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TH R E E problems, as stressed 
by Pandit Nehru, arise out of 

the " grave situation for us in 
India and for Asia" created by 
American military aid to Pakistan. 
New. Delhi has been expressing;, its 
concern about the sinister implica-
tious of military assistance by Ame-
rica to Pakistan ever since it became 

known that such aid was under 
negotiation between Washington and 
Karachi Pakistani Prime Minister 
admits, by implication, that India 
has reasons to feel concerned about 
recent developments in the sub
continent. Washington is not so 
naive as to deny that India's appre
hensions are groundless. 

President Eisenhower, in his letter 
to Pandit Nehru, acknowledges that 
American military aid to Pakistan 
and the pacts like the Turco-Pakis
tani agreement are inevitable sequels 
to the " cold war " strategy. Mr 
Mohammed A l i , Pakistani Prime 
Minister, agrees with President 
Eisenhower's interpretation of recent 
developments, though he uses a 
different terminology. American 
military aid to Pakistan, Mr Moham
med Al i explains, wil l fortify Pakis
tan, w i l l strengthen the Muslim 
world, and will enable Pakistan to 
play a significant role in world 
affairs. It is, therefore, clear that 
both America and Pakistan are con
scious of the consequences of the 
steps taken recently, and that both 
are prepared to own responsibilities 
for these consequences. 

Washington has every reason to 
welcome a new ally in Pakistan. 
But the new relationship poses 
problems for India and for Asia, 
which are no less ominous. Ame
rica's search for a new equilibrium 
in the changing balance of power 
in Asia and the Far East is not 
recent. She supported the Kaomin 
tang in China as a buffer against 
both Communist Russia and mili
tarist Japan. When Mao inarched 
to Peking, she changed her Far-
Eastern policy. She began fortifying 
Japan. She made a peace treaty 
wi th Japan, under which she was 
allowed to maintain troops " in and 
around" Japan. She concluded a 
mutual security pact with South 
Korea. Through ANZUS, America 
assured her Pacific defences with the 
help of Australia and New Zealand. 
This was the system of checks and 
balances created by America since 
the war as a simultaneous protection 
against revived Japanese militarism 
and Communist expansionism. 

There were some missing links in 
this chain of defence. Red China's 
suzerainty over Tibet, unstable condi 
tions in India's Himalayan neigh
bours, and the dispute over 'Kash
mir emphasized the weaknesses of 
the Western Powers system of 
defences against future Communist 
aggression. For some time; some 
of the Weston Powers hoped that 
their strategy of encircling Com
munist Russia would be complete 
through the formation of M E D O . 
Egypt was unwilling to oblige, 
Washington was not unprepared to 
coax Egypt into M E D O through 
concessions on the Suez Canal issue. 
But Washington never shared Lon
don's Mediterranean complex. Ame
rica was more concerned about 
extending her spheres of influence 
in Iraq, Iran and Turkey. 

President Eisenhower's Asian stra
tegy is not new. It can he triced 
back to his predecessor's historic 
decision relating to Turkey. Mr 
Truman extended America's fron
tiers to Turkey in order to deny 
the use of the Mediterranean to 
Communist Russia. America and 
the Western Powers were ever on 
the about to resist any Russian 
attempts to extend her sphere of 
influence in Iran in order to cut 
Russia off from the mainland of 
Asia. It is futile to speculate whe
ther America's strategy in the East 
has changed because of British 
intransigence in the Middle East, 
or whether re-orientation in strategy 
has been conditioned by deeper 
considerations of logistics. 

America makes no secret of her 
strategy in Asia and the Far East 
ft has been elaborated recently by 
Mr Robertson, Assistant Secretary of 
State. It is immaterial whether Mr 
Robertson, or the US State Depart
ment, favours domination of or 
building up positions of strength 
in, Asia. But the objective is clear 
and significant. Such hold on Asia 
is to be maintained as a military 
threat to Red China until there is 
an internal breakdown there. This 
is the Duties strategy of bloodless 
"liberation ". It involves fortifying 
Formosa, South Korea, Japan, Tur
key, Iran, Iraq and Pakistan. Iran 
and Iraq have yet to he brought 
under this alliance, Pakistan has 
now been included in this strategic 
link-up. 

India is an Asian power. She 
cannot, therefore, be disinterested 
in America's efforts to change the 

balance of power in this part of 
the world. Military aid by America 
to Pakistan may or may not be 
m o t i v a t e d mainly by America's anti-
Communist strategy. But the 
change in the Asian balance of 
power that such action creates must 
necessarily he a mailer of concern 
for all Asian powers, including 
India. Pakistan is under no imme-
diale threat by Communist China, 
She can have no tears of aggression 
from India. By entering into a mil i 
tary alliance with America, Pakistan 
has definitely allied herself with the 
Western Powers. This line-up pro 
jects the "cold war" into this sub 
continent. It is, therefore, a move 
which increases tension in this part 
of the world. 

Pandit Nehru is not alone in 
questioning whether regional military 
pacts and alliances are in conson
ance, with the UN charter. Russia 
has always maintained that N A T O , 
E D C and similar other military 
alliances are cause-, of the prevailing 

-world tension. It is significant that 
India's man objection to American 

military aid to Pakistan and to 
Turco-Pakistani pact is that these 
arrangements intensify feats and 
suspicions in Asia, and that these 
moves endanger pence and stability 
in this region. 

Whi le the balance of power in 
Asia and the prestige of the United 
Nations are the two wider issues 
involved, the impact of American 
aid to Pakistan on the kashmir 
issue is no less significant. Pandit 
Nehru is logical in his deduction 
that American military aid to Pakis
tan " is a form of intervention . . . 
which is likely to have more far-
reaching results than previous types of 
intervention."' When M r . Moham
med Al i openly states that American 
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