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It is wel l known that an abortion 
under proper hygienic conditions and 
adequate medical care is not a hazard 
to health. Mor ta l i ty among women 
undergoing abortion in countries of 
Eastern Europe is .substantially lower 
than that normally associated wi th re
production and that observed in a 
country l ike Denmark or Sweden 
w i th de facto legalised abortion. The 
serious l imitat ion imposed by the 
l imited number of well trained medical 
practitioners in India can probably be 
met by specifying that legal abortion 
can be had only in certain institutions 
or in certain areas wi th adequate medi
cal personnel Some screening com-
mittees, including doctors as well as 
social workers, can also be appointed 
to scrutinize the applications for abor
t ion. Further, as is the case in some 
countries of Eastern Europe, abortion 
can be forbidden if the applicant had 
undergone an induced abortion during 
a specified period prior to the present 
application. 

The moral repugnance to abortion 
as a part of the family planning 
programme is largely irrational and 
needs to be overcome in view of the 
serious implications of unwanted 
additions to the family for the mental 
as well as physical health and welfare 
of the parents and other children. The 
Onion Education Minister's strong 
support for legalizing abortion is a 
happy augury for rational thinking on 
the subject. It is to be hoped that 
careful studies of the incidence of 
spontaneous and induced abortion in 
India as well as in other countries w i l l 
now be encouraged to provide the 
factual data essential for framing a 
proper policy on the subject. 

Hope in Kutch 
THE proposed joint declaration on 

the Kutch issue is expected any 
time between now and June 27 when 
Lal Bahadur Shastri returns to Delhi. 
Pakistan has conceded a return to the 
status quo ante as on January 1, 1965, 
and has ceased to insist that the Kutch 
problem can only be considered as 
part and parcel of the whole lndo-
Pakistan border situation. India has 
agreed that the precise details of w i th 
drawal of forces, of police patrolling 
and the setting up of posts shall be 
left unspecified un t i l after the joint 
declaration. 

The agreement between India and 
Pakistan amounts to a decision to re
turn to the status quo ante wi thout 
specifying what each country means 
by i t . The British Government has 
apparently managed to whit t le down 

the area of disagreement between 
India and Pakistan to points of detail. 
It is reported that India has made it 
clear that Pakistan may not have any 
standing post at Kanjarkot or any
where else in Indian terri tory; she is, 
however, wi l l ing to let Pakistani police 
patrol the Ding-Kan jarkot-Surai track. 

So far, so good. But what is to be 
made of reports that India is wi l l ing 
to abandon her posts in her own 
territory, including those at Sardar 
(two miles south of the boundary), 
Vigokot (few miles south of the boun
dary), and Karimsahi? Does a return 
to the status quo ante mean that 
Indian terri tory near a crucial inter
national boundary should be left un-
patrolled and open to incursions? Of 
course, in any international agreement 
there has to be a certain amount of 
give and take. In the present case, 
Pakistan has agreed not to l i nk the 
Kutch issue wi th Kashmir. (However, 
since she has lost her platform at the 
Afro-Asian conference in Algiers, 
where she had threatened to air her 
grievance, Pakistan's capitulation on 
this point is not surprising.) In return, 
India has agreed to leave parts of her 
terr i tory vir tual ly unpoliced. W i l l Pak
istan take this as a sign of weakness? 

Assuming that the two countries 
don't get bogged down in the details 
of implementation, what can we hope 
for the future? That each issue at 
stake wi l l be discussed separately wi th
out having to bring up all problems 
simultaneously; that India and Pakis
tan w i l l honour an international boun
dary agreement; and that the two 
countries w i l l move a fraction closer 
to some k ind of understanding. 

A I R Musical Chairs 

ON Sunday the-then acting Direc
tor-General of Al l - India radio, 

Y N Verma, made the wholly welcome 
statement that less coverage would 
henceforth be given to Ministers' 
speeches in AIR's news bulletins; on 
Tuesday it was announced that V K 
Narayana Menon had been appointed 
Director-General. It is to be hoped 
that this was no more than a coinci
dence. A statement by the Director-
General would hardly have been 
enough to reduce the importance given 
to Ministers' speeches, nor would such 
a step have improved the plight of the 
A I R much; but the very sentiment is 
so r ight and its utterance by an A I R 
man so unexpected, that we cannot 
help wishing it is not just a flash in 
the pan. 

The publicity attracted by Verma's 
statement is a sorry indication of how 

l i t t le used we are to the idea of the 
A I R boldly making its own policy. 
The A I R is a colony of the Minis t ry 
of Information and Broadcasting, and 
susceptible to political interference 
from the Minister; further, it has, as 
an arm of the Government, become a 
potent source of patronage and hence 
subject to pressures from other M i n -
isters and political interests. While it 
has undoubtedly fared better under 
Indira Gandhi, she has not shown, 
whether in Parliament or outside, the 
determination to protect the A I R 
against external pressures; nor 1o the 
new appointments betray any interest 
in making the A I R a professional 
organisation. A n d where Indira Gandhi 
has failed, lesser Ministers can hardly 
be expected to be effective. 

The present status of the A I R is 
positively inimical to its fulfilment of 
the task of informing, educating and 
entertaining listerners. This is not to 
say that its transformation into a pub
lic corporation w i l l remedy its mer
cenary quality and lack of imagination. 
The BBC is looked upon as a Daragon 
of broadcasting in this country, but 
even the BBC had to drop 'Tha t Was 
the Week that Was", a weekly tele
vision programme of political satire, 
owing to political pressure last: year. 
The introduction of private television 
nearly a decade ago and the allotment 
of a third TV channel last year were 
both hotly debated political issues in 
the U K which engendered some very 
messy lobbying. 

Nevertheless, the BBC does not have 
to wi thhold or doctor news at pol i t i 
cal behest; and its day-to-day pro
grammes are entirely its own business. 
And the cause of its independence is 
not merely its status or the public 
morals of Brit ish politicians. It also 
lies partly in the way the BBC gets 
and uses its personnel. Mo one apart 
from the Governor of the BBC is 
appointed by the Minister; all other 
appointments are made by the organi
sation itself, which thus affords an 
attractive career ladder to its person
nel. A BBC man can rise all the way 
without having to please a Minister or 
a Secretary. Further, the BBC does 
not look to the Government for fresh 
personnel; it recruits directly from the 
press, the theatre, the arts and the 
universities. 

The independence and vigour of 
BBC are not beyond the A I R . There 
is no inherent difficulty about turning 
it into an independent corporation; it 
can be made financialy independent by 
being given the control of radio 
licence fees or alloyed to take adver-
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