
A K I S T A N ' S foreign policy is a sinister amalgam of propaganda 
and of diplomacy. Sir Mohammad Zafrullah K h a n , the Pakistan 

Foreign Minister, is not only a elever lawyer, hut an astute diplomat. 
He has played the role of injured innoneence to perfection, and has 
succeeded in creating contusion of thought and of purpose in the Uni ted 
Nations. Both at the Commonwealth Prime Ministers' Conference in 
London and during discussions on the Security Council resolution on 
Kashmir, sponsored by Britain and America, Pakistan had succeeded in 
foisting the blame on India for the tension between the two countries. 

M r . Liaquat A l i Khan and his Foreign Minister have carried on 
a virulent propaganda campaign in London and Washington that Paki
stan is eager to settle all outstanding issues through peaceful means 
while Ind ia is opposed to a negotiated solution of disputes. London 
and Washington were --there are some faint indications that they no 
longer are— convinced that Pakistan was wi l l ing to solve the Kashmir 
dispute through mediation from Commonwealth quarters; that, her 
sincerity was evident from her demand that the plebiscite in Kashmir 
be held under the auspices of Commonwealth forces; that, M r . Liaquat 
A l i Khan's honest intentions were visibly reflected in his assurance that 
he would wi thdraw both Pakistani troops and " Azad K a s h m i r " forces 
from Kashmir, if India agreed to withdraw her army from the valley. 

Whether Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru appraised the Commonwealth 
Prime Ministers of the realities of the situation in Kashmir is not 
known, but it is a serious reflection on India's permanent representa
tive at the Uni ted Nations that he has, time and again, fallen 
into the trap deliberately laid by Sir Mohammed Zafrullah Khan . M r , 
IS, N. Ravi" has repeatedly allowed himself to be bogged down into 
arguments on irrelevant details or on legalistic quibbles or on obscure, 
resolutions of the United Nations Commission on Kashmir wi thout 
informing the Security Council of the plain , simple, clear fact that 
Kashmir is part of Indian territory in virtue of the Maharaja of Kash
mi r signing the Instrument of Accession. 

It was a grave diplomatic blunder not to have stressed this funda
mental fact dur ing the Security Council debate on Kashmir. Belatedly, 
M r . Nehru's advisers on Kashmir affairs must have realised wi th a 
shock that wi thout establishing this basic fact about Kashmir, I n d i a 
could not reasonably support the decision of the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir to hold elections to the Constituent Assembly. After the 
Anglo-American resolution on Kashmir was accepted by the Security 
Council , M r . Rao has been both wise, and displomatic in emphasising 
this aspect of the problem. 

To appreciate properly the motive behind M r . Liaquat A l i Khan's 
fantastic outburst that troop movements w i t h i n India's borders arc a 
threat to the peace of Pakistan and to internal security, it is necessary 
to bear the sequence of developments relating to Kashmir in mind . 
Pandit Nehru's numerous pronouncements on Kashmir after the Secu-
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r i ty Council resolution had their 
desired effect. There is now a 
better appreciation of the compli 
cated Kashmir situation among the 
members of the Uni ted Nations. I t 
is now more widely realised that 
elections to the Constituent Assem
bly of the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir are aimed at giving con
stitutional authority to the State's 
earlier decision to accede to Ind i a ; 
that, the elections do not prejudice 
the holding of a free and fair ple
biscite in Kashmir for the people 
to decide whether they should re
main citizens of the Republic of 
Ind ia . 

Fortunately, the damage done to 
India's east's in Kashmir has been 
repaired, The Security Council has 
been kept informed of the arrange
ments being undertaken to hold the 
elections to the State Constituent 
Assembly; the Council has noted 
these preliminary measures without 
endorsing the Pakistani claim that 
the State elections are aimed at by
passing a referendum for the free 
expression of the wishes of the 
people of Kashmir. Pakistan's sul
len and angry mood stems from her 
belated realisation that she has 
misinterpreted the implications of 
the Security Council's resolution on 
Kashmir. 

Baulked of her designs to post
pone the elections in Kashmir , 
Pakistan is now trying to circum
vent the possible extent of the elec
tions by intensifying a war of 
nerves. Noth ing that Pakistan says 
or does is without a set purpose. 
There is a sinister design in M r . 
Liaquat A l i Khan's preposterous 
allegation that Ind ia is massing her 
troops for an attack on Pakistan. 
This is the Pakistani way to force 
cither British or American or 
Uni ted Nations intervention in 
Kashmir. For once at least the 
Pakistani Prime Minister has com
mitted the blunder of utilising so 
big a lie that it is evident that it 
is false propaganda. 

India does not deny that she is 
undertaking precautionary measures 
to defend her terri torial and po l i 
tical interests, but the Prime Min i s 
ter has repeatedly assured that 
India has no aggressive designs 
against Pakistan. Neither Pandit 
Nehru and his Government nor 
the people of Ind ia want a solution 
of disputes by force; but New Delh i 
would have been guilty of grave 
dereliction of duty had it failed to 
implement defence measures against 
a neighbour who is in forceful and 
illegal possession of a part of Ind ian 
territory in Kashmir and who car
ries on a violent propaganda of hate 
and of holy war against India . 

Like Hit ler , M r . Liaquat A l i 
Khan intensifies Pakistan's mil i tary 
preparedness while, inventing a bogy 
of u encirclement." If his Hit ler i te 
tactics have failed to achieve results, 
he now emulates the foreign policy 
of post-war America in insisting 
that peace can be had on this sub
continent only on Pakistan's terms 
and conditions. India has more 
than once appealed to Pakistan to 
sign a joint " no-war " pact. Mr L i a 
quat A l i K h a n does not openly deny 
that he, w i l l not affix his signature 
to any such declaration, but trots 
out the flimsy pretext that India's 
opposition to arbitration of disputes 
is a bar to a " no-war " declaration. 

Unl ike Pakistan, I n d i a does not 
argue that outstanding issues can
not be solved through negotiation 
and mediation. Tha t was how a 
trade pact was concluded between 
the two countries. Ind ia is imple
menting its terms, while Pakistan 
is reluctant to honour her obliga
tions under the pact. I nd i a is eager 
to adjust the financial claims and 
counter-claims arising out of par t i 
t i on ; Pakistan admits that a delayed 
solution would complicate the issue, 
but is unwi l l ing to reach a fiscal 
settlement. I n d i a has repeatedly 
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requested Pakistan to solve the 
problem of evacuee property, but 
Pakistan refuses to settle it on a 
Government-to-Government level, 
which is the only possible solution 
of the problem. 

It is not India's fault if the Prime 
Minister of Pakistan reveals igno
rance of the essential attributes and 
implications of sovereignty. It is 
derogatory to India's status as an 
independent sovereign nation to sub
mi t to arbitration of disputes, 
though she is only too eager to re
concile outstanding issues through 
mediation and consultation. Along 
w i t h economic and financial issues 
and w i t h the problem of evacuee 
property, Ind ia has more than once 
assured Pakistan that the Kashmir 
issue can be solved through direct 
negotiation and mediation. 

Pakistan agrees w i t h Ind ia that 
the future, of Kashmir should be 
decided by the people of Kashmir. 
Mr Liaquat A l i K h a n does not 
openly admit that Pakistan wants 
war against India or is determined 
to settle issues by force. What , 
then, prevents Mr Liaquat A l i K h a n 
to meet Pandit Nehru for discussion 
on a negotiated settlement of out
standing problems between the two 
countries? Let M r Liaquat A l i 
K h a n pursue his sincerity by ending 
the propaganda for Jehad against 
India . This w i l l not only create a 
favourable atmosphere to start 
negotiations, but the Pakistani 
Prime Minister w i l l then discover 
that Pandit Nehru is too anxious for 
a peaceful settlement of disputes. 

There are compelling economic 
and polit ical urges towards peaceful 
co-existence of the two neighbours. 
War or aggression solves no disputes, 
and Pakistan may belatedly realise 
that she is being used as a pawn in 
power politics. She has already 
had a friendly warning that she is 
mistaken if she thinks that she 
would have powerful outside sup
port in the event of a war against 
India . In her aggressive and un
compromising mood, she must not 
ever ignore that an armed conflict 
between her and her neighbour may 
imper i l the freedom and independ
ence of both. It is to the interests 
of both to live in peace, but Paki
stan must realise that Ind ia w i l l not 
be bullied into a settlement of dis
putes by Pakistan; nor can Ind ia 
be expected to succumb to a dicta
torial solution from Pakistan. I t 
may not always require two to start 
a war, but it takes two to make 
peace. A n d , Pakistan must show 
that she desires to live in peace 
w i t h India . 
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w i t h the equal power of hypnotising 
himself w i t h word,., he finds the so
lu t ion for a l l the country's problems 
in the Planning Commission. For 
years his Government had been 
groping for i t , and at last chanced 
upon what it had been groping for. 
" The wisest thing our Government 
has done wi th in the last three or 
four years has been the appointment 
of this Commission." What more is 
needed to win over the people to the 
Congress side? This then is the 
major plank in the Congress election 
manifesto. What does the Planning 
Commission, or for that matter, the 
Five Year Plan mean for the peo
ple? 

If the election is to be fought on 
points, the Socialists should have a 

Middle East 
HE asassmation of K i n g Abdul la 

may not, by itself, upset the 
precarious balance of forces in the 
Midd le East, though it removes 
from the scene the only friend that 
Bri ta in had there; it wi l l certainly 
revive Arabdisconcent in Palestine 
which had been temporarily held in 
check. The Arabs in Palestine not 
only lost to the Jews; what was left 
of their territory was grabbed by 
K i n g Abdulla and made a part of 
his own territory. It is difficult to 
imagine that w i th their highly de
veloped poli t ical consciousness, their 
keen national aspiration and cul tu
ral development, the Arabs of Pales
tine would long endure Hashemite 
rule. The two make a most unwi l l 
ing yoke, the backward desert tribes 
of Transjordon and the sophisticated 
Arabs of Palestine. For the time 
being, the latter are not even an 
economic asset to the State of their 
forced adoption, in view of the large 
percentage of refugees among them. 

W i t h his ambition for grabbing 
Syria also, the late K i n g had been 
a thorn in the side of the Arab Lea
gue. Whether Arab nationalism 
wi l l now gain a fresh impetus, being 
freed from the incubus of Hashe
mite dynastic aspirations, however, 
wi l l depend on deeper economic and 
social changes that are undoubtedly 
going on in the Arab world but have 
not yet attained sufficient cohesion. 

Japanese Peace Treaty 

THE draft Japanese peace treaty, 
sponsored by America and now 

walk over, for they have a program
me for land, and for agriculture, 
while the Congress has none. Or if 
the Congress has one—it once had 
an Agrarian Reforms C o m m i t t e e -
it is reluctant to commit itself for 
fear frightening away one group or 
another among its probable suppor-t 
ers. This may seem an over-state
ment since, it may be pointed out, 
the Five-Year Plan itself rests largely 
on agriculture. But surely enough, 
the Plan by-passes the bulk of the 
agriculturists because it has l i t t le to 
say about agricultural operations 
as they are being carried on today. 
It has something to say, of course, 
about village councils and all that, 
but that is not its main stay. I n 
stead, the Plan intends to supple
ment the deficit agricultural econo-

accepted by Britain, albeit w i t h re
servations, w i l l be submitted for 
consideration to the parties con
cerned at San Francisco early in 
September. The draft has been 
drawn up after the talks which took 
place in London between M r . John 
Foster Duules and the British Gov
ernment early in June on the main 
provisions of the treaty. The text-
has not been communicated, how
ever, either to the Nationalist Gov
ernment or to the Central People's 
Government of China, But once 
the treaty has been signed and Ja
pan becomes responsible for her own 
foreign relations, it has been pro
vided in the draft, Japan herself 
wi l l decide her future relations wi th 
China. 

There w i l l be a special arrange
ment between Japan and the U S A 
for the stationing of American 
forces in and around Japan. Be
sides, there wi l l be a mutual defence 
part between the USA, Australia 
and New Zealand, which guaran
tees American help to Australia and 
New Zealand against any revival of 
the expansionist policies of Japan. 

The economic aspects of the 
treaty have also created sharp cleav
age of views. W i t h her rapidly i n 
creasing population, Japan is under 
the strongest economic pressure to 
develop her exports. But Britain 
fears that the treaty w i l l raise the 
problem of Japanese trade compe
t i t ion. Pending the conclusion of 
bilateral trade agreements, Japan is 
required to accord for a period of 
four years to each of the Al l i ed 
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any by bringing more land under 
i r r igat ion, and reclaiming new land 
for cult ivation. A glance at the 
targets of food production for the 
next five years w i l l show that while 
90 per cent of the expected improve
ment is expected f rom irr igat ion and 
land reclamation alone, not more 
than 12 to 13 per cent of the net 
increase in food production is ex
pected from distribution of improv
ed seeds or fertilisers. This is a 
point of detail, but not an un im
portant one! 

If the elections are not to be 
fought on points, in the clash of 
personalities, where would the 
parties be? W i l l the halo of Gandhi-
ji still exist the only light in the 
midst of encircling gloom? 

Powers and their nationals, subject 
to reciprocity, most-favoured treat
ment in connection wi th the im
portation and exportation of goods 
and national treatment in respect 
of shipping, navigation and activi
ties of persons and companies. Br i 
tain's attitude is evident from the 
announcement of the former Presi
dent of the Board of Trade on 
March 19 that Britain extended the 
most-favoured-nation treatment to 
Japanese trade in goods, but was 
not prepared to enter into any for-
mal undertaking to continue to do 
so. Bri tain still bears in mind the 
pre-war record of Japanese compe
t i t ion, especially in textile trades. 
In the expanding world economy, 
the establishment of new markets 
should afford Japan the opportunity 
to achieve a reasonable standard of 
l iv ing for her people without menac
ing that of other countries, and, at 
the same time, help to satisfy the 
growing needs of consumers in the 
under-developed countries of the 
wor ld . These objectives can be 
greatly assisted by consultations be
tween industrial interests in the 
various countries concerned on the 
lines of the Anglo-American Cotton 
Texti le Mission to Japan of 1950. 

Though the Soviet Government 
has been kept informed throughout 
the discussions on the draft treaty 
and has been furnished wi th the 
draft, the present draft treaty has 
not satisfied her nor all the pr inc i 
pal parties concerned. The Govern
ments " principally concerned " are 
the U S A , the U K , Australia, Burma, 
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