
Commonwealth obviously depends to some extent on the right
kind of relations with each other . It depends even mor e
on our relations with other nations outside the Commonviealth,
particularly with the United ;;tates o

This freedom to enter into defence arrangements
outside the Commonwealth is of greater importance than
any precise set of obligations which could be drawn up -
and agreed - on an exclusive Commonwealth basis . Recent
dev elopment s prove thi s o

For the defence of Yorth l~merica, Canada and the
United States have, for instance, joined their efforts ut .d
their resources since 1940o Two members of the Commonwealth,
Canada and the United Kingdom, are members of the riorth
Atlantic Treaty Organization, and share with the United
States in the defence of the North Atlantic r3rea . In the
Yaci-fic, Australia and New Zealand have recently joined with
the United States in the Anzus pacto In the Middle East, the
United Kingdom, Australia and PJew Zealand have been
par.ticipating with other states in the planning for a Middle
East defence organization . And in the United Lutions action
in Korea, a number of Commonwealth countries are sharing with
the'United States and other United Nations governments the
task•of resisting aggressiono If it is true,, then, that
the .,Commonwealth is not in itself a closely-knit defence
orgrin,ization, it is also true that adequate'defences cannot
be .bùilt in any-area without the participation and the support
ot'-.at least some of the countries of the Commonwealth .

Another sphere - a new sphere - in which it seems
~o .;me that the Commonwealth is :an i,nstrumnt of great -
potential value is in the complicated and-delicate matter of
~relations between free Asia, on the one hand, and North
America and Western Europe on the other .

The new'Commonwealth ideal is one of helpful an
d practical co-operation between Western and Asian natidns. •I t

is bused upon recognition of the contribution which thei
three Asian members of the Commonwealth can make to the
strength and stability of the free world .

lndia, ~Yakistan and Ceylon are over
.
-populated, .

under-developedYcountries with political, social and economic
problems of a magni`tude whic~i would stagger any 'rlestern
statesman if he were suddenlÿ confronted .with them . ThesV-
countries : cuy be old in the arts of civilization and ^teepeci
in ancient culture and philosophy, but as political ~Wtities,
they are new and are faced with the problem of building in a
few years cohesive and stable national societies which will
provide a good life for hundreds of millions who ht4ve kIlol74
little but distress and want in the past .

de should remember this when we tend to get
impatient at what we consider to be the "neutralism" of a
country like India in what is to as a desperate struggle
between the forces of Communist imperialiem and free
democracyo The struggle may not present itself-in those
simple terms to people who have only recently emerged from
colonialism ; millions of whom live under the recurring
threat of starvation and who may be `pardoned for thinking
that hunger and want and servituae are a worse epE;cry than

1.".arxism and the Kremlino


