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My dear lMr, Sreonivasan,

T wish I was not a reader of March of the Natiom. For then I
wouldn't have seen your letter. Indeed I had to read the neme
twlce to believe that you could have written that letter.

Attacldnz the United States is ome thing but thanidng God that
the Sovint Union has "a frue scfise of walues" really took my
breath away. It is not out of a sense of values that the
Soviets supported us but their own national interest in the
context of big power politics. History alone can deecide whether
1t was really nogessary for us to have hugged the Soviet bear
to ensure Bengla Desh secure its freedom.

You are a genior to me not merely in age but in iftellect. I am
sure in nomal conditions without the emotionalism that 1s now
pervading the length and breadth of our country you would not
have credited the Soviet State with a "sense of value". One haso
only to read the trial of Daniel and Sinyavely or Solzenitsyn's
Cancer Ward to wnderstand the true natwre of the Soviet State.

So far as the Nixon administration is concermed, I was in the
beginning a Hixonfen but my disillusiomment with him started

not now but vhen he ditched a true friend (Taiwan) to seek the
fayour of Peldng, The Seventh Fleet manoeuvres were stupid.
They sought to achieve nothing except to wave the flag and
pacify their allies just as the Chinese Cammuniste let out a lot
of gass Except for words neither China nor the U.S.A. lifted

& little finger to give comcrete help to Pakistan,

The great diffcrence between the Russiong an. the Americsns is
that while in America a considerable degree to public opinicn
and the press opposed Nixon's position vig-a=-vis the India-
Pallsten oonflict would there have been such a public exposition
of disgent hod Russia taken the Idnd of position Amerdies did,

As I s2id earliery it is easy to sucowmb %o emotions, This is

true of ncrmal Inman beinze but not £ 3 _
Goaust ing an a person like Mn V. T.

With kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

(s« V. Raju)






