
Styles in Diplomacy 

TH R O U G H O U T recent history, 
the problem of the Russiam 

impact on Europe has been an i n 
t r iguing theme w i t h political com
mentators. Students of post-war 
w o r l d affairs art; familiar w i t h Pro
fessor E. I I . Carr's penetrating ana
lysis of what that impact and its 
international implications are or 
could be. It is not known whether 
Mr Dean Acheson, America's scho
larly Secretary of State, is conver
sant w i th Professor Carr's thesis or 
whether he approves of i t , but there 
are abundant indications that Mr 
Achcson may have been impressed 
w i th what Custine, a French obser
ver, had remarked in his " Letters 
from Russia." 

Custine wrote in 1839: " People 
are now saying in St Petersburg that 
Europe is taking the road once fol
lowed by Poland . . . when our 
cosmopolitan democracy has made 
war odious to our peoples and the 
most civilised nations have fallen 
asleep, the floodgates of the Nor th 
w i l l open and Europe w i l l suffer 
final invasion from a people no 
longer barbarian, but skilled and 
cunning, and having learnt from 
our own mistakes how to govern 
us." Custine hastened to add that 
" Russia could not succeed in such 
a task, which would be too great for 
her . , . if unity could be re-estab
lished between the Governments 
and among the peoples (of Europe, 
or may be Custine was prophetic 
enough to mean Western Europe) , 
this hope of a slow conquest would 
fade away." 

Mr Dean Acheson's theory is not 
different from that propounded by 
Custine. Mr Acheson can legiti
mately claim to be the god-father 
of the theory that Western Europe 
must bui ld " positions of strength " 
so formidable as to deter the Soviet 
U n i o n from acts of aggression. I m 
pl ic i t in the " T r u m a n Doctrine " 
announced in 1947 which proclaim
ed that America's frontiers were on 
Tu r key and Greece, the theory that 
force must be met w i t h counter-force 
has been actively upheld and ela
borated by Mr Acheson. He is 
sophisticated enough not to endorse 
the Republican clamour for a pre
ventive war, but he has convinced 
himself and his country's partners 
in the N o r t h At lant ic Pact that 
joint mil i tary preparations for com
bined defence is the only answer 
to the Communist challenge. 

It is necessary to bear in mind 
the central theme of the Acheson 
plan to bui ld "positions of strength" 
to appreciate the real reason for the 
breakdown of the talks of the Fo
reign Ministers' deputies at Paris. 
Ostensibly the three Western Powers 
have reached the conclusion that 
it is no use prolonging the depu
ties' discussions at Palais Rose be
cause of Russian intransigence, 
only M. Gromyko, but many i m 
partial observers are bewildered at 
the Western Powers' decision to 
end the deputies' talks. As the 
agreed agenda stood, the first i tem 
enjoined the proposed Council of 
Foreign Ministers to make an 
" examination of the causes and 
effects of present international ten
sions in Europe, and of the. means 
to secure a real and lasting i m 
provement in the relations between 
the four Powers." 

Although the three Western 
Powers admitted that Russia was 
free to raise the problems of the: 
Nor th Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
and of American hases abroad un
der tin's agreed item, they were not 
prepared to include these issues in 
the agenda. T w o reasons were put 
forward for the Western Powers' re
fusal to accept the Russian demand 
that these questions must be i n 
corporated in the Council's agenda. 
It was argued that N A T O was a 
defence arrangement. Besides, it 
was emphasised that N A T O or o w n 
the American bases near the M e d i 
terranean were " effects " and not 
ki causes " of the present interna
tional tension. Apparently, the 
three Western Powers conveniently 
ignored that, under an agreed item 
on the agenda, the Council was to 
have examined both the " causes " 
and the " effects " of the prevail ing 
international tension. 

There was a purpose behind 
Russia's insistence that N A T O and 
the feverish preparations for offen
sive defence should be specifically 
included in the agenda for the 
Council . It is not widely appre
ciated that Russia has succeeded in 
calling the Western Powers' bluff. 
M. Gromyko had outmanoeuvred 
his three colleagues in Paris to such 
a position from which they could 
not escape wi thout openly admit t ing 
that the three Western Powers had 
no intention to abandon mil i tary 
preparations under N A T O . M . 
Gromyko's colleagues could have 

argued that i f N A T O was to be dis
cussed, post-war pacts and alliances 
concluded by Russia should also be 
examined by the Council . Tha t 
was the obvious way to test Russia's 
sincerity. 

Instead, the Western Powers have 
allowed themselves to be pitiable. 
victims to Russia's superior diplo
macy. There can now be not the 
least shadow of doubt that the 
Western Powers have no desire to 
ease the prevailing tension by je t t i 
soning the race for competitive re
armament. A n d it is difficult to 
appreciate how the prevailing i n 
ternational tension can be minimised 
without an examination of the 
problem of armaments. It is argu
able that the end of the deputies' 
talks does not change the. wor ld 
situation for the worse. Indeed, it 
fias been argued that far better it 
is that the deputies should fail to 
reach an agreement rather than 
that the Council of Foreign Min i s 
ters should have met and failed. 
For, in the latter event, there w o u l d 
be no alternative to taking mi l i t a ry 
and political decisions which could 
only hasten a world war. 

Cynics w i l l argue that though all 
the four Powers are determined to 
go ahead w i th rearmament, they 
are si i l l not prepared to admit that 
their policies can have only one end; 
that, despite their contrary actions, 
they prefer to indulge in the make-
believe that war is not an inevitable 
end to their policies. Moscow 
would probably retort that it can
not vouchsafe for what London , 
Paris and Washington believe in or 
do not believe in , but that Russia's 
desire to have peaceful co-existence 
is once again demonstrated in M. 
Jacob Malik 's " cease f i r e " propo
sal for Korea. It is a sad reflection 
on statesmanship among the West
ern Powers that M. Malik 's propo
sal would he treated as merely 
another ride to enable the war-
weary Nor th Korean and Chinese 
Communist forces to have breathing 
time to recuperate for a fresh and 
bigger offensive, but detached ob
servers could not but feel bewil 
dered that, t ime and time again, 
Moscow has beaten the Western 
Powers in the diplomatic game. 

It has often been remarked that 
Moscow has retained the diploma
tic initiative throughout the " cold 
w a r " . Only those who are not 
familiar w i th the events of history 
w i l l feel amazed at Russia's d iplo
matic finnesse. Today, Russia's Red 
A r m y is stronger and more powerful 
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than ever. But Russia has, through-
out recent history, exerted profound 
diplomatic influence and pressure, 
despite her mil i tary weaknesses in 
the nineteenth century. M. Gromyko 
or M. M a l i k are not as much re
flective of Communist diplomacy 
as of Russia's distinguished diplo
matic t radi t ion. 

To appreciate Moscow's superior 
diplomatic strategy, it is necessary 
to know what a historian of the 
nineteenth century remarked about 
the Russian diplomats sent to the 
Vat ican in 1499 by Ivan III. He 
wrote: " Leaving nothing to chance, 
these Moscovites studied all the spe
cial circumstances appertaining to 
their case; examined everything 
from every possible angle; applied 
firmly established principles; intro
duced their firmly remembered tra
ditions; pursued definite aims and 
were always exclusively concerned 
wi th safeguarding and strengthening 
their magnificent position. West
ern European diplomacy was dis
comfited by the allegedly uncivilised 
Moscovites." Today, four and a half 
centuries later, M . Gromyko and M . 
M a l i k are following the technique 
perfected by their illustratioous pre
decessors sent to the Pope in 1499. 

Strange as it may seem, it has not 
occurred to the diplomats in Wash
ington, London and Paris that M. 
Malik 's proposal for a truce in 
Korea is self-explanatory. A n d yet, 
three eventful days were wasted in 
t rying to discover what M. M a l i k 
could have meant by suggesting that 
the " belligerents " in Korea should 
arrange a " cease fine " fo r thwi th . 
How does it come about that the 
Western diplomats are so puzzled as 
not to know who are the " bellige
rents " in Korea? It is obvious that 
the Nor th Koreans and the Uni ted 
Nations are the only two '' bellige
rents " in Korea. There was no 
reason why Russia should have any 
interest in seeing that the Uni ted 
Nations Organisation be side-track
ed. Russia might have been inter
ested in by-passing the United Na
tions only if she had any interest in 
the Seoul Government. It should 
have been apparent from the 
moment that M. Ma l ik announced 
his truce proposal that Russia—and 
Russia's views are endorsed by most 
of the member—States—cannot pos
sibly agree to accept the Rhee re
gime as a " belligerent " as that 
would involve significant political 
implications. This is one of the 
main polit ical problems that w i l l 
have to be solved for arr iving at a 
lasting settlement of the Korean 
problem, but poli t ical issues can only 

be discussed after, and not before, 
a "cease fire " in Korea. 

If it was apparent that Russia 
would ignore the Rhee Government 
in her truce proposal, it was also not 
unexpected that Moscow would en
dorse Peking's claim that Red China 
is not a " belligerent " in Korea. 
It would be too much to expect 
Peking to leave the d ip loma t i c van
tage ground on which it has taken 
its stand. At the instigation of the 
Uni ted States, the United Nations 
may have branded Communist 
China as aggressor, but Peking has 
always maintained that there are no 
regular Chinese forces fighting in 
Korea, but only " volunteers " who 
have spontaneously gone to the aid 
of the Nor th Koreans to defend the 
latter's territory against " unlawful 
aggressors ". Nor could Peking be 
expected to accept M. Mal ik ' s terms 
for true, as a " belligerent ", after 
its repeated claims that satisfaction 
of its wider polit ical demands is an 
essential pre-requisite to peace in 
the Far East. M. Malik 's proposal, 
as clarified by M. Gromyko. allows 
Peking to save its face without any 
loss of honour or prestige of the 

THE key problem of efficiently 
procuring basic raw materials 

now faces the governments of most 
countries of the world. On its 
satisfactory solution depends whether 
manufacturing activity can be sus
tained in Europe and elsewhere. 

The war in Korea heralded a 
period once again of a boom in raw 
materials. H a d the Korean inc i 
dent not occurred, the producers of 
raw materials would have, perhaps, 
been overtaken by a crisis a fore
taste of which they had' in early 
1949. The defensive action—de
valuation—taken by several coun
tries lost much of its effectiveness 
as the wor ld market for raw mate
rials started weakening. A n d then 
suddenly came Korea bringing in 
its t ra i l rearmament and restored 
the seller's market to its fu l l vigour. 

Heavy Buy ing by US 
How do Americans view the 

problem? " In the race to rearm," 
according to a recent issue of Time, 
u the US and other nations of the 
free world have run smack up 
against a key problem. H o w should 
the free wor ld raw materials be 

U n i t e d Nations. 
These and similar other signifi-

cant details w i l l have to be amplified 
and clarified before a mi l i ta ry truce 
in Korea can be established. But 
it would be a blunder for Washing
ton to lay undue stress on diploma
tic quibbles, which can only prolong 
the loss of life and property in Korea. 
Bloodshed must end, and M. Mal ik ' s 
proposal provides an opportunity to 
end it wi thout sacrificing the po l i t i 
cal aims and objectives of the Uni ted 
Nations or of Communist China. 
Though dictated by diplomatic con
siderations, it is a reassuring indica
tion that Moscow has no intention 
to by-pass the United Nations in 
any " cease fire " discussions. 'Phis 
is a guarantee that the United Na
tions forces w i l l be available in the 
event of any breach of truce terms 
and conditions in future. It is also 
a comforting assurance that a po l i t i 
cal settlement of the Korean pro
blem, which must follow the armis
tice, w i l l be arranged under the 
aegis of the Uni ted Nations so that 
a free and united Korean can enjoy 
peace and plenty under a good and 
democratic Government. 

—S.G. 

divided? By overlooking this prob
lem while it tried to grab up a 
lion's share of all the strategic ma
terials in sight the US has already 
stirred up a storm of hostility 
among its allies." As an instance 
it is pointed out that resignations 
both of Mr Bevan and Mr Wilson 
from the, British Government were 
on the issue of raw materials. 

The problem had become in 
tractable because the US consumes 
m o m than one-half of world's stra
tegic raw-materials. But then she 
is also one of the world's biggest 
producers of molybdenum, sulphur, 
and copper, and exports more raw 
cotton than any other country. As 
against this, the US is a compara
tively big consumer and small pro
ducer of many other equally strate
gic materials. In 1950, for exam
ple, she produced no natural rubber 
and t in but consumed 39 and 37 
per cent of the worldls production. 
Similarly her production of wool 
was only 3 per cent of world's as 
against here consumption of 16 per 
cent and of manganese ore 5 per 
cent as against 50 per cent of the 
wor ld supply consumed by her. 

The Problem of Raw Materials 
Kamal Nath 
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