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nals and newspapers, such as the 
New York Times, The Washington 
Post, and others have been crit ical, 
in marked contrast to their usual 
support for governmental policy. The 
liberal and left press has been parti
cularly vociferous on this issue, and 
magazines like the New Republic, 
Commentary, and the Nation are quite 
outspoken. 

Administration officials are also 
very much aware of the unpopularity 
of American Vietnam policy outside 
the United States. The demonstrations 
which have taken place in Japan. Bri
tain, and other nations have made an 
impression. But perhaps more im
portant are the indications of dis
approval from the usually pro-Ameri
can leaders of some of the Western 
and neutral nations. France's attitude 
toward the Vietnam problem has been 
particularly disliked in American gov
ernmental circles, and Lodge's tour 
through Asia was somewhat dis
appointing for the Americans, accord
ing to some observers. The recent 
crisis in the Dominican Republic has 
added further criticism, this time 
mainly from the Latin Americans, to 
the growing tide against US policy. 

In all , President Johnson's policies 
in Vietnam are among the most unpo
pular foreign policy decisions in the 
past several decades in the United 
States. Certainly, there is more and 
louder criticism of his policy than on 
any other issue in memory. Most poli
tically aware Americans, however, do 
not have a simplistic view of the Viet
nam situation. It is generally realised 
that merely "abandoning Vietnam to 
the Chinese" is not a contsructive solu
tion to the problem, since the people 
would have no better chance to pick 
their own government than under pre-
sent circumstances. Although there is 
a section of opinion in the United 
States which feels that the Vietcong 
constitutes a constructive force in 
Vietnam, many are "convinced" that 
the Vietcong is almost as undemocratic 
as the present Saigon government; 
even they recognize, however, that it 
has substantial popular support. 

The whole situation is a dilemma for 
the United States. Because of an ac
cumulation of foreign policy errors 
since 1954, there seems to be l i t t le that 
the U S can do to save the situation 
in Vietnam. This recognition has led 
to the widespread demand for an A m 
erican withdrawal in that nation. This 
"realpolitical" viewpoint, based on the 
reality of the present situation, is 
coupled w i th a strong moral revulsion 
for the bombings and use of gas by 
Americans. 
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Thus far, the Administrat ion has 
taken note of the widespread criticism, 
though no move has been made to 
modify American policy. It is, of 
course, the test of a democracy if popu
lar opinion can succeed in bringing 
about a change in the attitude of the 
government. As of this wri t ing, it 
does not seem that the government is 
changing its stance, though there is 
hope that w i th increased pressure from 
informed sections of public opinion in 
the United States combined wi th the 
deterioration of the situation in the 
war in Vietnam itself can force a modi
fication in the American government's 
position. 

LETTER T O E D I T O R 

Government and the Services 
I AM considerably disappointed by 

reading Romesh Thapar's version 
of why India did not hit back in 
Kntch (May 15, 1965). While the i n 
formation supplied by Thapar, if it is 
true, is interesting (although there is 
hardly anything new in the political 
capitulation before the bureaucracy, 
civil or military), his conclusions are 
hardly logical deductions from the 
pieces of information, or even reason
able. While sharing much of Thapar's 
concern for the future of the country I 
cannot but feel that he often allows 
himself to be influenced too much by 
certain elements. That impression grew 
irresistible after reading his despatch on 
the reasons for the military debacle in 
NEFA, as it has grown now after 
reading his present despatch. 

Granting that the military bureau
crats were not behaving properly 
wonder how, after all the pampering, 
anybody can expect the bureaucracy to 
behave properly), was this in itself not 
a political failure of the greatest mag
nitude? The politicians who fail to 
contain the bureaucracy arc clearly 
unfit to be in positions of ministerial 
responsibility. No amount of political 
sympathy or agreement can be an ade
quate compensation for the loss that 
the nation would suffer from the sup
port to a regime which seems to be 
particularly inept in maintaining dis
cipline in service. 

There is yet another danger. In a 
parliamentary democracy the minister 
is responsible for the services. Wi th 
the exception of India perhaps in no 
other country are the services (civil and 
military) exposed by the political wing 
to so much public disapprobation. The 
tone was set by the late Prime Minister 

and is st i l l continuing. This tends to 
breed a sense of irresponsibility and 
recklessness (and in some cases great 
capacity for mischief) among the 
members of the services. The great 
majority who are honest are exasper
ated by this public denunciation to 
which they have no means of replying 
and gradually become indifferent to 
standards and propriety. There is no 
particular reason to suppose that the 
services in general (with the exception 
of a handful) have got any different 
political orientation than that of the 
present ruling party. If even then the 
political wing is unable to exercise the 
necessary influence over the services it 
only would indicate great political 
weakness which cannot be explained 
away by any denunciation of the ser
vices. After all the political wing has 
got unlimited powers to regulate and 
control the services. If they do not 
exercise these that is not the fault of 
any one else. The easiest way to create 
the proper impression is to punish the 
guilty and promote the meritorious. 

SUBHASH CHANDRA SARKER 

Bombay 
May 17. 

THE T A T A IRON A N D STEEL 
COMPANY L I M I T E D 

N O T I C E 
Notice is hereby given under Section 

154 of the Companies Ac t 1956, that 
the Register of Members of the Com
pany wi l l be closed from Friday, the 
9th July 1965 to Friday, the 30th July 
1965, both days inclusive. 

The Transfer Books of the Company 
w i l l also remain closed for the afore
said period. 

Notice is also hereby given that the 
dividends for the year ended 31st 
March 1965, when sanctioned, w i l l be 
made payable to those shareholders 
whose names stand on the Register of 
Members of the Company on Friday, 
the 30th July 1965. 

Dated at Bombay this 26th day of 
May 1965. 

By Order of the Board of 
Directors, 

For and on behalf of 
The Tata Iron and Steel 

Company Limited, 
Tata Industries Private 

Limited, 
Managing Agents, 

By their Constituted Attorney, 
N K Desai 

REGISTERED OFFICE : 
Bombay House, 
24, Bruce Street, 
Fort, Bombay 1. 


