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HOUSE OF THE PEOPLE 

Monday, 1st March, 1954

The House met at Two of the Clock 

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair]

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

(See Part I)

3-05 P.M.

STATEMENT RE U.S. MILITARY 
AID TO PAKISTAN

The Prime Minister and Minister of 
External Aiffairs and Defente (Slirl 
Jawaharlal Nehru): Mr. Speaker, Sir,
I am grateful for this opportunity »o 
make a statement in rê ârd to a mat
ter which is no doubt in the minds of 
most Members of this House as well 
as many people in the country. This 
relates to a recent letter which I re
ceived from the President of the Unit* 
ed Slates of America, together with a 
copy of a statement which was issued 
by him. I received the letter on the 
24th February, and both that letter 
and the statement, I believe, appeared 
in the public Press on the morning of 

. the 26th February. Hon. Mem.bers 
have seen those and I do not propose 
to read them, but for facility of re
ference, I am placing copies of that 
letter and that statement, as well 3S
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a copy of my reply, on the Table 
the House.

964
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Letter from the President of the Unit  ̂
ed States of America to the Prime 
Minister of India delivered on 
February 24, 1954.

“My dear Mr. Prime Minister, '

I send you this personal message 
because I want you to know about my 
decision to extend military aid to 
Pakistan before it is public knowledge 
and also because i want you to know 
directly from me that this step does 
not in any way affect the friendship 
we feel for India. Quite the contrary 
We will continually strive to streng 
then the warm and enduring friend 
ship between our two countries.

• Our two governments have agreed 
that our desires (or peace are in ac
cord. It has also been understood 
that if our Interpretation of existing 
circumstances and our belief in how 
to achieve our goals differ, it Is the 
right and duty of sovereign nations 
make their own decisions. Having 
studied long and carefully the problem 
of opposing possible aggression in the 
Middle East, I believe that consulta
tion between Pakistan and Turkey 
about security problems will serve the 
interests not only of Pakistan and 
Turkey, but also of the whole free 
world. Improvement in Pakistan’s 
defensive capabilities will also serve 
these interests and it is for this rea
son that our aid will be given. This 
Government's views on this subject 
are elaborated in a public statement 
I will release, a copy of which 
Ambassador Allen will give you.
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What we are proposing to do, and 

what Pakistan is agreeing to, is not 
directed in any way against India. 
And I am cgnflrming publicly that if 
our aid to any country, including 
Pakistan, is misused and directed 
against another in aggression, I will 
undertake immediately, in accordance 
with my constitutional authority, 
appropriate action, both within and 
without the United Nations to thwart 
such aggression. I believe the Pakis- 
tan-Turkey collaboration agreement 
which is being discussed is sound 
evidence of the defensive purposes 
which both countries have in mind.

I know that you and your Govern
ment are keenly aware of the need 
for economic progress as a prime 
requisite for stability and strength. 
This Government has extended assi> 
tance to India in recognition of this 
fact, and I am recommending to 
Congress a continuation of substan
tial economic and technical aid for 
this,reason. We also believe it in ihe 
interest of the free world that India 
have a strong military defense capabi
lity and have admired the effective 
way your Government has administer
ed your military establishment. If 
your Government should con
clude that circumstances require mili
tary aid of a type contemplated by» 
our mutual security legislation, please 
be assured that your request would 
receive my most sympathetic consi
deration.

I regret that there has been such 
widespread and unfounded specula
tion on this subject. Now that the 
facts are known, I hope that the real 
import of our decision will be under
stood.

I am, my dear Mr. Prime Minister,

Sincerely,
DWKiHT D. EISENHOWER**.

Statement made by President 
Eisenhower

“On February 19, Turkey and Pakis
tan announced their intention to

study methods of achieving closer col* 
laboration on various matters, includ
ing means designed towards streng
thening peace and security. This Gov
ernment welcomed this move and call
ed it a constructive step towards better 
ensuring the security of the whole 
area of the Middle East. The Govern
ment of Pakistan has now asked the 
United (States for grant of military 
'issistance.

I have said repeatedly that regional 
groupings to ensure security against 
aggression constitute the most effec
tive means to assure survival and 
progress. No nation can stand alone 
today*. My report to the Congress on 
June 30, 1953 stated, that we should 
strengthen efforts towards regional 
political, military and economic In
tegration. I, therefore, under the au
thority granted by the Congress, am 
glad to comply with Pakistan’s re
quest, subject to the negotiation of the 
required Mutual Defence Assistance 
Program agreement. This Government 
has been gravely concerned over the 
weakness of the defensive capabilities 
in the Middle East. It was with the 
purpose of helping to increase the 
defense potential in this area that 
Congress in its last session appro
priated funds to be used to assist 
those nations in the area which desir
ed such assistance, which would pledge 
their willingness to promote interna
tional peace and security within the 
frame-work of the United Nations, 
and which would take effective col
lective measures to prevent and re
move threats to peace.

Let me make it clear that we shall 
be guided by the stated purposes and 
requirements of the mutual security 
legislation. These include specifically 
the provision that equipment, materials 
or services provided will be used sole
ly to maintain the recipient country’s 
internal security and for its legitimate 
self-defense, or to permit it to partici
pate in the defense of the area of which 
it is a part. Any recipient country 
also must undertake that it will not 
engage in any act of aggression against
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any other naTion. These undertakings 
afford adequate assurance to all na
tions, regardless of their political 
orientation and whatever their inter* 
national policies may be, that the arms 
the United States provides for the 
defense of the free world will in no 
way threaten their own security. I 
can say that if our aid to any country, 
including Pakistan, is misused and 
directed against another in aggres- 

 ̂ sion, I will undertake immediately, in 
‘ accordance with my constitutional au

thority appropriate action both within 
and without the United Nations to 

 ̂ thwart such aggression. I would al
* so consult with the Congress on fur

ther steps.
The United States earnestly desires 

that there be increased stability and 
strength in the Middle East, as it has 
desired this same thing in other parts 
of the free world. It believes that the 
aspirations of the peoples in this area 
for maintaining and developing their 
way of life and for realizing the social 
advances close to their hearts will oe 
best served by strength to deter 
aggression and to reduce the fear of 
aggression. The United States is pre
pared to help in this endeavor, If its 
help is wanted.”

My reply has not yet been published. 
It is a relatively brief reply and so 
I shall read it out to the House.
**Dear Mr. President,

I thank you for your personal mes
sage which your Ambassador in Delhi 
banded to me on February 24th. With 
this message was a copy of your state- 

 ̂ ment in regard to the military aid be
ing given by the United States to 
Pakistan. I appreciate the assurance 

 ̂ you have given. You are, however, 
aware of the views of my Govern
ment and our people in regard to this 
matter. Those views and the policy 
which we have pursued, after the 
most careful thought, are based on 
our desire to help in the furtherance 
of peace and freedom. We shall 
continue to pursue that policy. ”

That is the reply. I should like to 
add a few more words in regard to

this matter. In his letter. President 
Eisenhower, as the House knows, gave 
certain assurances, and stated what 
his objectives or motives were. I have 
at no time in this House challenged 
any individual’s or any country’s mo
tives—I cannot go behind their mo
tives. We have to consider facts as 
they are. So far as President Eisen
hower is concerned, on my part I am 
convinced that certainly he bears no 
ill-will to India; he wishes well of 
India, and that he would not take any 
step to injure India. It is not a ques
tion of motives, but rather of certain 
results which inevitably follow cer
tain actions, and it has seemed to us 
in regard to this matter of military 
aid to Pakistan, that the results were 
.bound to be unfortunate. It is stated 
that the aid is merely meant to streng
then Pakistan so that it can defend it
self against aggression, and also to 
ensure security and peace. It is not 
clear to me what kind of aggression 
and from what Quarter It is feared. 
I am unable to see any danger of ag
gression on Pakistan from any quarter; 
but perhaps to throw lî iht on this 
question, the Pakistan delegate to the 
United Nations. Mr. Ahmed Bokhari, 
only a day or two ago spoke in New 
York, and made it clear as to what 
his fears were. He said: “We want
the guarantee that the two biggest 
countries in Asia will leave us alone.” 
He referred to China and India. Now, 
it is not again clear to me how China 
is going to invade Pakistan,—whether 
it is going to come over the Karakoram 
Pass into Pakistan, or how it is go
ing to get there. As for India, it 
not necessary for me to remind the 
House as to what our attitude has 
been. I may say a little about it 
later.

So far as ensuring security and peace 
are concerned, one need not go into 
any argument about it. It is a fact 
that since this aid has been announc
ed there has been greater insecurity 
and greater tension. Whatever, as I 
said, the motives may be. the result, 
the fact, is there— t̂hat there has been 
In India, in Pakistan, an upsetting of 
things as they were and a sense of



969 Statement re 1 MARCH 1954 U. S. Military Aid to Pakistan 97a

[Shri Jawaharlal Nehru]
insecurity. In other countries in Asia, 
West and other, there has also been 
M sense of the situation becoming^ if I 
may say so, “fluid” , and a certain ap
prehension as to what the conse
quences might be.

Now, so far as India Is concerned, 
the House will remember that for 
the last three years we have repeated
ly offered a No-war Declaration to 
Pakistan, A No-War declaration is 
what is called in perhaps more precise 
language a Non-Aggression Pact. Now 
We have offered that repeatedly and 
Pakistan hag been repeatedly reject
ing that for whatever reason it may 
be. If there had been such a No-War 
declaration or Non-Aggression Pact, 
obviously that would have eased ten
sion between the two countries and 
in surrounding areas and produced a 
greater feeling of security in both 
countries, it would have helped us 
to solve the problems that face us. 
Now it is in the context of this re
jection of our proposal for a No-War 
declaration that We have to view this 
military aid from the United States 
to Pakistan. I venture to say that it 
is not easy to even imagine any ag
gression on Pakistan as things are, 
either from that great country China, 
or from India, regardless, i say, of 
motives about it. I am looking at the 
barest physical poss‘ibilities of the 
matter.

How then does this question of 
aggression arise and is made a pretext 
for this kind of military aid being- 
given, from Pakistan’s side? I am 
wholly unaware of any possible, reason 
which I can understand. For my part, 
I would welcome the strengthening of 
Pakistan, economically, even militari
ly, in the normal sense,—if they build 
themselves up I have no complaint. 
But this is not a normal procedure. 
This is a very abnormal procedure, up
setting normality, and in so far as it 
upsets normality it is a step away 
from peace.

Now, the President of the United 
States has stated that if the aid given

to Pakistan is misused and directed 
against another in aggression he will 
undertake lo thwart such aggression.
I have no doubt that the President is. 
opposed to aggression. But we know 
from past experience that aggression 
takes place and nothing is done to 
thwart it. Aggression took place in 
Kashmir six and a half years ago with 
dire consequences. Nevertheless, the 
United States have not thus far con
demned it and we are asked not to- 
press this point in the Interests of 
peace! Aggression may take place 
again and be denied, as the previous 
aggression was denied till it could not 
be hidden. If conditions are created 
for such an aggression to take place 
it may well follow, in spite of the 
desire of the United States to prevent 
it. Later long arguments will be 
carried on as to whether it was ag
gression or not. The military aid 
given by the United States to Pakis
tan is likely to create the conditions 
which facilitate and encourage aggres
sion.

The President of the United States 
has been good enough to suggest that 
he would consider sympathetically any 
request from Us for military aid. In 
making this suggestion the President 
has done le'ss than justice to us or to 
himself. If we object to military aid 
being given to Pakistan, we would be 
hypocrites and unprincipled oppor
tunists to accept such aid ourselves.

As I have said repeatedly, this grant 
of military aid .by the United States 
to Pakistan creates a grave situation 
for us in India and for Asia. It adds 
to our tensions. It makes it much 
more difficult to solve the problems 
which have confronted India and Pakis
tan. It is vitally necessary for India and 
Pakistan to solve these problems and 
to develop friendly and co-operative 
relations which their geographical 
position as neighbours as well as their 
long common history demand. These 
problems can only be solved by the 
two countries themselves and not by 
the intervention of others. It is, in
deed, this intervention of other coun
tries in the past that has come in the
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way of their solution. Recently a new 
and more friendly atmosphere had 
been created between India and Pakis
tan, and by direct consultations bet
ween the two Prime Ministers progress 
was being made towards the solu
tion of these problems. That progress 
has now been checked and fresh diffi
culties have arisen. -

The military aid being given by the 
United States to Pakistan is a form 
of intervention in these prablems which 
is likely to have more far-reaching 
results than the previous t3rpes of

• intervention.

At the pfesent moment there is a 
considerable number of American 
Observers attached to the United Na
tions team on either side of the “cease
fire” line in the Jammu and Kashmir 
State. These American Observers can 
no longer be treated by us as neutrals 
in this dispute, and hence their 
presence ther® appears to us to be im
proper.

I have referred previously to the 
wider aspects of this aid, aspects which 
may affect that whole of Asia. Many 
countries in Asia have recovered their 
freedom after long years of colonial 
subjection. They prize their freedom, 
and any intervention which lessens 
their freedom is considered by us to 
be harmful and a step away from 
both freedom and peace.

Recently, on the 26th of January 
the Assistant Secretary of State in the 
United Statefi, Mr. Walter S. Robertson, 
made a statement to the House Appro
priations Sub-Committee of the Con
gress of the United States of America.

' Now, I have no official record of the 
statement. The statement was made 
on January 26th. It was released, 1 
believe, on February 23rd or 241h.
I have to rely on Press reports on 
which I have two, which are not identi
cal though the meaning perhaps is 
much the same. One Press report 
states that he told the House Appro
priations Sub-Committee of the Con
gress that the U.S.A. must dominate 
Asia for an indefinite period and pose

a military threat against Communist 
China until it »breaks up internally. 
Another report says that the US must 
hold a posture of strength in Asia 
for an indefinite period till those 
results follow. Whether it is a Pos

ture of strength or clear domination,— 
I do not know what the exact words 
were,—the idea behind it appears to 
be much the same. This testimony, 
as I said, was made public about five 
days ago. It is known that India's 
policy in regard to the People's Gov
ernment of China differs from that of 
the U.S.A. We have recognised this 
Government in China and have friend
ly relations with it. Our two policies, 
therefore, in this respect are wholly 
opposed to each other. What is more 
important is that a responsible official 
of the US should say that it is their 
policy that the U.S.A. must dominate 
Asia for an indefinite period. What  ̂
ever the ol^jective may be, the coun
tries of Asia, and certainly India, do 
not accept this policy and do not pro
pose to be dominated by any country 
for whatever purpose. It is in this 
wider context that We must view these 
recent developments and more 
especially the military aid to Pakistan.

The Prime Minister of Pakistan has 
stated that by the receipt of this mili
tary aid, a momentous step forward 
has been taken towards the streng
thening of the Muslim world and that 
Pakistan has now entered a glorious 
chapter in its history and is now cast 
for a significant role in world affairs. 
It is not for me to criticise what the 
Pakistan Prime Minister says, but I 
have endeavoured to understand how 
the Muslim world is going to be streng
thened through arms supplied by a 

Foreign Power, and how any country 
is going to play a significant role in 
world affairs relying on military aid 
from another country.

The Prime Minister of Pakistan has 
also stated that this military aid will 
help to solve the Kashmir problem, that 
is an indication of the way his mind 
works and how he thinks thig military 
aid might be utilteed. Military aid is 
only utilised in war or in a threat of 
war.



973 Statement re 1 MARCH 1954 U. S. Military Aid to Pakistan 974

[Shri Jawaharlal Nehru]
There is another aspect which I 

should like to mention. These separate 
pacts ibetween countries take place, 
some of them in the nature of military 
alliances. It is for us and others to 
consider how far they are in conso
nance with the spirit of the U.N. 
Charter, even with the letter, I might 
say. But, I am not for the moment 
speaking in legal or juristic terms. The 
United Kaiions was formed for a 
particular purpose and the Charter 
lays down that purpose. I would like 
the House to consider—this is not the 
time to discuss this matter—how far 
those purposes are being furthered by 
all these developments that we see in 
regard to countries linking up militari
ly against other countries, both sides 
often being represented in the United 
Nations.

Also it IS becoming rather signi
ficant how discussions on particular 
vital matters affecting world peace are 
avoided in fhe United Nations General 

Assembly, and when something is dis
cussed, previous decisions have been 
taken which almost appear to be im
posed upon the United Nations in tha 
General Assembly. That, I submit, is 
not the way either to work the United 
Nations to fulfil the purposes of the 
Charter or to remove the tensions of 
the world.

The world suffers today from an 
enormous amount of suspicion and 
fear. And we have to judge every 
matter from this point of view as to 
whether it adds to suspicion and fear 
or lessens them. Can there be any 
doubt that the recent step taken in 
regard to military aid being given to 
Pakistan is a step which adds to sus
picions and fears and therefore the 
tensions of the world, instead of bring
ing about any feeling of security?

There is another small matter—not 
a small but relevant matter—relating 
to Kashmir. The House will rememiber 
Us long history and how for the last 
two years among the questions being 
discussed has been the Quantum of 
forces to be left in Kashmir with a

view to having afterwards a plebiscite; 
that is, a reduction of forces—some
times it is called demilitarisation. 
There has thus far been no agreement 
on that issue. Now the whole issue 
has to be considered from an entirely 
different point of view when across 
the border, across the “cease-fire” 
line on the other side, large additional 
forces are being thrust from outside in 
Pakistan and out at the disposal of 
Pakistan. It does make a difference. I 
said some time back, that this mili
tary aid was changing the balance of 
things in India and Asia. I was not 
thinking so much of the relative mili
tary strength of Pakistan or India, 
although that of course is a relevant 
matter, but I was rather thinking of 
all ihese other upsets, to some of 
which I have drawn the attention of 
the House.

India has no intention of surrender
ing or bartering her freedom for any 
purpose or under any compulsion what
ever.

In this grave situation that has arisen 
this House and the country will, I have 
no doubt, stand united. This is no 
Party matter, but a national issue, on 
which there can be no two opinions.

Dr. Lanka Sundaram (Visakha- 
patnam): May I make a submission to 
the Leader of the House? In view of 
the historic statement just made .by 
the Prime Minister, may I reauest him 
through you to put a motion on the 
Order Paper for discussion of this 
matter in the House, so that the world 
can be informed that the House 1« 
entirely wifh him on this matter?

Mr. Speaker: I shall have to consi
der this matter before I say anything.

Shri Ramacbandra Redd! (Nellore): 
Amongst the papers that have been 
supplied to us on Saturday last, there 
is an item, viz, “Discussion on the 
Report of the Industrial Finance 
Corporation Enquiry Committee” put 
down for tomorrow. The time allot
ted for general discussion of the Rail
way Budget Is only three days, and 
that will be about less than 12 ho’jrs.
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It we have two hours cut off from that 
period of 12 hours it will be a great 
handicap to the House. 1 would, there
fore, request you to tell the House 
whether compensatory time will be 
allotted on another day, or whether 
this item could be postponed to the 
end of the week. ^

Mr. Speaker: Instead of ieciding
this matter just now, let us proceed 
with the discussion. Let us see how 
we go, how many points are being 
made in the discussion, whether it is 
necessary to continue it for all the 
three days, and then we will decide. 
If necessary we might sit for soma 
longer time. If necessary we can drop 
the question-hour. There are so many 
methods of doing it. We will see later 
on.

Shri T. K. Chaudhurl (Berhampore): 
Apart from that, may I make a sub
mission, through you. to Government 
to make more copies of the Report of 
the Industrial Finance Corporation 
Enquiry Committee available to Mem
bers, because only five copies were 
supplied to the Library and they have 
all been issued?

Mr. Speaker: Will the Minister, Mr. 
(5uha, Just attend to this matter? Ths 
hon. Member wants more copies of 
the Report to be supplied. Only five 
copies were placed on the Table.

The Deputy Minister of Finance 
(Shri A. C. Guha): I have just now 
received a letter from him. I think 
it will take some time. I do not know 
whetfii?  ̂ it will be possible today. 
Just now I have received this letter 
from him. I am trying to contact the 
Office to send the copies as soon as 
possi.ble. If the hon. Member wants, 
I can give my personal copy on loan.

Mr. Speaker: It is not a question of 
supplying a copy to an individual Mem
ber. As the report is printed, I pre
sume there must be a larger number 
of copies.

Shri A. C. Gvlui: Yes, surely.

Shri S. S. More (Sholapur): It may 
be circulated to Members.

Mr. Speaker: It is not necessary
to circulate to all the five hundred 
Members. The only thing is that 
every one of those thfft want it should 
get a copy. (Interruptions.) Those 
who want should get a copy.

Several Hon. Members: All of us
want a copy.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Minister may 
see and then say whether he can sup
ply copies by this evening. Will he?

Shri A. C. Guha: I shall try my 
best. I am trying to contact the office 
now, and I think it may be possible.

RAILWAY BUDGET—Contd.

Mr. Speaker: The House will now 
proceed with the general discussion of 
the Railway Budget. I might state 
that according to the usual rule that 
we have (followed, there will be a 
time-limit of fifteen minutes for each 
individual Member, and about twenty 
minutes to leaders of parties. That is 
the time-limit within which the dis
cussion may be carried on.

Shri Ramachandra Reddi (Nellore): 
There are no two opinions, generally 
speaking, that the Budget that has 
been presented iby the hon. Minister 
of Railways has been fairly satisfac
tory, especially when he dealt with 
the amenities that he has provided for 
third class passengers and also for 
the improvement in the welfare of 
railway workers. The promise, or 
assurance, of continuing the same 
policy of progressive help to these 
sectors is very welcome.

I do not want to deal with the smal
ler details in the Budget, but I would 
only touch upon a few important points 
relating to the Budget as a whole. For 
a long time, I have been wondering 
why there should be a separate Budget 
for the Railways. The Railways being a 
national enterprise, they «?ould have 
been treated like other similar na
tional enterprises that are under the




