all his

books and had also semt an
open invilation to visit PaKistan
as an ollicial guest when Bhutto

- himself was Presidegt of Pak-

istan. It may be recalled that
when lan Stephens was a histo-
rian to the government of Pak-
istan and wrote the History of
Pakistan Army, Pakistan's dic-
tatlor President Zia-Ul Huq was
a junior officer then.

However, as desired by lan
Stephens, the government of
-Gen Zia-Ul Huq also extended
an invitation to him to acqu

many “extraordinary, unfore-

seen and mostly hortid things

had happened”. It was month-

Iung visit. Although Bhutto's .
heard in Lahore .

appcal wag
High Court, where lan Stcphcm

. was. prcsent one day as an

outsider’ (later he said, he was
shocked to see the broken

health of Bhutto) to witness the

proceedings, yet as a veleran
journalist he had his own
method .of probing the whole
conspiracy against Bhutlo. Be-
foresarriving Pakistan (Dec ‘76 -

Jan '77] he p a 4-point

quéeslionnaire for Gen Zia-Ul
Huq, who was supposecd to meet
the gucst who was none else
than lan Stephens! As charac-
teristic with him, and on tacti-
cal ground, JIan Stephens
passed on the questionnaire 10
the foreign ministry so that

e

a few weeks

_Bhulte guilty of his

ire

some first-hand knowledge of so’

President Zia-Ul Hugq mukl

his vicws on each nl' the |
questions. Briefly they were: ll}
When Gen Zta-Ul H

Bhutto (very pcrll:‘y] under

- magrijal law in July 1977 lml

assumed supreme r,
declared he ifuuld l’ﬂp;:!“
election within 90 days. Now he
says that election ‘could .not be .
held before the autumn of 79 —
which would mean a lapse of
550 days. Can people have
much faith in the General's as-
surances henceforward? -~ .
(2) It was Bhutto, who made
Gen  Zia-Ul Hug Chief of Staff,

. uplifting him to it over the

heads of several generals senioy
o him. Some gratitude for that -
favour might have been looked
for, but cannot be said to hauc
been shown., .

(3} Not wholly withoul rea-
son, il cpuld be asserted that
Gengral Zia, in reverse, rigged’
the Supreme Court. For he dis-
placed the judge who, not long
before, Mr Bhutto had made
Chief Justice. *

(4) And General Zia's action
might be construed as sinisler
for this reason: that, not long

-after the aforegoing cvent, he
made himsell not only Pak-

istan's Chiel Martial Law Ad¢
‘sministrator but her President —
accepting the resignation of Mr
Fazle Hahi. The consequence —
which seems awkward — i%
that, if the Suprcme Courl
should shortly declare Mr
ged con-
spiracy to murder, and il Mr
Bhuto were lo appea nsl
the tence imposed;” his ap-
peal would go to General Zia-Ul
Huq. Such a totgh question-
naire was not accepltable to a
dictater like Zia-Uj Hug. It now
became certain that there would
not be a ' meeting with the Pak-
istani President. lan Sicphens

. however discussed thesc mal-

ters’ with many importantly-

' Mmhhtudﬂ not get

satisfactory rt:phh from any*

one. Suddenly Zia-Ul Hugq
changed his mind and allowed
an interview with lan Siephcns
just an hour before his planc
left Pakistan for London. Later,
lan Siephens recollected abowt
thts hlaturic meetifg: "A hand-

some man, physically wry it

clear-skinned; that curlous
pigrm:ntaunn under is
_much léss noticeable nin
the photografie! very

able, he spoke well and, within
his own framec-work of ideas,
secemed ullerly. sincere.” Two
years laler, while addressing
the members of Pakistan Soci-
ety in Londen in the Committee
Room of the British Parlamont
Continued on page 10 .
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much croseted body,

HEN Boris Yeltsin dis-

solved the Russian Pa-

rliament in violation of
the constitution, The Economtist
editorial remarked that it was "a
siep he was justified in taking.”

And wheén the Ruyssian
President ordered tanks to
bomb the White House, killing
more than 100 people in the
worst violence in Moscow since
the 1917 revolution, the Russia
rurrenpﬂndcnt of the magazine
called it "a scuffle”,
~ This very British tendency
for understatement has been
one of the magazine's enduring
characteristics.

Like the rest of the business
press, The Economist was anx-
fous to support the West's de-
sire for a rapid Integration of
the lormer Soviet empire into
the global marketplace via pri
valisation and [IMF-inspired
shock therapy.

Indged, it whs The Economist
which coined .the term
“privatisation”; to describe the
relurning "to profitable private
motivation of anything that had
declined through unprofitable
stale intervention.

Since its foundation The
Economist has been a staunch
opponent of state intervention
in ‘industry. When under
Britain's 1840 Factory Acts the
factory work heurs were limited,
the magazine was shocked by
the "interference of the legisla-
ture with industry, with the
hours of work, with the con-
tracts between masters and
workmen. .. . to which we are in
all its shapes and forms decid
edly opposed.”

These and other gems arc
put together in a huge volume
The Pursuilt of Reason : The
Economist (1843 1993, by Ruth
Dudley Edwards, published (by
Flamish Hamilton, London /£380)
in September to mark the 150
years of this, the world's "most
consistent and distinguished
exponent of free markets, free
trade and lalsscz-laire.”

The magnum opus, a resull

of ten years of research and

four years in the writing, sheds
new light on the major eco
nomic, business and diplomatic
issues of the 150 years recorded
in this history.

Such distinguished namcs
as the. philosopher Harbert
Spencer, classical scholar
Armold Toynbee and one of the
West's most influential com-
mentators on Soviet affairs,
Isaiic Deutscher, have been as-
sociated with the magazine.

The Economist was launched
in 1843 by a Scottish busi-

150 Years on, Voice of Free
Trade Becomes More Vocal

How the market has grown

Daya Kishan Thussu
writes from London

Since its inception in 1843,
Economist’ has been a champipn of
Jree trade and private capital From a
small circulation of 1,750, mainly
among the business elité’. it now sells
more than half a million copies, 80
per cent of them outside Britain. At a
time when market forces again
dominate the global agenda, Gemini
News Service reviews a new book
published to mark 150 years of the:

world’s most influential magazine.
e e —

nessman, James Wilson, with
£800 ol his own money and
£500 lent by a friend. Wilson's
practical e in business
had strengthened his belief in
free trade and the free-market.

His banker son-in-law,
Walter Bagehot, and successive
editors upheld the free-trade
ideas that Wilson had set forth
when he fought for the repeal of
Hrllnln s pmlertionill Corn
Laws,

Soon after its launcl the

magarine argued against the
anti-slavery drive 1o restrict im-

ports from countries e Lﬁ:ﬂjﬁng
slave labour, The belief that the
market itsell was the moral ab-
solute continued into the mid-

1980s, when it oppeosed sanc-
lHions against the apartheid
regime in South Africa.

lts history is dotted with sev-
eral other instances of insensi-
tivity to human sullering.
Dudley Edwards recalls how
during the time of the Irish
famine (1845-49), which
claimed one million lives and

‘led 1o large-scale emigration,

Wilson wrole about "the great
sacrifice” which England had
mide to help Ireland.

Etmﬂarly the magazine was
a Consistent champion of

British colonialism. “Colon-
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jalism, bolstered by an often
exaggerated idea of the relative
harshness of other colonial
regimes, was defended,” she
writes, “with both moral and
pragmatic arguments, and {t
swept along people of all classes
and most political persuasfons.”

Walter Bagehot, the maga-
zine's most f[amous editor, wrote
in 1865 : "We are pre-eminently
a colonising . We are, be-
yond all comparison, the most
enterprising, the most success-
ful and n most ts the
best colonists on the face of the
earth,” ruling with "mildness
and invariably with liberality.”

Most of the Indian cove
during the colenial pe :
writes Dudley Edwards, "when
it was not focusing on finance,

rumidated about how to make

the natives see reason.”

Replacing such imperial zcal .

has been an unflinching sup-
port for United States actions
around the world. From the
Cold War to the Gulf War, the
magazine has been a consistent
;tuwﬂm policies.
nning a vigorous campaign
to back the US invasion of
Vietnam, The Economist's
Foreign Report, writes
Edwards, looked

"rather like a

Economist

150

YEARS

s s e

propaganda sheét for the CIA."

Friends of the US have been
well-treated by the magazine.
For instance, it once called
Indonesian head of state
General Subandrio Syharto,
who is believed to be fesponsi-
ble for the killing of up to a
million people, "at heart be-:
nign,” 2 .
Interpreting the world in a
way the Americans like has
tangible benefits. In 1958, The
Economist sold less than 10,000
coptes in North America, Today
it sells nearly a guarter of a
million copies — half of its
global total.

This partisanship sits un-
comfortably with The Econo
mist's famous rule ol
anonymity, which has over the
years placed writers with a vast
range of afliliations [anarchists,
Marxists, ts, pacifists)
under the same label of "our

correspondenit.”

Women journalists were
considered value for
money. "You could get a first
class woman for the price of a

second -class man.”

lors is quoted as saying. :
ﬁﬂymmtmthrde—

scribed the aims of The

‘now owning 50

| Geoflrey
Crowther, one of its great edi-

Economist thus : "To be sensible
without heavy, to be lively
without being silly, to'be origl-
nal without hcirlﬂ eccentric.”

An example of this was in
1987 during the af-
fair. In the copies distributed in
Britain, the Books and Arts sec-
tion with a page that was
blank except for a section head-
ing, a review title, 'My Country,
Wright or Wrong', and the de-
tails of the book in a box in the

middle of the page :

"The Economist has 1.5m
readers in 170 countries. In all
but one eountry, our readers

have on this page a review of

‘'Spycather’, a book by an ex-
MI15 man Peter Wright. The ex-
ception is Britain, where the
book, and comment on it, have
been baned. For our 420,000
readers there, this page is blank
— and the law is an ass.”

Despite such disagreements
the magazine has always been
close to those in power. Wilson,
the feunding editor, became
Financial Secretary to the
Treasury under Gladstone's
Chancellorship and was sup-

ported by the government.
w'hen the magazine wanted to
close down ftts loss-making
Latin American edition in the
1960s, the British government
helped to subsidise the edition.
However, The Economist man-

.te enrage its business
readership by its opposition to
the 1956 Suez invasion.

. At the time of its ldunch The
Economist sold only 1,750

copies. During the nincteenth
century the magazine had a

limited circulation ef nearly
3,000, written by businessmen
fof. businessmen. Ironically
from Wilson's death in 1860
until 1928 4t was by his
widow and six d ters. But
the fortunes of th:; famous
businecss maghzine have grown
with the spread of capitalism.

Today it ts printed at six
sftes around the world and sells
more than hall a million cepies,
more than 80 per cent of them
outside Britain.

With the Financial Times
per cent of the
magazine, The Economist has
become Britain's most prosper-
ous publication. And the

_ towards privatisa-
tion the voice of free trade is
likely to grow even meore vocal.

"« DAYA KISHAN THUSSU &

Assoctate Editor of Gemind News
m



