
LETTER FROM AMERICA 

U S View of Indo-Pak War 
A MERICANS have been notably 

unaware of events on the Indian 
subcontinent. Yet in the past few 
weeks, newspapers in the United 
States have emphasised the conflict 
between India and Pakistan to the 
extent of relegating news from Viet
nam to inside pages. Although de
tailed news from the battle lines has 
been scarce, the American people are 
becoming very much aware of the 
situation on the subcontinent, reflect
ing the deep concern of the Johnson 
Administration. The influential New 
York Times has featured the war on 
its front panes almost every day for 
weeks, and has tried to analyse the 
present situation from both military 
and diplomatic points of view. 

No Pro Pakistani Bias 
The reporting in the Times, which 

usually reflects the liberal wing of 
the American Establishment, is indi
cative of the confusion which is evi
dent in American thinking concern
ing the conflict. The Kashmir crisis 
was at first not taken seriously by the 
press. The outbreak of full scale hos
tilities seems to have caught most 
observers, as well as the State Depart
ment, by surprise. The Times has 
carefully avoided placing any blame 
for the outbreak of hostilities, and 
has dispassionately tried to analyse 
the political issues involved in the 
Kashmir problem. It is evident that 
the generally pro-Pakistan attitude of 
the American press, which was very 
much evident before Pakistan's flirta
tions with China, has ceased, and 
most commentators have bent over 
backward to present India's case im
partially if not favourably. Hanson 
Baldwin, the New York Times' mili
tary analyst, has slated that the war 
could last for only a little more than 
a month, due to the lack of supplies 
on both sides. 

Most commentators have hailed the 
U Thant mission to Karachi and New 
Delhi, and much hope has been placed 
on United Nations efforts to restore 
peace. Apparently, both the United 
States and Britain, which are capable 
of exercising powerful if not over
whelming pressure on both India and 
Pakistan, have agreed to rely on the 
United Nations, at least for the pre
sent. The American press has noted 
with some regret that both sides have 
responded coaly to peace overtures, 
and there is still general bewilderment 
in most circles as to why a major con

flict is being fought over a seemingly 
minor issue by two nations who have 
much to lose by prolonged military 
action. There is little effort to exa
mine the issues from the points of 
view of the warring nations, and one 
gets the general impression that the 
developed nations (perhaps including 
the Soviet Union) should simply inter
vene and demand that the fighting 
stop. There has been almost no dis
cussion of the important communal 
and strategic issues which arc involv
ed in the dispute. 

The provincial American press, which 
is read by the vast majority of the 
American public, has- presented the 
conflict in highly oversimplified terms, 
ah hough it has attracted sustained 
front page attention. Little concrete 
news has been available, and editorial 
writers, wholly ignorant of the situa
tion on the subcontinent, have ex
pressed their amazement at the ex
pansion of the fighting, while at the 
same time not explaining the key 
issues involved. 

Deplorable Publicity 
In addition to basic ignorance about 

India and particularly about the Kash
mir situation which is evident from 
the State Department on down, the 
paucity of information available in the 
United States has other causes. The 
attitudes of both the Indian and 
Pakistan governments towards disse
mination of news and background 
material about the fighting have left 
much to be desired. New York Times 
reporters have noted that it is next to 
impossible to get hear front lines, and 
that obtaining information from gov
ernment officials on both sides is a 
frustrating process. The fact that large 
doses of propaganda are added to 
news reports is obvious, since the 
official statements change from hour to 
hour, often contradicting each other. 
Indeed, it is possible to listen to 
American radio stations and hear a 
number of conflicting and clearly false 
reports about the fighting during the 
course of a given day. As a result of 
government bureaucratic procedures 
and possibly deliberate false state
ments by both sides, the situation is 
even more confused than necessary. 

To date, the reports which have 
come from New Delhi have been more 
complete than those from Pakistan, 
perhaps due to the fact that Ameri
can reorters have been stationed in 
India for a long period of time. In

dian authorities also seem to be some
what more interested in presenting .a 
favourable image than are the Pakis
tanis. The Indian public is pictured 
as strongly supporting the govern
ment, and it has been stated that the 
present emergency wil l probably 
strengthen Congress control over the 
government. Indian government offi
cials are pictured as confident of vic
tory, and rather unwilling to engage 
in peace talks at the present time. 

In the various analyses of compa
rative military strength which have 
appeared, the general impression is 
that while India's armed forces are 
superior in size ant! supplies to those 
of Pakistan. President Ayub Khan has 
the advantages of superior training and, 
more modern although inadequate 
American arms. Much stress is laid 
to the suspension of military aid to 
both sides by Britain and the United 
States, which can, it is stated, play a 
crucial role in shortening the conflict. 

U S Stakes in the War 
Several key Senators have suggest

ed that all American aid be withheld 
from both sides until the fighting is 
stopped. While this proposal is not 
now taken seriously by the Adminis
tration, if all else fails it remains 
possible that this threat will be used. 
Fear of China's increased influence in 
South Asia is an overriding element 
in the determination of American 
policy, and there is no doubt that 
whatever has to be done to keep 
China out of the area will be done 
by the Americans. It is unlikely that 
that the key Western powers, as well 
as the Soviet Union, will let the con
flict continue at its present level in
definitely. They simply have too much 
to lose from a prostrate India and 
defeated Pakistan. At present confu
sion seems to prevail in Washington, 
London and Moscow. The efforts of 
both India and Pakistan to gain sup
port have been rather unsuccessful in 
the Western capitals, who have 
ceased to take official statements with 
much seriousness. 

American reaction to the present 
conflict has been one of both sym
pathy and confusion. For perhaps the 
first time, the American people arc 
keenly aware of events on the sub
continent, and the deep concern of the 
American government is evident in 
its statements. 

— Philip G Altbach 
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