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From U N Headquarters 

Pak Premier in Washington 
OLD hands at the United Nations 

have a saying about Kashmir. 
They say: so long as the Kashmir 
issue stands, the Security Council 
shall stand; when the Kashmir issue 
is solved, the Security Council shall 
be dissolved. This is not to say that 
they are sceptical about the solution 
of the Kashmir problem. Generally 
speaking they are sceptical about 
any major problem being solved 
within the foreseeable future. So 
long as Wor ld War I I I is ruled out, 
the United Nations w i l l remain the 
forum for wordy conflict and those 
who work wi th in the precincts of 
this spacious glass house have come 
to adopt a somewhat devil-may-care 
attitude towards what are admitted
ly controversial issues. But none
theless these have to be debated and 
periodically one hearts rumblings 
within the Security Council Cham
ber as the French furiously defend 
their rights to k i l l Algerians, the 
Bri t ish to station their troops In 
Cyprus and the Pakistanis to stay 
put In occupied Kashmir, 

Of late, indeed, the Pakistanis 
have been proclaiming loudly that 
they w i l l drag the Kashmir Issue 
back to the Security Council, God 
and the United States wi l l ing or n o t 
There are indications that the United 
States, at least, is unwill ing. And 
it has fallen to the lot of Pakistan's 
Prime Minister, Mr Shaheed Suh-
rawardy to shake the United States 
out of its unwillingness. Mr Suhra
wardy's trip to the United States, 
as a matter of common knowledge, 
was to persuade the United States 
to line up w i t h him on the Kashmir 
issue. After the last meeting of the 
Security Council it was widely 
known that the United States was 
not wi l l ing to further annoy India 
in this regard. The State Depart
ment was conscious that it had done 
l i t t le to improve Indo-American 
relations during the Kashmir debate. 
India had been deeply hurt by the 
10-1 vote on the Kashmir resolution 
and it was being whispered In the 
United Nations corridors that on 
this subject the United States felt 
that enough is enough. 

Pakistani representatives certain
ly were not unaware of this feeling 
in American circles and feeling 
themselves disappointed over the 
Kashmir resolution—which in at 

least one Pakistani diplomat's 
opinion was neither fish nor flesh 
nor good red herring—they were hell 
bent to get the United States com
mitted to stronger action. Appa
rently, after the Jarring mission 
ended there was a good deal of 
sparring between Karachi and 
Washington maintaining wi th equal 
fervour that it had gone as far as 
it could go. Mr Feroze Khan Noon 
meanwhile kept shuttling between 
the two capitals w i th apparently 
litt le success. From al l available 
evidence, Karachi kept pressing for 
sterner action against India arid 
Washington kept murmuring, not 
without some show of irr i tat ion, 
that it w i l l not budge an inch. The 
Pakistani stand, of course, was 
that, despite pressures from inter
nal sources, It was standing solid
ly behind the United States in the 
East-West struggle and that it 
should be suitably rewarded for its 
support to the West in the shape 
of a western resolution in the Secu
r i ty Council condemning India in 
much the same manner as the 
Soviet Union was condemned over 
Hungary. 

But Washington reportedly told 
Karachi that American financial 
support—which is about 40 per 
cent of Pakistan's total budget— 
was already propping up the Suh-
rawardy administration and to ask 
that India be deliberately h i t un
der the belly was to ask for the 
impossible. Mr Noon's missions to 
Washington failed and Mr Noon 
played his last card: W i l l President 
Eisenhower at least see Mr Suhra-
wardy and be convinced of Pakis-
tan's stand? This request, made 
probably In desperation, could 
hardly be brushed aside, especially 
since the White House had been 
host to India's Prime Minister 
Jawaharlal Nehru not to speak, in 
more recent weeks, to Germany's 
Adenauer and Japan's Kishi. Mr 
Suhrawardy was attending the 
Commonwealth Prime Ministers' 
Conference in London and would 
the White House ask him to fly 
over to the States? Obviously, this 
request was pressed on Washington 
and the White House must have 
grudgingly acceded to the request. 
The announcement of Mr. Suhra
wardy's tr ip to Washington was 
made in London—and the story 

broke later here. News stories 
said that the State Department was 
working overtime to get ready for 
Mr Suhrawardy's visit -a clear in 
dication that the visit was not 
scheduled and was foisted on the 
White House. Significantly, the 
President did not send his personal 
plane to London to fetch Mr 
Suhrawardy, as he did to fetch 
Pandit Nehru. The Columbine I I I 
picked Mr Suhrawardy only at New 
York and it is anybody's guess 
how Mr Suhrawardy took this. 

Mr Suhrawardy apparently came 
wi th a three-pronged proposal: 
One, that the Western Powers call 
a Security Council meeting and 
pass a resolution condemning India 
along much the same lines as the 
Soviet Union was condemned over 
Hungary. Two, that the United 
States cut its aid to India. Three, 
that the United States step up its 
mil i tary support to Pakistan. 

Even before Mr Suhrawardy 
could have private conversations 
with the President, inspired reports 
were appearing in leading news
papers, notably the "Washington 
Star" and the "Baltimore Sun," 
that the Pakistan Prime Minister 
wi l l be told that he would get no
where on the first two proposals. 

As if these hints were not enough 
the press almost unanimously 
ignored him. Mr Suhrawardy's 
arrival was noted wi th a picture on 
the front page and having done 
that, the press seemed to have 
thought it had done well by the 
Pakistan Prime Minister. The 
radio and television announcers 
ignored his presence the first two 
days. The press shunted him to 
the social columns. 

But how was Mr Suhrawardy 
faring wi th the White House? 
There is no knowing. But some 
indications are available. As for 
example, take the case of the Un
delivered Address. Mr Suhrawardy 
was scheduled to address the House 
of Representatives, and the Pakis
tan Press Officer dutifully distri
buted copies of the speech Mr. 
Suhrawardy was supposed to de
liver to pressmen in the gallery. 
Came Mr Suhrawardy and press
men rushed to their telephones to 
send their first 'snap' reports of 
the speech yet to be delivered and 
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which consisted of some juicy re
ferences to India. But the speech 
remained undelivered. Mr Suhra-
wardy spoke extempore, and not a 
word was mentioned about India. 
What was the mystery of the Un
delivered Address? One theory is 
that Mr Suhrawardy was discreetly 
informed that an attack on India in 
a formal address to the Congress 
wag just not cricket. The fact that 
the Pakistan Prime Minister came 
to the House directly after a meet
ing wi th President Eisenhower lends 
some credence to this theory. Cer
tainly, on that date, at least, the 
Prime Minister held his fire. 

It was only after his formal meet
ings wi th the President were over 
and he was to address the National 
Press Club that Mr Suhrawardy 
loosened his tongue. Then he had 
plenty of nasty things to say about 
India. Did he expect the United 
States to go along wi th him on 
Kashmir, he was asked. He would 
be surprised if it did not, glibly an
swered Mr Suhrawardy. W i t h that, 
he must have thought, he would put 
the United States in the spot. 

Next day, the papers again ignored 
him. Painfully and with almost 
obvious intent the press ignored 
him. His barbs against India, his 
diatribes, his accusations, were for 
all purposes, lost on the press. Why? 
Could it be that the press thought 
he exceeded his limits? Could it be 
that the press found nothing of news 
value in his utterances? Or was i t , 
that word went round that the State 
Department would appreciate if Mr 
Suhrawardy's attacks on India were 
played down? 

It is possible to draw two con
clusions from these happenings. 
One, that having failed to win the 
support of the State Department and 
the White House, Mr Suhrawardy 
was trying to go over the heads of 
the American leaders to appeal to 
the American people and the State 
Department took effective steps to 
see that this did not happen. Two, 
that Mr. Suhrawardy gambled and 
failed. 

Is this presuming too much? The 
joint communique issued by the 
White House gives out nothing. A n d 
what transpired at the many meet
ings between Pakistani officials and 
their counterparts remains as well-
guarded a secret as can be expect
ed. But many questions remain 
starkly unanswered: Did Mr Suhra
wardy receive any private assur
ances from the State Department in 

regard to Kashmir? If so, what 
are they? If not, how long can Mr 
Suhrawardy survive as Pakistan's 
Prime Minister. And does the State 
Department want Mr Suhrawardy to 
remain as Prime Minister or not? 
Mr Suhrawardy is reputed to have 
staked his Prime Ministership in 
making his trip to Washington. 
Should he have nothing to show to 
the Pakistani people by way at least 
of assurances, what are his chances 
of remaining in office? One draws 
blanks to these questions. 

There is a school of thought which 
firmly believes that the United States 
is marking time to see what wi l l 
come out of the disarmament talks 
and that much of the United States 
attitude towards many questions 
including that of Kashmir wi l l de
pend on how soon the cold war wi l l 
thaw. Should the two big Powers, 
It Is maintained, come to agreement 
on many essentials, then the lot of 
the satellites in both camps wi l l 
hardly be enviable. Pakistan, no 
doubt, realises it and wants to press 
its point when there is st i l l a ray of 
hope. If there Is general agreement 
on disarmament, then why should 
the United States arm Pakistan to 
the teeth? Arming Pakistan in the 
face of general disarmament wil l 
only lay the United States open to 
the charge that it wants to help 
Pakistan against India on the 
Kashmir issue. Wil l it be worth 
America's while to do so? If Pakis
tan is not armed, to the saturation 
point, wi th what face can any Prime 
Minister turn to his countrymen and 
say that a policy of alignment wi th 
the West had paid off? 

Clearly Mr Suhrawardy is up on 
a limb and knows it , though he may 
not show his disappointment too 
openly. He is too shrewd a man to 
give his opponent a chance to throw 
him out, but he could hardly have 
been satisfied wi th the kind of re
ception that the public gave him 
here. The Press is no respecter of 
persons in this country and it is cer
tainly no respecter of petty politi
cians who are no better than satel
lites. At the National Press Club 
luncheon, Mr Suhrawardy was in
troduced to the august gathering of 
international correspondents as a 
man who loves the good things of 
life, has a concrete dance floor on 
the top of his house and has more 
than a thousand American records 
in such a subtly fun-poking manner 
that Mr Suhrawardy himself was 
forced to say that he wished these 
references to his likes were not 

made! He must have been greatly 
piqued that he was treated wi th such 
jocularity. Whether the Pakistan 
Embassy's refusal to invite Indian 
correspondents to all functions 
arranged by it was due to similar 
pique against India is not known, 
but certainly Pakistani officials are 
behaving as if they are fighting a 
losing battle. Where once they used 
to greet Indian correspondents at 
the United Nations with a smile, to
day they turn their faces away. 

There is, of course, the other 
school of thought which insists that 
all this is Pakistani make-believe, 
that Suhrawardy has received ster
ling assurances from the west in re
gard to Kashmir and that this wil l 
become apparent when the Security 
Council meets again. Improbable 
though this may sound at the 
moment, it is difficult to find at 
least among Indian officials-—some 
one who wil l not admit such a. possi
bility. Every conceivable argument 
that might have been thought of on 
both sides, has now been advanced 
and nothing it would seem remains 
to be said. The Jarring Mission 
accomplished nothing. The Security 
Council, if it wishes, can attempt to 
condemn India, as it has been prone 
to do in the past or at least seek to 
discredit her in the eyes of the 
world. That is what Pakistan 
is seeking to do in its impotence. 
But wi l l the Security Council 
go along? Or will Pakistan 
agree to acceptance of the present 
status quo? Those who saw the 
almost overnight solution of the 
Trieste issue keep their lingers cross

ed. Insoluble problems, they say. 
have a strange manner of resolving 
themselves. But it wilt be a brave 
prophet indeed who predicts that 
Kashmir wi l l out-Trieste Trieste. 

Telco Dividends 
The Directors of the Tata Locomo

tive and Engineering Company have 
decided to recommend to the Annual 
General Meeting the payment of flic 
following dividends; 

(1) A dividend at 5 per cent per 
annum on Preference Shares 
for the year ended 31st March, 

(2) A dividend at 8 per cent per 
annum on Ordinary Shares 
for the year ended 31st March, 
1957. 

The dividend on Preference Shares 
wi l l be subject to deduction of 
income-tax. 
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