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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

- This otudy sedrg t0 analyse the interaction of
Indin end Paliistan at the United Natlions on the question
of Bmpgary mnd the Suez criefis, Attempt here ia to examing
the extent to which India ond Pekistan make use of the fora
and political instrumentality of the United Nations, as pard
of thelr foreign policy strategy and the axtent to which |
their bllatersl relations influence their parceptions and
attitude of Intarnationdl conflict situatlons,

In the context of what has been noted above it

is pertinent here 1o recell that over the years the United
Nations has betome an importont instrument in the foreign
policy strategles of the Covermments, The main foous of
aotivities are of course the two political orgons, the
Seeurity Council and the Ceneral Assesbly,’ although other
UN bodies and subsidiaries do have their own importance.
Under the UN Charter, the Security Council was glven the
primary respongibility of fpeace and secwrity problesst of
the world; wvheresas the Genarsl Assenlly woas given an overall
jurisdiotion In other ficlds (Articles 10-17), though the
problens of peace and security ware not the concern of the

Herbert Nictolas, fhe United Nations og @
utdon (London, 1 . |




Secrity Council alone, Article 12 of the Charter provided
that the Genaral Asgonbly could not recommend on issues
which were already on the agenda of the Security Council, ut
in practice this restriction has been continucusly tlurred by
the Asgently,?

Therefore, the General Agsenbly bas become one of
the most important organs of the United Nations, Dag
Hommarsgikjold regarded 1t the nearest approximation we have
at resent  a world pariiocoent®, He sald: *Basieally it
is an orpan for multilateral nepotiations, with a few of
the clements of Parliamentory life reflected in it; for
example in the egual right to vote, and the equal welght
of votes; irrospective of size and position of the country, n3
Put, a more realistic view wuld be that the "Politics of
the Genarol Agsembly reflect an interplay botween Lorces of
pluralisn, lepgal equality, and diverslty on the one hang,
end those of politiecal and military inequality and bipolarity
on the otha. oft

2306, Kurt Jacouson, The Genaral Assently of tho
United *‘-‘at ong ¢ A Ouo ti’!:a me tmmmmam
nequality and Releyar ew m",'. ALso, duth B:
usg, m ‘5:1_5«‘ Patterng, Problomg, Irogspects

313&?, Hommarsk jold, Address to the Indian Council

of Vorld Affairg, New Delhi, delivered on 3 Feobruary 1956,
%;gg} fron United Hations 3 An Aporaisal (New Delhd,

s Do ' ' -

-

“obert Owen Keohane, "Political Influence in the
Gw@al assanbl, ", in Robert W, &'egg and Michagl Barkun,
eds., ‘.ﬁatns Systen and its Functions 3 Sdlect




The informel and intensive interaction that takes
place at the United Nations, hag made it *the greatest single
diplomatic erossroads in the wrldﬂgﬁ The diversity of the
fssugs the United Natlons denls with, the procedural meetings,
and the continuing presence of dalegates and diplomats of
menmber states pgave rise fo some form of repgiler caucusing,
baged on regional functionsl and idedlogical linem The
caucusing groups and individusl gtates do not jJust debate
end discuss for public consumption but indulge into hard
barmining, omo-twisting and persussion in ae all-out
affort to win support for onets policles and interests, The
lounges, bars, confarence rooms, corridors etc, at the UN
building complex provide the venue and the opportunity
needed for this kind of diplomacy, generally referred in UN
jerpon as "Corridor Dipiomacy®, Thus, the Menber states
nake use of «very possible avenue and opportunity to get the
approval by as large and impressive a body ¢f other ptates
as may dbe possivle for multilatersl endorsenent of thelr
positions, what Inis L, Claude refers to as "Collective
Legimizaﬁmnﬁgﬁ

NN

ed Natio

Fhenry Cabot Lodge, Jr,, cited in Chadwich F.
ited Stotes Reprosentation in the United X e

- Oimis L. Clende, dr,
{New York, 1968), pps 75-103.
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The role of collective legitimization 1 not, in
principle, reswveé execlugively o the United Nationg, how
ever, the proninence of the United Nations in the pattern of
international Q?géﬁia;ftien and its status as an institution
| approximating tmiversality glve it obwious a&van*hages of
playing the role of & pwveybr of inta‘national approval or
‘digapproval of claims, pollicles and aetians of Uember states,
The United Nations is regarded aa an agenoy capa‘b:te of
hestowmg politically weighty approval .or dlsapproval upon
theilr claims, policles and positions, Govermoents exert
thamselves stremiously to prapnote the passage of resclutions
favourable %0 thelr couse and the defeat of unfavourable
resclutions, In reverge, they attanpt to blodk resolutions
giving approvael and to advance those agserting disapproval,
of their opponentst paaiticm,?

The United Nations records provide the students of
‘international politics, at least in part, an open window to
analyge various facwré and forces at work there, at a glven
point of time, Supplemented by the diaries and memoirs of the
dipiomats at the United Nations, these dotuments make the
study of interactions of the Member states cagler,

India and Pakistan are two nelghbours in the Indian
sub~continent and intaraction between them, bllataral or

71v1d., ppe 90=O1s
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multilatersl, has always aroused considaratle emount of
interest anong the researchers interested in the study of the
behaviowr of states and the forges at work behind a particdar
behaviowr, Onee congtituting a single mainland, the two
stotes meporated in 1947 and there began an ers of mutual
hostllity, susplcion and competition in every £icld of
international relations vhich has affested and influenced
their foreipn policy, strategles and actions at various
levdlg, Thelr hogtile and restrained relationship has
prompted than to utilize the United Natlons for getting
collective legitimization for their positions, policles and
actionsg,

India and Pakistan have always constituted the mogt
Anmportant states for each other and consideration of each
otherts position hns 2lways boen the dominant factor behind
the formulation of thelr forelgn policy sh'ategiesf The
positions %xhle,h they toock on various issues et the United
Nations were, more often than not, prompted by the compulsions
of their bllataral rclationship, The Suez and the Hngary
erises vare two such iasues, for example, vhere Indla and
Pakistan endeavoured 4o safeguard and gain colloective legle
tinization for their respective policies, viewspoints and
intarents. |

tthat were the real izsues involved in the two
erises? Vimt policy postimes the tw adopted on these two

8,
See 1,5, Rajan
(New Delhi, 19543, ppe 505




crisis eituations and with vbat objectives? To what extent
their interaction at the United Nationg influenced their
image in the larger mrena of international relations? These
and related questions are the focus of the present study,

The first ehaptar deals with the bilateral relation-
ship of India and Pakiston in its nistorical perspective,
There were fundamentadl differcences between the state o
ideologles of the two countriecs and differences between the
objectives of thelr foreign policies gave rise to different
national-interest compulofons for them, How for the consie
derations of bilateral relationship loomed on thei:‘ positions
and view-points on the two atigses?

The second and third chopters deal with the Suez
crisis and the Hmgary origls reapectively and interaction
of India and Pakigtan at the United Nations over them, How
the multilataral UN forum and»i:he quastions of international
concern were utilized by Indio and Pekligtan to put forth
their claims and positions? How far they had been succcss-
ful in tholr endeavours? Could they safepiard and promote
thelr national interests and at the same tlme achieve
collective approval of thelr view points and positions
at the world body? An analysig and evaluation ¢ thase
aspects constitute the subject matter of these chaptars,

The lagt chapter attenmpts some concluding
observations,



CHAPTER IX

BILATIRAL RELATIONSIOP OF IRDIA AND PAKISTAN

The ciroumstances leading % partition of the sube
&«mﬁnaﬁiﬂ: into Indis and Poltiston wag bound t© gonorato
 confiicts and tensions betwoen the two states, In the weke
62 mwriedly corried cut partition, soveral issues bebweon
the 4w nodly engrged gtates hod remalined wresolved,
Agreement on some of then was reached bub the atospbere
of sutual digtrugt and aporehenglon reated new prodlens,
¥hile to some extent the fallure t resolve the new disputes
snd groticus night have contributed to the contimuance of
tengion betwesn the two, the raloon W of the mm:i:mmg
confiict wero deeper in ortgin, |
, - For the purpose of the we&mt study, 4t is
pertinent hore €0 rocoll the divergent orientations of
national pollcies and postures verging o hostility so that
the intersotions of the two govarments on the question of
- Hungary and the Suez orists could be ploced in
perepestive,

* For an analyals of the natre of Indo-Pak
z’eiationa, aaafa Sisir Guptn, *Indo.Pakiston Relationg®,
nto " ﬁ . ‘.’* i {ﬁw Belhi}, Vol 5' o8, ;02,




Az independent stotes, India and Pakistan began
to function with a large mensure of common outlook and
attitudes to their intornsl and externsl protlems,

Power was transfarred in August 1947 to the
political elites of truncated India and nely constituted
Pakistan, as represented by the Indian National Congress
and the Muslim League respectivaly., Many of thefr commitments
in polities were similar, The Aritish systen of parilo~
nentary gpoverrment was aceepted by both as the desiratle
constitutional form; the Judiciary and executive in both the
countrics were organized on ldentical lines, In thelr carly
thinking on probtlems of nation bullding, the leaders of India
and Pakistan euphasized many common economice and social
probleng, Finally, on some important prollems of international
politics, the positions taken by the Congress and the Leagie
vere largely similar, The mpact of the Yest over the two
countrics had left a mumber of common legacies for them,

There was alse a large measure of simflarities in
the nature of the basic protlems faced by the two countries,
Food was an important question for both; indusirial expansion
was the two countries' most obvious ansver to cconcoic
stagnation; national Integration was the major politiecsd
problan, the status of ninoritics dananded attention in



both the countries, constitutions were to be framed, the hew
gtates wete 0 be angured a status in the family of nations,
in Wwief, the nmost fundonentsl and pressing tasgks in the two
countries ware similar 1f not identical although thelr
capacity to neet then were not equal,

But there vere powerful oblective and subjective
forces at wrk to lead the two countrics in different policy
directions, The most importent single problem faced by
Pakistan in the initial years was t glve a meaningful fornm
and substance %0 the concept of Pakigtani natlonalism, This
necossitated the pursult of & get of state policles divargent
from Indiatg; the rationale for the areation snd wntmame
of Pokigtan could lie only in its teking up posturcs and
attitudes distinet from India*s, Secondly, thare were objective
factors in the domestic situntions of the two countries, which
could not tut areato diffarenices in policies and attitudes
to the najer moblens facing the two countr ies, For one
thing, the nature and the extent of the influence of the
HMuslin League over the areas of the subcontinent, which
constituted Pakistan, were qualitatively diffecent from the
Congress' hold over the mreas constituting India,® There

——— el

3»zn most of Paokistan the Muslin Leapgue rolled over
loe¢al opposition only in the geleventh bour heat of commumal
war, Vhon exbernal pressures oubsided vestern dlite from
Delhi and United Province found thenselves in alien teorri.
tory and the old animositics came alive.? Gec W, A, Uilcox,
gaxsé?ﬁaﬁ : congo ation of o Hation {Colombia Univemity.
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were also importont differences in the structure and compow
pition of the power elltes of the two countries; and finally,
the sheer magnitudo of the problems faced by Pakisten in the
political and economilc sphereswas greater then thoge faced by
India, 7

’ Yith tbe pagsage of time not only have India and
Pakistan evolved two different economic and political
systans internslly tat thelr external outiooks and attitudes
have often been divergent, In fact, in the making of the
forelgn policies of the tw countries, needs of advancing
one's national interest visea«vis the othe began 0 play an
inereasingly fmportant role, It is necessory to daborate
this groving divergence between India and Pdcistan in order
to view and examine the Indo-Pakistan interaction at the UN
.which reflects the resl nature of thelr dbllataral ralations
ship in that multfleteral world body.

politto

Ag for their political system, btoth India and
Pakiston storted with the British form of Parliamentary
goverment and institutions of liberal democracy were
promiped, But the results of the working of these forms
were not identical in the two countrics, India evolved
what is called by political scentists as a “dominant
party systan?, the Congress contimied to be the single
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tmportent party in India, capalile of exerting its influence
and asuthority over the entire country, But opposition
pertics grev in number and strength,and began o élay an
inportant role in the political life of the natlion, The
party systan in Indls provided, on the one hand, the
necesgary gstability and naticnsl cohesion for keeping the
democratic systen intact; on the other hand, it facille
tated the arficulation of pressing demands within the Indion
- soclety without challenging the legitimacy of the country's
politieal systan.;3 ‘
In Pakistan also, the Muslinm League attempted %o
energe as the doninant party, In fact, in the early yesrs,
oppogition o the party was virtually debarred Lo taking
organizational forms, But by 1954 the authority of the
Huslin Leagie over Eagt Poldstan had crunbled end in West
Pokistom dtadrf the influence of the party rapidly declined,
Yhat is of greater importance 4s that the decline of Muslim
League also morked the collapse of centralized party politics
Ltself in Pakistan,” East and vest Pakistan began to have

35% myron Voiner, "Political Systen of In&ia and
Pakismﬁ g lmnnd and Coleman, ed,, PO

Y otth callard, |
{George Allen and Unwin L ;
Al so, Sisir Cupta, “Pﬁlitical Issues and Palitiml Foracs

in Pakigstan®, Aﬁ'o-Agt_g_;g and vorld Affairs, no, 1, March
‘396151 PP 51-3" ) ' .
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thelr own party systang and it was beyond the capacity of
any single party to command allegilance in btoth the wings of
Pakigton, Algo, the Muslim League itsclf falled in the early
years, when it had an overvhdlming control over the country,
to buil& up %he nocesgary political conventions for the
g'awi:h o the denawatw gysten in the country. In the process
of mnsﬁtutian—meking. the fundemental structural problems
of Pakistan come t the surface, the two major lssues of
controversy being the relative positions of Eust and Vest
pakistan in the fedaral goverment and the place and role of
the rdligious leafers (The Ulena) in the country's governe
ment, The resulting instability end the recgrence of
erises in Poltistan's politics ultimately led to the
abolition of the parliamentary system and the introduction

| of Martdal Low.? The Constitution which was then given to
Paltdstan by Field Marshal Ayub Rhan was rodically different
from the Indlan constitution and also from the Lirst
pukistani constitution’

‘ 5?61‘ an acwunt of mlitieal dwelammta in
Pakistan, see M, Almed, Govmryment of polif _Pakistan
{Karachis Pakiston Publia g Bouse, 9 IHIR "GIOY S ET A
Cons 1 utional Developments ak gtan (Lah:re: Longnang,

a3l 3Y .

6,9, Newmen, "The Constitutional Eyslution in
Pakism" 11’1 *nat wl, 38, 962 e
e 555 , _
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Pakkistan rclations would have been insignificant but for the
fact that the evolution of two different economic and soclal
nodels in the subcontinent furthe aggravated the already
existing political differences,

Islam end Seeularien

| The divergent policles of India and Pokistan which
have a direct bearing on Indo~Paktistan relations are thoge
- partaining to foreign affairs and state ideclogy, In India,
the declered goal of the state is to safegiard its secular
character and t exclude religlon from all questions of
politics, In ‘!:he perniositlie defindtion of Indian nationalisn,
Hinduian ig not one of the m@&ie@s, and the symbolics
and myths vhich sustain the concept of Indisn nationalism are
not exclusively Hindu in origin, There i3 a viable concept
of territorial nationaiisn to sustain the Indian State and
the political leadership of the country has not considercd
it necegsary to invoke non-goculer concepts to impert
viability to the post=1947 Indlan State,® As against this,
Islam is the most important single clement in the concept of
Pakistan nationhood and it has been regarded as essential

8306, Donals B, Snith,
{ Princetony P:'ince&m Univg'sity e88,
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for the viability of Paokistani notionalism that Ltg Islamic
basis should be stressed. Writing in 1957, on astute observer
of these aspects of the cuwreat history of the subcontinent,
wilfred -C. Smith, had salds

The viability of any nation depends on meny
things, including the moral of its peovle,
In Pakistan's cose, its initiel Islemic
quality called forth that active loyaily
without which it would never have survived
the nightmare of its first six months
Without some similar alleglance, 1?6.»‘53.31:-&:11:
and constructive, one may guess that it
will herdly swrvive the numerous otheyr
challenges with which for szame time it will
doubiless contimue to be faced,ses 9

On the unity of the two geographical wings of Pekistan,
 he stateds

The essentlal and in fact the aonlgimmt
in the uniting of the two geographical
vings of Pakistan lies in their Muslimness,
Apart from thoe debilitating negativia to
some Joint antipathy to ia, 1f a meaning
for thelr collaboration is to be found at
all it oust be an Islamic meaning, 10

From the very beglmning the leaders of Pakistan had
‘stressed the Islemic basls of the State, Of courge, in the
very first pronouncament mode by the founder of Pakiston,

itrired ¢, Snith, Is)
{Princeton: Princeton Univargl®y Pre

Vrvid., pe 231,
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Tohammad Ali Jinnah, on the baslc policies of the new state,
a geoular cutlook was promised, Specking at the fnaugnral
gession of the Pakistan Constituent Assembly on 11 Aupguast
1947, he ted salds

- 1f you changed your past and wrk together in
a spirit that overyone of you, no matter what
comnunity he belongs, no matter what relations

- ha had with you in tfw pagt, no mattar what is
his colour, cagte or «reed, is ﬁrs& gecond,
and lagst a citizen of this state with equal
rights, privileges and obligations, there
wé‘!.{l be no end to this progress you will
nak Gy

«ass 1 connot enphasize it o much, We
should begin to work in that spirit and in
course of time all these angllarities of the
najority and the minority communities -
beesuge gven as regords Muslim you have
Pathans, Punjablis, Shiag, Sunnis, and 50 on,
and among the Hindu you have Bragmins,

ard go on - will vanigh,... You ere free, you
are free to o to your temples, you are free
to g o your mogques or 0 any other places
of worship in this gtate of Pakistan., You may
belong to any raliglon or caste or erced that
s’ﬁi tg;oth%g do with the business of the

But in all policy declarations thereefter, special
stress wos lald on the role of Idlam and within a few months
of his above quoted statement, Jimnah himself, faced with
growing seporatism in East Pakigton, had soids

- g

ﬂQuaid—i»Am Muhoomed A1f Jirmah « Speeches as
Governor Genral, 1O0/-1043 (Rerachly rakistan Publications,
12 Js PPs 0=
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s have you forpotten the legson that was
taught o us thirteen hmdred years ag? If
I may point out, you are all outsiders hare.
vho were the az'xggal inhabitonts of Bengal -
not those who are now living, So vhat is the
use of saying "we ore Bengalis, Sindhds, or
Pathonsg or Punjabias®, Ho, we are Muslimg,
Isiam has tought us this, and I think you will
agree with me that, whatever dlse you may be
anl vhatever you are, you are a Muglim, 12

The £irgt Prime Mintoter of Paklstan described the
new State as one in which the Musiins would be able to
fashion their lives according o the precepts of Iglam and
in the otséget_w‘aa Resolution adopted by the coﬁs'mmmi:
Assenbly of Pakistan in 1949, Islam was greatly euphasized, '
The place of Islan in the Constitution of Pakisten remained
a major item of controversy during the years of mﬂ&tﬁm
malcing; in 1953, a report of the Basic Prineciples Committes
envisaged & system in vhich Parlimm‘b wuld not be able o
pass & law if a body composad of the Ulema dedlared it to be
repugiant to the Quran and the Sunnah, The Constitution
that was ultimatély passed in 1956 has sarved "Iglamic®
provisions, Only a Muglim ocould be the head of the State,
The State 1ts¢lf was to be known ag the "Islamic Repubilic of
Pakistan®, In Articles (1), 24, 25(1), 25(2), 32(2), 197,

st;;eee.h at Dacca on 21 March 1948, ibid,, p. 84,

. ﬁbiaqum; Ail Khan'*s speech in moving the objectives
Resolution in The Constituent Assembly of Pekiatan, 7 March
'395}9§ NIEL BREn Agsemls bates, vol, 5, no, 1, 19“9:

PPy =i, ' o
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and 198 of the Pakisten Constitution of 1956, the various
Islemic provisions were enumerated, %
o The vital difference between the State ideologles
of India and Paliigtan has a direct bearing on Indo~Pokistan
| rélations, There 1g the obvious fact that it involves the
fate 6f minorities in the tw countries {vhich has in many
ways béen a matter of dispute between them), In the case
of the raligious minorities in Pakistan, the attempt to
build up an Islamic State inevitably reduced them to the
status of second grade citizens, 15 But what s of equal
 significance is that, the continued controversy in the sube
- continent reparding rel‘s;gmm and gecularism affects the
Huslime in India as well, The very establishment of
Pakisten on the basls of the concept of a separate Muslim
nationhood and the continuous emphasis on its Iclamic
character sirengthened those diaments in India which 4id not
consider a secular concept of Indian naticnslisn to be
viable in partitioned India, Vhat 1z more, ther'e wvas a
paraistent attenpt on the part of Paktiston to derlde Indlan
secularisn, Vilfred C, Snith comentss

| Wippe %:gsti.tutﬁ'
Baklgton (Karachly Governs

Byee speech by S,C. Chattopedhaya In the
Constituent Assembly of Pakistan on 12 March 1943,
Conatituent Ansemtly Debates, ne 13, pp. 8894,
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o the simple fact of Pakiatan*s establ Lghe
ment the Indion Musiims could mowe easily
have sddusted themselves, had it not besn
for that *Islomice® nations subgequent actim
vities, The policles pursued, baged in
this sphere on a persistently
interpretation of Muslim interests *rave
tended to affect advarsely the r&usiim on
the Indian side of the frontiar, 16

On Pakistan's paraistent attenpts to deride Indisn secularism
he furtha oplness

Rather than coming firmly to termas with

the realization tfu:tt the pﬂsi.ticm of Indiats
Musiims, their aspirasion towards Indienness
and India*s agpiration towvards seculorism,
Pokistan has tended o deride that geculariem
and to presunc and encourage disloyalty of
Indian Muglime € tholr State,s.. 17

The continmmous enphasis on Iglam in Pakistan after

its establisiment is & meaguwre of its inabllity to eliminate
the rest of India from i‘i;a comgelousness and gettle down
as a self-comtalned nation, The truth is that Pakiston is
Islaniec only in order t© prove the fact of a peparate Muglin
nationhood and the validity of the two-nation theory which

. has been the Justification for Indiats paréition, In the
vary definition of Palifstan's Idlamioc cheracter an implied
assuaption {s that Indla is anti-Islamic and thls emphasis
hag essenticlly been a method of focussing attention on the
non=Indien character of Pakistan, Thus, India, along with

Oqnsth, n, 9, p. 268,

Ivtd., pe 271,
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Islem have continued to be the predominant issue of Pakistani
public life.ia

The solidarity symbols of the days of the Pakistan
novanent have contimued o be pressed into service in the
post-partition years, Instead of secking o differcnt basis
for the national identity of the nev state, the negative
non- and snti-Indian aspeots of Pakistan have been stroosed.
I€ the task of the Indian Mudlims before freedom was defined
~to be the attaloment of goliderity in their strugdle againgt
tireatennd domination by tho Hindus, the prollem of the
Paltistanl Muslims after freecdom wag to strengthen Pakistan
‘and guard its frecdom in the face of continied thrents from
the "Imperialist Hindu State® (India). Nmerous statements
have beon made over the years by persons in authority in
Pakistan to this effect, The politiclans, as well es the
military reginest leadars of Pokistan during their rule over
that country were almost unanimousz in pointing out the need
for continued strugdle ageinst "Hindu India®, In 196%, the
Prime Minister of Pakisten, Liaquat Ali Kham, had raised the
clenched fist as a gymbol of Pakistants attitude 4o India, 19
Notuithgtanding the need for Indo-Pakistan amity, the overall

ARG N——

Yy etth callard, ne 4, po 17

Ybawn, 2 Juy 1959,
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impact of political debates, responsible policy statements,
parliamen‘ﬁary discussions, and organized public cutbursts
has been one of deepening the consclousness in Pakistan that
Indla was its primary, in fact the only, eneney, X
In India, the relative Importance attached to
relotions with Pakistan in the overall approach towerds the
aau:m'y‘ s external relationy was mueh less than the relative
inportance attached to India in Pakistan,®! In Indten
conception of its role and objectives in world politics,
many more dements entw& thon relations with Pakistan,
1t should 21ls0 be noted that thare ware large areas in India
‘which did not get emotionally warked up on issues of
partiﬂm and communal killings, especially in the
southern pord of India, |
On the other hand the propaganda and jdeclogy
that sveninally led to the areation of Pakistan wasg
fanned on the propaganda that Islen was in dange in a
Hindu dominont srea, Some idedlogy lorgely motivated the

Lon 21 October 1956, Foreign Minigtee Feroz Khan
Noon said at Lahore that Indis was "the only enemy® of
Pekiston', Dawm, 22 October 1956,

21“1 S« Rajan, *India and Pakistan ag Factors in
-EBach Othar's h‘arei.gx Policy and Relations®, International
mw . 3g o, zl'g Agr*ﬁ. 1962, Pe- 391, '
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domestic as wall as foreign policy of Pakistan, It is,
tharefore,mot surprising that most of the Pakistani leaders
contimied to ‘mrp, on the gsame thenme expressing a;ﬁgrehensmn
and suspleion against India, I{: should be renembered that
the Indion Mugling' political aspiration was iiticlly
framed by the Leagie in the most suggestive form - o demand
for peardity for the Muslims in the Govermaent of India, It
was a search of a minority for a status of parity vith a
najerity which ultim:awy found expression in the denend
fer a aepsa*ata gtate, 22 '
Comparing French traditional quest for sccurity
with thet of the need for Pakistan, & Pakistand scholar
noted that just as France's foreign policy since 1871,
' '~‘;‘- LT LT Tl sl 'y hed been continuously
aominated by one main g#'eaacugamrs, thet of cnguring
1ts security and independecce fron its neighbour, Germany,
"The foreign policy of Pokigton in a gimilar marmer has
bem doninated by eongiderations of aecwity and independmﬁa
from its netghbour, Indle,n®s

_ 23&& Sarwar Hassan,
: (raw Yorks Hanhattan




Among other disputes and conflict situations between
Indio and Pakistan the question of Kashmir occupled a proe
‘dominant position, Perhaps no other event has been rege
pongibie for agpravating the tension and hostillity between
India and Poitistan as the question of Kasmmir, And it
continues 1o be a main source of irritant between the tvo.
Disputes like the question of future of Junapadh, the
iissue of the police action ageingt the Razakars in the
Indian state of Hyderabad, problens of division and
equitatle distritution of the assets of the united Indle
between India and Paicletan, and other financial matters had
become obsolete in the due course of time, By 15 August
1047 the strupggle againgt integration with India by the
rulers of Bhopal, Indore and Travancore had arumbled and
they wre f£inally integrated with India through the Instrument
of Aécession and the Standstill Axrecaent, 2h Kaghnir,
along with Junagadh and Hyderabad tried to ignore the wiring
on the wll; Junagadh was, however, formally taken by the
Government of India on 1 Novenber 1947 and afba the
stowgap agrement of 29 Novenber 1947 between Hyderabad and

Fc»r a detailed ac:mt see V,P. Menon,
nit States {calcuttas or 155
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the Govermment of India, Hyderabad was formally inteprated
with Indta following the police action againgt the
Hyderabad Razakers in Septesber 1948,%° The Nizam of
Hyderabad vho hod refared the Hydarabad question to the
UN Secwrity Council, withdrew 1t on 23 Scpteanbor 1948,

The question of Kacimir, bowever, ranained % de
a constant irritant in Indo-Pakistan bilateral relations,
"The dispute is important to India not becsuse 0f any
materiocl considerations but because it involves an ispue
fundementol to the basls of the Reputilic: whother or not the
gélitiﬁal alleglance of s group of people cught to be
dotermined by Sheir religlous affilfation,®?® India alvays
naintained thnt relipgion camwt - at least solely -« form
the vasls of natlonhood, while Pakistan bolieved that Hindus
and Muslimy formed two "nations®, "Here lies the last
£i6ld of batile over the idevlogleal cleavage which rent
the subscuntinent asunder in 947, Here Lo the f£inal test
of the validity of the two-nation theory, the basis of

Dror the detatled terme of the Standstill
A@amm@ of 29 Novasber 1947. see M Gwya? and A.
App&&m’ai, aia., Speeches and LLooments Indian C

ion (Londom ©

2%5;3;( Rajan, n, 2%, pe 359,
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Pekistan and its raigon d'etre,n’

Because of the vital nature of this digpute, it
is not surprising that India had been sensitive to irends
in world affairs likely to affect adversely Indian position
on Kashnir, Kashmir became so vital an issue thot some
Westarn witers noted that Indiats role in the Korean orisis
wag handicapped (both in a physical and politlcal sense)
by the Kasinir dispuw,% Mogt forelgn obsarvars have alpd
noted that relations with India have been the main preoccupte
tion of the foreign policy of Pokistan. As Keith Callard
in his study of Pskistan hnag maixztained, naroblang of
ralations with India have dominated, farei@ affairs, defence
and economic policy and have lain behind many of the moves
of internal politicsn,

If Pakigtan's foreipgn policy has been mostly
concerned with India, 1t has been in turn prinerily cone
cerned with the Rashnir dispute, It would not be too much
of an staggaration to say that the main odject of Pakisgtan'sy

zﬁmmez Brecher, Netru 3 A | Biomaphy
(Lﬁﬁdﬂﬂg 1959): Pe 577[; For :’32'1' £:1 F A _3 A2 A }‘
see Joseph Corbal, Dangee, ixz § ,
 Toronto. 'fé%??% B. Do ' :
on 3 as
E Ansterdan ’ 9%)4.

28
Uerner Levi, free Indxa g Agia (Mimneapolis
'3952)i Ds 8, ’ pe '

22ca11ard, e 4, pa 17s
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foreign policy, ot least for long periods, ns beon somehow
to aequire the territory of Kasimir, Pakisten sought to
Judge many an 1lasue in world affairs by the test of whether
or not and hoy £ar thoy contributed to the support of the
Pokistani support on the dispute, Sometimes, Paliictani
politiclans and the Press applied the test of favouralle
dloposition tovuards Pokistan's position on the Kasimir
digpute for determining whether a country or individuals
wera fricondly or othervise towards Peltlstan, 1% was held
that « ' | | |
while those who have been on the side of truth
and Justice in Koghnir have forged o new and
deepar comradeship with the people of Paktistan,
tiose that stand on the fence in this vital
iasue, may no longer be counted as our fHriends,
boyever prepogsessing thelr exterior or
valushle and peacestle their profegsiong, On
this aritarion of value, we mugt continue 4o
appralse our internationsl relations, In thig

momentous fight between right and wong, those
who are not vith us are in fact aminst us, X

From 1943 onwards Pakistan enbarked upon positive
and persistent efforts to tring together the Muslim nations
of West Asia in a bid o oreate a powerful political entity
in vest Asia with Pakilsten as its leeder, Unfortmately
for Pakistan these efforts tould not yleld fruitful remilts.

%0, Daymt (Karachi), 27 February 1957,
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The groving gecularisn in most of the Muslin countries of
Vest Asia, the artmiwlatm of the aspirations of the
nageent Aradb nationallss in anti-vestern tams, the gﬁ*iphwal
pa'sitmn of Pakisten in the Muslim world, and the extlstence
of many diversities among the eountrles of Vest Asia
prevented éhe amerpgence of a Muslin bloc or an "Iglamigtan®
as envisaged by Pekistan,>! It 13 interesting to mote here
that one of the reasons for the ladk of enthusiam in

many other tlest Asian countrics about the Pokistani lead

vas that 1t might affect thelr rclations with India and they
had no interest in pulling Pakistan's chestrits out of

fire, 1% is belleved that -

ynee partition was asccomplished many of

the other Muslin States were rolustont fo

nalie a choice between friendship for India

and Pekistan, If a choice hnd to be nade,

Indie, as more powerful, more stable, and

more infiuential, was 1ikely W have the

advantage, 32 |

The discovery of difficulties in forging unity
among the Huslinm comtries led Pakistan t© a new search for
glternative policies, The United States® needs of the global
strategy and Pakietan's search for new alternatives becane

conpiinentary % cach other, Following the Kareaon Yar

3*5‘9:‘* a detailed anzlysis on this aspect of
Palktistan'c foreign policy, see Sisir Gupta, "Iglam as a
‘Factor in Pakistan's Fareign Relations®, Indis Quarterly,
vols 18, noy 3, July~Septenber 1962, B
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and the mredusl extension of the Cold Var in Agla, Pakistan
joined the Vegstern alliance systen by receiving military
aid and assigtance from the United States, It gave up its
erstwhile policy of non-dlipment and eventually Joined
the SEATD and the Bagndad Pact (CENTD).

If Pakiston had no reason to Join the SEATO
{in Septenber 1954) other than hostility o India and the
desire to militarily strengthen itself against India, there
was barely any other reason for its éaming the Baghiad
Pact in July 1955, As far as Paklstan is concerned, the
reason had 1ittle to do with the avowed oblect of the pact
which was %o contain "international ovmmunism® in the area,.
Ag usual, Pakistan's Foreipn Minister, Feroze Khan Noon,
asserted that femmity of a powerful neighbouring country
hagi obliged Pakistan ¥ enter into defence alliances to
preserve har freedom”,”” and that "pakigtan will not commit
sulcide by getting out of the Baghdad Pact which 4s her
defence agatnst India®,”” And Prine Minister Sulrawardy,
defending Patistan's nenbarship of the Military Pacts,
clalmed that Pakis*{:ani.s manbarship of the SEATO had borne
frult in that it had reaffirmed Pakistants stand on
Kashmir (and the "Durand Line") %which from owr point of

331no Hindu, 22 October 1956,

341v44,, & December 1956,
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viewy 15 tho most notalle achiovanent of the SBAT0 in gleing
& now sense of confidonce to the Aplen participantss,””

g, apongy thoe veried reasony for the Pakistants
alliance vith the vest, the decisively oost loportont
wag 0 pgirangthen 1tsclf ailiterily spgoingt India, Both
officlal spoltesman ond unofficinl sources comitted encugh
indistretions putiicdly ond mivataly, in support of this
reapon, Forelm, especlally Anerlean, obsorvers and
Journaligts dloo testificd to this, >

Imdin,on tho other hond edherod to o policy of
noneal fgmont and in tho ansuing cold warr, by a ¢oneatnoe
tion of ciremstonces, fomnd itwelf playing a role of the
nediator between the wareing mroups of the cold war, The
rolesIndia played 4o Kores, Indo-China conflist situntion
in Yormose gtato besr tho point, True, India acquired a
role, in lntenationnl raloticon, lorger thon its size,
India Wwought large mnbyr of AfroeAsien states undor the
collective loodarship of lohry, Bassar, Sukarno and Tito.

3’5&% 23 Felruory 1957,
363&@ ?;m rmw amt by Amerdienn oorrospondents

Zram Sorachi, The Ho tines, 21 E%wmw 1953; Ala@,
ﬁ;ﬁ; R@B@im‘ w"ag ¥ ,"s*_v"*' eﬁﬁm

igy | otdn, 933 am
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Ag Hetru, nuch to tho annoyance % the United Stotes, took
onc initiative afber another to 1imit the @ros of conflict
ond %o ping the tuwe wrring sides W the emfarancs
tatle,”! the Soviet lenders bosome eonvineed that ol though
heavily depondent upon the Vest in the cconomie ficld,
Indio wno not only sincercly desircus but also capable of
pursuing an indepondent forolmm policy, untromoeiled by
unfovouratilo testarn reactions, This spened the way for

& botter Soviet understanding of India's role fn world
affairs which begame ovident in Soviet uttarances regrding
South dsis even vhen 3%din woo alive, Afts hio death
thio trond bocame nore merkod, and vithin o couplo of
years {195555) fLirn foundations ware laid for an cbiding
fricndohlp botueen India ond tho Soviet Undom, Thio wag
synbolized by auch cvonits o tho oiging of the Indo«Soviet
Agromaent in FPebruoey 1955 for the gotting up of the 3Sted
Plont ot Bhllol, ond the ouchongs of vipiis later during
the some yoor botween letru on the ono bend apd the Soviet
leaders, Dirushchoy and Dulgonin on the other, As the
United 3tatoy openly efme fovward vwith nassive nilitary
apatstonce for Poilotan, and tho latter Joinod $ho SEATO

. 37?9? detalls oo Shiv Dayal, ndia?s Role in

ke Roroon unogfion (Del hﬂ., ‘5959}, nd ATRG WIpTe s ADKALY
.,-—xwﬂi& Activitios 3 4 Cose Stady of Korea,
f*"h’mmﬁ uev Delnt, TO77)e o -
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under U3 leadorship, the Soviet Union raslized thot 4t was
in its intorest fo support Indin so os ¢ enalle 1% o
whthatand tho pressure of thoe vestarn Powrs and continue
to follow its independent policy, This poved thy say fiv
strong Sovict support on the Indion stand on the quagtion
0f Raghuir in the mudooquant yoars, > |
Apart from the modiste consoquences, the US
oilitary aid and 4to ollionce with Pasiston has hod fore
reaching long-torn congoquances © Inﬁae?akisﬁémi bllakaral
rolations sinoe 1 954 It 1ogieally led Pakiaton increasingly
to be drawn Inte 41 ond aotive manbarship of the Vestarn
Comp, thereby tringing the Cold var > India's doorsteps,
-1t mede o doop dent in the Ypeacoeorea® that Indis was
pediing to oroente oround Indis, It fntroduced a suddem
grigidity in Indiato attitude to the sottlavant of dispuloy
with Pokiotan, Just vhen the atmosphers for settling the
dlsputes tud besane favoursble fdllouing the twe Prime

nintoters' seotings in Jly-August 1953,




32

The above analysis of the Indo-Pokiston relatiem
would grovide o proper perspective 4o sxemine and understand
various factors affecting the interactions, reactions and
responses of India and Pakiistan at the United Nations on
the question of Hunpgary and the Suez orisis, In the light
of the shove framework it is afttempted in the following
pages to analyse the stands and positions they took on the
twe situations, and to find out low the nabwre of their
bilataral rdationship shaped thelr policles and
pogtures over the two wiats’? gituations,

" TYITY



CHAPTIR  IIX
THE SUEZ (RISIS

The tension that way simmering on the Middie
Eagt Zor quite some time precipitated in the Suez origisg
in October 1956, In the pogt-Second VYorld War era, the
Suez erisis was one of the gravest crisis situations
vhich tireatenad to devalop into 2 wider conflagration,

In contanporary times, the Middie Bast has been
a hotbed of power-politics because of its gtrategle
location and ol wealth, It has dlweys been withessing
eroge-cigrents of politicad forces and after the Second
vorld var it became an arena of Cold VWar betweon the Westarn
Powers and the Soviet Bloc,! Both of then have been trying
to outhid each other in the expansion of their respective
spheres of influence, In an ara of changing power
equations, the Middle Exst withessed in October 1956 one
0f the most sarious conflict situatlons of the postever
world,

%SEG D.Fe f“lming, £ it
{London, 1961), vol, 2, DDs
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Various factors contributed to the accumillation
of darkk clouds of conflict and confrontation over the
Middie East vhich culminctod into the Suez orisis of 1956,
One of the most Importont factors wags the perpetusl Arabe
Isracli conflict and the sccond faotor was the growing
intensity of Cold VYar, which together had a devastating
impact on the genaral atmospharo of peace in the area,

President Nasser of Egypts a stounch supporter
of the Palestinien homeland, reclized that Isracl was
gradually becoming morce havtish as £t had withdrawnm from
the Egypt~loracl Arnistice Agreement, With the Isrecii
attack of the Gaza City in 1955, Nogser's idea of 2
political angd economic compotition with it, was
shattered,

The situation was warsoned because gf the Super
Powers' rivalry and the Wept's support o Igracl, Napserts
support to the Algerian liberation struggle could only
incite fLor him the French sntagoniasm, In the face of such
hostility, Nasoer begon to chomplon the cause of Arsb.
Nationalism end in no time he was acclaimed t be the
strongest volee for Arab wity, This voice mf&k'ally hat
the intarests of the West which eould not afford o allow
the Arab gtates o stand united againgt thelr influence
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in the area, Thus, tho growth of Arab nationalian added
fuel to the fire which engilfed the Middle East's alrocady
tormented situation,

Propident Comal Abd<l Nagserts decision o
nationalize the Suez Cancl Company on 26 July 1956 wmae a
saqual of developments takiing place since 1955. The .
decision of the USA® and Great Britain to withdraw thelr
offers of finuneisl asgistance on 19 and 20 July respectivaly
for the congtruction of the Agwen Dam in Egypt can be held
as the immediate reason for the nationalization of the
Suez Canal, The sct of nationalization wes, however,
regarded a5 a severe Hoy rot only to the prestige and
influence tut algs % the militxry and econumic Interests
of the Vestern Powers in Wast Asia, In fact the Vestern
Powarg wire already focling humiliated by the growing
staturc of Nagaar in the Arab vorld whers Arab nationalisn
was being ouated with Nasserlsn, The Great Britain, to
which the Suez Canal wag one of the most wrestigious aymbols
of an otherwige waning British Enpis;'e,'felt deeply indignant,
It appeared that she would not bear easily the loss of this

“rhe American Searetery of State John Fostey
Dulles who ﬁmy condenned a policy of mn-»alifg’enéent in
1a]l relations as obadlete, short sighted and
immeral, wanted to deal a tlow to the doctrine by abrupt
withdrawal of financiol asgsistance to Eagt, one of the
three leading nonwaligned countries in the werld, See
New York Times, 10 June 1956, D. 24,
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11ifcline® of her economic survival and an area of great
sirategic 'imgwtance. The British leadership warned that
navigation through an international watarwey of such
importance could not be left at the mercy or caprice of
one powd OF one man,

\/ Ag India gtood for peaceful coexistence of nations,
its approach to this devalopment in the Middle East was
characterized by a spirit of moderation and tolaronce for
differing views and interests, India stood firmly comnitted
to the dlimination of a1l forms of colonialimm, racialism
and other ovidious imequalities in the world ut it was
opposad 4o takking up & erusading or vindicative attitude,
Its leadership held that the Suez Canal, though a waterway
of internationsl character, was an fntegral part of
Egyptian tmi’mryﬁ the Suez Canal Company wag only a
eoncengionaire from the Egyptian Goverment viose
sovarelgn right to nationslize it was unquestionalile;
but at the same time they cxpressed their reservations

31t shows that the Indian diplomocy ves primarily

directed towards the presarvation of freedom of navigation
through the canal which was of vital importente to the
Indian economic developnent and secondarily o protection
of goveroign right of Egvpt (2 friendly nonesligned
country) ovar the Canal, Rrishmas Menon soids ",.. so far
as our prodlen in this issue is concerned, it lies in
finding ways and means by which the Egyptian Govermment
iy under a sdlenn obligation of law, and of the Charter
0f the UN 0 carry ocut this particlar oblimpmiion,ses®

Pormation Service of India and

: 9 » The Suez Canal (risis
- 17y See algo, I,!1, Rahnan, Tha
{New Deint, 1959}, pe 136,
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with regard t the timing ond panner of its nationalizie
tion, ‘
After proclaiming the nationalization of the Suez
Canal Company on 26 July 1956, Egypt placed it in the honds
of an Egyption operating authority mendgenent of the Canal
tragflc, which in 1955, amounted %o some 14,000 ships with
 a net tonnage of some MW7 aillion tcmaf The dewree
provided for compensation on the basis of the market value
0f the shares on 25 July upon recelpt of all the assets
and proparty of the Canal Compeny, _

Nationalization of the Canal Company was followed
by & series of avents which inciuded lengthy negotiationg
over how to settle the Suez question, the further deterio-
ration of the situation, eppecislly along the Egyptian
Taracl ond Jordon-Israel Arnistice Demarcation Lines in
Septenber and October, and military action in Egypt by
Isracl and Anglo-French forces, The issue eventually came
to the UN for discussion and gsettiement which included the
ercation of United Nations nergeacy Force and dlesrance
¢f the Hlodked Suez Canal under UN susploss, But in the
intervening pericd betwesn the nationslization and the
actual use of force by Groat Britain and France there had
beent several developments,

% uniteq Nations Year Book (Hereinafter referred
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/ Right since the begimning of the ¢risis, India had
regarded the American vithdrawal of the lean offer o BEgypt
as o challenge %o non-aligned nations and hod regretted the
Anglo~French reoagtion to nationelization of the Canal
Company, Indla expressed deep concarn over thoir threatn
to uge force to settle the dispute or to enforee their view-
point in the controversy. Jawaharlal Nefru condemned
their war-like gesture ag urenlistic and imprudent gteps
for the revival of outworn colonialimm, He wrged all the
partics concerned o enter irité negotiations and seck
peaceful solution of the vhwle ilssue, India's stand on
the issuc particularly in the context of the Cold War
atnosphare in international affairs apd because of the
high stature which Nelru enjoyed in world affeirs of
nincteen fiftiecs; lack of support to Great Drifain by the
Amegricon President win was gy in dlection campatgzgs
the sirong Soviet asuppord o Egypt and caiain other factors
compelled the British and French leadership to have
gecond sober thoughts and to moderate their threats of
agogression against Epyple

s

J3ee The Hindy (Madras), 17 “umst 1956,



The London Suez Sonfarente uwas or@nﬂ.ze& on the
initiative of the Vest in order to put political prescure
on Egypt for the reversal of ita decision of nationslizing
the Suez Cansl, Precidont Nagser saw through the motives
0f the veat and tharefore, decided m'i: to participate in
the Conference, Indla, however, strongly criticized the
idea of organizing the London Su¢z Conference, without
Egypt participating in it, on the ground that it might
fibe nEl wolll o eatablish a dengerous prece=
d@zm.ﬁ fstMe&s} out of Lts anxlety to avart the
conflict over the Suez, it decided !:a attend the geme
with vell oxpressed rescrvations,! At the Conference
(16-22 August 1956) India*s Chief delegpte Krisima HMenon
cautioned the British and French Govermment o abandom
thelr intentions of imposing any scttlement on Egypt by
threats to use forece or by the sotunl use of £wce,.a He
eriticizod the American plan providing, inter alils, for the

~ S1nasa paa aporohonglons that sons doy Portugal
and her allies might hold a Conference in Lisbon %o discuss
Goay  See, The Yimes of India (New Delhi), 9 August 1956,

A 7Inﬁ£a had alrendy categorically stated that
nationalization of the Suez Canal wag absolutely within
Egyptts rs.%hts of sovareignty. The London Conference
could reach no f£inal decisgion in the absence of Egypt,
ggmigweunh a declsion required the agreaent of Bgypt.
w38y ™ .

Osee, Information Service of Indis, n, 3, pp. 7-15.



establisiment of a Suez Coanal Users' Association {SCUA)
without the congent of Egypt, as an unrealistic and
‘ynacceptotile propogal, He warned that such an ill-
concetved idea would be disastrous to the wrld peace, In
Keoeping with its tradition of Vx:emgmxiaa and tolarance,
at the Conference, India offered a compromise sulution
| ‘between the position of the majority and that of exclusive
control and managenent of the operation and development of
the canal by Egypts It proposed a consultative bedy
which wodld advice Egypt in accordance with the interest
of the users of the canal and would maintain contacts with
the United Natimw,g ?wist@, supported the Anericon
plan which was supported by 17 other powers, On %he
othar hand the Indian propossl was supported by Ceylon,
Indonesia and the USR,© |

India £irmly pointed out that the users of the
Consl be assured of peaceful and safe passage through the
Canal omly if an agrecnent or settlement was based on the
songent of Egypt as well, Pakigtan, on the other hand,
supported the Dulles Flan during the Second London Sueg
Confarence (1921 Septembar) which provided for a voluntary
Suez Candl Usars Agsoclation. Egyrt, however, nade it very

m 1955; Pe '39;
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clesr that any control other than Egyptian, ws not accepw
table to ity and India oo opposed to any plan which wag
not acceptable ¥ Egypts One cannot ignore the fact that
Indin'e £irm stoand on the issue and Nehra's stan warnings
about the rigk Involved in en imposed settlenent were, t©
a c@'tam- extent, respongitile for Mﬂuwémg Andlo~Franch
deolston to tohe the dispute to the UN Seamwity Council,

It was on 12 September 1956 that the Dritish and
French Goverments informed’! the Secwrity Council thot
~the decision of thoe Govarmment of Egypt regarding the
nationalization of the ecanal was likely to endanger the
frec and open pagsage of shipping through the Canal and
it constituted a potential threat o intarnational peace
and ssourity, '

India ves not a manber of the Security Council ab
that time and so was Pakiston, Neverthdless, Indiats
representotive, Krising Manon vho had ecarlic tried his
utnost to digguade the Ueem nations from the fdea of
gatablishing a Suez &anal Users' Association, engaged
himself in intensive diplomatic efforts involving
diseuggions, eonsultotions and negotiations with the
stotesmen of Important countries including the Great Mritaing

S

My Docunents, S/3645,
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France and Egypt and even with the Secretary General of
the am"a Az a resuld of these hectic mediatory efforts
he evolved cut an Indien plan for the pacific settlement
of the digpute. It Ls videly believed that the Coumcllts
Regolution of 13,@6&%@13 wag more of less ased on the

Indion proposals, ¥

%25:3&, Michasl Brecher,
a Henon's View of the Yor]

1ia

Erishn & Liowdon, Oxgé»d Urve ¥
1‘3?‘ o Prrss,

. 33%@5&@1@9,3& points weres (1) free and
open passage through the Cansl without diserimination,
svert of coverd; (2) respect for the sava'ei?mr of
Bgyots (3) the insulation of the Canal from the politics
of any countrys (4) tho manner of fixing tolls and dues
£o be settied between Egypt and the users; (5) a falr
proportion of the dues fo be gllotted to development:

}(9 6) in the eage of disputes, umresclved affairs between
the Suez Canal Company and the Egyption Government to be
gettled by arbitration. UN Doc, 5/3675, See also UN

Yeor Boolk, 1956, ps 23

ﬂ‘”_fhe proposals which ware discussed by Menon

with French, Egyptian and British delepations and the ,
Secretary Gonaral were supported by the Soviet Union, Ceylon
and Indonesia end those had the informal aggreval of BEgypt.
These providad: consistenlly with the principles and
purposes of the UN as well as Egyptlan govereignty, nego-
tiationsg for a peaceful settlement be started on tﬁ,ﬁ bagis
of the resognition of the Canal as an integrsal part of
Egypt and as g wterwy of internationadl Importanee; free
and uninterrupted navigotion for all nations In accardance
with the Convention of Conmstantinople of 18883 Just and
equitable twils and chorges; and non-discriminations
proper maintenance of the Canaly co~-op@ration between the
propogefl Canal authority and the usars; reaffirmation and
rovision of the 1888 Convention to Wring it uptodate and
its registration with the UN; settlanent of disputes if any,
in accordanca with the Charter of the UN; and due recognim
"tion of the interests of the users of the Canal. Thege
gmciples were relteratod by Indla in a gtatement issued

New Dalhd on 24 October 1956, ?ee Ilt'cxiia, Lm%sabha
. £ India : Text of Vocumer

.

Secreiariat, Foreim Policy o
194759 (1ev Delhd .
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On 29 Qotober, however, Iaracl inveded Egypt and at
the request of the United States'? the Security Council met
on 30 Octobar, tut Great Britoin and France vetoed the draft
resdlutions proposed by the United States and the Soviet
Union separataly,’® By 31 October Great Britain and
Franece began air attacks agaitist militory targots in
Egypt, ' |

The twipartite invaglion of Egypt by lsrad,
Britain and france proved the ineffectualness of India's
gfforts at gettling the Suez Crisis, All attempts made
during the greceding months to setile the fssue through
negotiantions had falled, In the Security Council a deadw
lock was created becsuse of the Mrench and British vetoen,
At this jmctuwre a proposal by Yugeslavia ¢alled for an
energency session of the Genarsl Assembly under the
"Uniting for Peace" Resolution No, 3?7(?).17' France
and the Great Britain voted againgst the proposel whiie
Australia and Belgfum sbotained, Hovever, the seven votes
which ware roquired @0 pasy this propossl were oblalned,
The mattar ws then refarred t the General Agsenbly,
Anthony Eden in his memoirs calls this decision fateful

135/3706, Letter of 29 October 1956 fram
representative of the United States,

16 . o o
“8ea 8/37103 also 1956, b, 26: and S/3717:
1o i, S556/31'Y, Bo0 WD, 1956, o 263 and S/37VTs

"o Doc. S/372%.
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in its &nsequmcea, In his view, "in a General Assenily
¢f eighty manbers, any chaﬁf;e of e::aminmg thepe events
dispagslonatély, or using them to twring about a Middle
Eagtern Setflaent, would be infinitely less than in the
smaller Seawity Ccmxmuﬂ_m The blame for referring the
matter to the Ceneral Assamtly was laid on India by Eden,
He renarked that the resolution was no work of Wigoslavia
slone, ut &t was prompted from the sideiines’ by the
Indian representative, 12

In spite of Dritish and French protests, the
Pirst Mmergency Special Session of the United Natlons net
on 1 Novenbar 1956 to discuss the Suez Crisis. It was
here that India and Pakistan both got a chance to ralse
their active voies at diffarent points of time during the
disoussions, The main issues involved in the ¢risls were
concerned vith ceasefire; withdrawal of Wroops and the'
naintenance of peace in the area, These igsuss shouldd
be discussed in detail in order to elicit verdous positions
token by India and Yekistan and the underlying factors
behing thelr respective pogitions,

334 ®anthony pden, AQL Circle (London, 1960),
Ps Fdia S N ‘ ’

igfbiég



As diseussed earlier (Chapter T), the areation of
Peikistan in 1947 vas en unnatural one, though Balkanization
of states is o very old phenomenon, It was a gtate composed
of tw parts divided by the rendth of a large country,
India, = Desldes this, it was founded on the medieval
concept of theooracy, Asg a result 6f partition, a guarder
of the former Unlted :t;m,ia stood separate, tut on -equal
footing with the rest, To move that it ws eguad o
Indla in every respsct becane a mojor aim of the newly
gounded state of Fakistan, thus causing unending hostility
between the two, (This aspect ks been dealt with at
length in the Second chapher,)

| This perpetual hostile attitude towwrds Indla
begame an inportant factor in keeping Pakiston together
ag one state, In sddition to this was the abnormal vast
distance botween the two wings of the country (West
Paiiston and Bagt Pakistan, now Bangledesh) combined with
cul tural differences, Rurther, it vas burdened with a
shattored ctonomy and dusl leadership (Punjab and Bemgal),.
The leaders of Pakistan stood at a disadvantage as they
were suddenly faced with areas unfamiliar to them,
Mohammed ALl Jinnah came from Bombay and Liaguat Ald

from Uttor Pradesh, With a Muslinm idedlogy in their nind,
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it vas nobtral that Pakiston be named *Islamic Republic?
in its Constitution, One of the objectives laid down by
the Constitution was that the State would endeavour to |
strengthen the bonds of unity among Muslin countries,”

After the Comnonwealth Prime Ministers' Conference
in 1949 the Muelim solidarity plan was launched vigo-
roudly., The Shah of Iran's visit In 1949 had been a great
guccess, This was followed by an International Isiemic
Conference which ws held at Kerachi the same year, It
vas a seni-officinl Confarence, attended by official
obsarvars from Muslim countries, The Confarence was
supposed i neet once 2 yesr in some Muslin ammix‘y, Next
year it met in Telpan, In 1951 the lotenar Alamice |
zs}.am (vorld Islamic Conference) was hélcigﬁ

Pakistan lald speciol emphasis on its relations
with Egypt which aceording + them, was "one of the most
mgortmt nenbers of the great family of Muglim nations
and thecefore especially dear and near to owr hearts®, 22

21{‘9:' furthar detalls gee Sisir Gupta, "Isiom as
a Factor 1!2 Pakistan Farei Relat&ens” ndia Cuartarl v,
¢ P )

(ew Delhi), 18 Fetrunary 1951,
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In Augast 1951 a reaty of friendship was signed, Pokistan
continued its support © Egypt in 1ts strugdle sgainst the
British, This did not seen to pay aivmanéa that
Pakistan hopeS fory as the expected support on the Kashmir
isgue did not come, It is ewplained that *such attention
and sympathy as might have been accorded to My Jinnaht's
denand for a geparate Muslin state could not have been
divorced from Egyptian fears of the Sudan's separation
from Egygﬁ%ﬁ .
In 1952, the Foreign Minister of Pakistan,

frudlah Khan, vigited various Muslin countries, In
gpite of this, an imgﬁ‘aaaisn was formed in Pakistan tmt:
the gwa&sﬁeni: gﬁea for HMuslim unity was not getting them
anwmre,% Pursuing 1ts Islemic ideals they extended
thelr winle hearted support to Palestine, whereas the same
was not reclprocated zm Kaghnir, The years 1952-54 were
marlked by ups and downg in Pakistan's relations with the
Middle Zast, Trade yent up, and Pakistan norrowed its
balance of payment from . 10.78 arores in 195152 two
%45.52 arores in 1954e55, 2

) m'

By, 5, B, catley, nmam ‘and Pakistan Relations
with the Middle Eastn, Asi sview {London}, vol. 50,
no, 183, July 1954, pe T o |

Phpayn (Rarachi), 11 October 1951, -

2npaxistant s Trade with Middle Esstern z:mmwzea«,
nomic Review, vol, 8, no. 3, 1 June 1956, p. 29

AL
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Palziotan soon chonged its stand, It gave up its
fidea of on Islomic Bloc and turned towards the United
States,  The military aid from the United States was Just
a beginning which £in2ily clnminated in Pakisgtan Jeining
the Baghdad Pact (on 6 April 1955). It was & member of
the SEATO ciready,

This inevitably led Pskistan to the lippacy

glope of the Vestern camp of the bipolor

wrld, in particilar casbership of the SEATD

and the Baghded Pach, There was no doubt at

o1l that her object in Joining these vestarn

alliances vas neraly o streng , hargdld,

politically, militarily ond diplomatically
vig-a=vig India, in order that she could

speal: to India from a position of strength,

end in the hope that she could compel India

to concede hor claims in respect of Kashmir,,..26
This Wought about an anbivalence in Pakistan foreim
policy. By Jining a Vestorn alliance, Poakiston wag
Joining hands both with the vestern impariaiists and the
Zionlgts, and thus working egaingt the New Asion States.
Countrios like Egypt and Saudi Arabis were ewaged at the
rift in the Arad world, wvhich was caused by Irag Joining
t‘:he_ Pact, Firoz Khan Neoon witing on 14 sayss "Irag io an
Arab Country, and we of the Baghdad Pact ware always belng
accugsed of having almost gtolen an Arab child, The blggest

grievance that Bgypt had against us was becouse of Irag

2%5: RQ , 1
(New Dalhis ICUA, ’?361‘1»)
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which, according to Egypt, should have been only in the

Arab Leagie and not in the Baghdad Pact, "2’ Puakistan was

in & dllema out of which it had %o find a way outs This
was due to the question of Kagmmir, Kaghnir, for both

" Indiz and Pakistan begane the pivot around which their
domestic and foreipn policies rovolved, Pakistan felt that
1f 1t did not acquire Kashir, 1ts security was tireatened, S

The Kashnir question wes of no less importance to
India, Kashir was considared vital for the seeurity of
India; helping Kashir, therefore, wag an obligation of
pational interest to India;w Begides thlg, if Kasmir
stayed within the India Union it would mean a denial of the
theoaratic basls on which Pokistan was formed, Nehru had
| nade it clears "Kashoir is not jJust a plece of territory
to be bartared, It is 'a strugdle for propress apgainst

reaction, of & seoular nationalism against conmunaliss,

- 2Tpiroz Rhan Noon, from Memory (Lahore, 1966),
Pe 290 ' |

2
For a ﬂetailed view of Paklatan see, SCOR,
y* 5, ntg 464, pp, beS, b=

2o vermment of India, ;
Kastmir (New DLnte 1048) by oo

30 , -
India, Parlicpentary Debates, part 2, vol. 9,
no, 17, 28 March 1951, ool, 53%. ’ P
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By 1953 cirounmstances hod changed the prominent
issues in the subcontinent, India wae &r&aﬁy a statle and
- noneeligned state, Paliloton was moving towards the vest
by declding to join i:he Vegtern aligned pacts, In this
new atmosphers, direct negaﬁatiom between the two
“gountries vhich hed been dtuking place reduced nismundars
gtanding between both the countries noticeally, In spite
of thlo, by 1956 talks again had reached o dead end,
Rashoir gtlil remeined a probtlem though it was goon to
become a pert of Indis by its nevw Congtitubion prasulgated
in 1956, The now pro-toptern stand of Pekisten was later
to complicate ite stand in West Asia, Despite improving
bilatardl relations these could not be divorced fram the
total enviromment in which Indian and Paklisten fovelgn
policies were shaped, ‘

The foregoing discussion revenls that Indian
foreign policy had acquired o sound footing by 1956, Imdia
had succeeded in activizing and mobilizing the nevly
independent countries of Asia and Africa to stand on thelr
own in the context of a vorld politics that whe dominated
by the Great Powers and their over increasing ideological,
political and cconomic diffarences. India's relations
with the major sctors in the Suez Crisis that unfolded
in the lafer part of 1956 were cordial with the exception
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of Isrpcl, Ulth the United States, the ralationghip was
charactarizad by the complex factors of apprehensions as |
well ag understanding and distrust, Pokisten, however,
£ell into an altogether different category which though not
direstiy and princlpaliy finwlved in the Suez Crisis os an
advearsary, influenced 4 a large sxtent Indien thinking and

action during the crisis,

In the 562nd neeting of the First Mergency Spetial
Seasion (ES«1) of the General Aaambiﬁ?.. India voiced its
support for the draft resolution introduced by the United
States, wvhich ealled for an fimediste congefire and withe
drayel of forees behind the Aroistice line,>! Lall, Indtets
reprosentative, exploined Indiats position in a most
unaabigious way and his speech carrted with it the sm{:iméms
of the entire Afro-Aglon nations, He saids

ess the podple and the Govarmment of Egypt
are the victing of o triple invasion, ang
our deepest feclings  out 4o then

aypathy, They are being subjected to the
rutal facts of wor, Thelr sovarelimty is
being viclently crtailed and their torpritory
is being occupied by the armed night of a

Fgoneral Assembly Resolution 997 (ES=1) of 1
Hovember 1956 (UN Doe, A/325€), For the text of the resciu.
tion see %tm, Pe 35. The resolution was aedopted on 2
Hovenber by a rolle-call vote of 64 to 5, with 6 abstentions,
Pakiston lad voted for the resdlution,
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neighbour and of two powerful counte
ries, 32

He strongly urged the Assembly, including the parties mainly
concerned, to accept the US draft resolution by unanimous
vote as a firast step towards getiling the lssues
1nvolved, 57 " |

No guch dlear position wap taken by Pakistan though
it voted for the US draft, Its alliance with the West and
the nolked aggression by Britain and France against Egypt
put Pakistan in a tight position, But it had to support
the US draft resolution as it was being supported by newrly
a8ll the Afro-Aglan conntrica and moresver becausge Pakistan
desired to win the confidence of the Arabs (emong whon
Hagsert's was a dominant volice) which was iopaired by its
slliance with the West, This is the reason why it co-
sponsored a Joint draft resolution> to which India was also
a party, Mohammed Ahsen Choudhri weitess

In 1956, when the Suez Canal Company wes
nationalized, Palkistan supported Egypt
againsgt the Vestarn Powers, although
Pakistan had recently entered into defence
pacts with the latter,.,.., The closing of

3"1&/3275. 19 Powers draft resolution of 3 Novembar

1956,
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the Suez Candl wag 0 intrfare with the
flow of pods to Pakistan Srom alroad
and vicewversa, cousing o setbacd: to
Palkistan's economic devaloment, 35

But go was the case with India wiwse more tban geventy
par ecent of tiz‘e"mtal trade pagsed through the Suez,
Indian imgm'ts and exports passing tirough the Suez wire
estimated to be velued at fs, 462 crores and I3, 393 crores
respectivaly, 36 Howevar, it wag India which "practically
carricd the urden of the Bgyptian campaim at the
LR '

Mohammed Ahsen Chavdlel further says that -

svs Paltistan opposed any solution being
imposed on Egypts During the London
Confercnce on Suogz, Pakisgtan proposed that
th@ nationaiization of the Suez Conpany by
t be recognized and the matiaerg of
f clal settlienent and campensation be
&ealt with sep:ax’a%l{ y the partics
concerned, Bu gtan's stand on the
Suez problen did not impress President
Nagser, who wags more interested in wimning
. the support ¢of communists and the go-called
neutral countries, 38

Depertnent 57 YL TatlonY Telatlons (Korsehti Uilversity
of Karachi, 1951*)3 Pe 22s

%mdt% Hajya Sabha Debates, part 2, vol. 14,

N0, 53; Qﬁw
57?’13;@%3&@1 Brecher, n, 12, 99* 6’3'-‘69*

335@@, Holummod Atisen Choudted, "ew Cgypt and
the xzeat", Poicd Lzon, Septanber 5956. De 141,
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Pakkigton was not very happy obout India playing an influcne
ticl and dominant role over the question of the Suez., But,
it ws g0 bacause Indiats intentions were not dublous and
it geminé}.y impressed President Nasser end the pthﬁ'
Afro-Agian countries that ity sincare efforts were directed
Sowerds only one afm - cessation of hostilities in the
reglon and recognition of Egypt's sovereign right with
regard to the Suez by the UN and the world,

Pakistants Mir Khan 4ock the floor of the Assembtily
only on 4 November at ity 565th mesting, In the meanvhile,
‘Resolution 997 (ES~1), 999 (ES-1), and 998 {ES-1) were
already adopted by the Assembly and though Pakistan had voted
for sll the three resclutions, it 4id not troutle itsclf
by taking 2 clear pogition, Fowover, it trled %o do so
when Mir Khon declared-that "Pakistan iz agatost colonialiam
and imperialism of all kinds and condemns aggregsion
vherever 1t taltes place,"°? Dut, he lost no time in
quoting his Prime Minigter, Sublrawardy, who had always tried
to identlfy Pakistan with %Islamic nationalism® and
‘thereby in trying to strengthen its position vigea~vis
India, OSulravardy expressing the grief and shock of
Pakisten over the tripartite invasion of Rgypt, stateds

So far Pakistan ig concerned, the xaﬁ; that
the Hoslan country towards wﬁieh Pakis
has dlways entertained fraternal fe&inga

39% ES-1, ntg 565, ps 8%.
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should be the vietim of such aggression

has further erxercised public opinion, what
is happening in Egypt today constitutes a
threat to the entire Moslen World, 40

Egypt, hovever, did not belleve Paklstan's plous proclange
tiong ag it was a menber of the Pact whose most powerful
comntry had invaded Sgypts

| . Fellouing the adoption of the Cenadian draft
resclution, dlongwith the 19-Povers draft réaclutiam put
forward by India and co-gponsored by Pakistan with seventeen
other Afrce.Agian ammﬁ*ies,'“ efforts were atarted
patablich an amergeney internationsl United Nationg force
to seeurc and guparvise the cessation of hostilities 4n
aceordence with all the torms of the Resolution 997(ESe1)
of 2 November 1956, On 4 November, following the report of
the Secretary Genersl on the plan for an mergency intere
national United Notions Foree, Canada, Colombia and Norway
sulnitted a draft resclution which was adopted the next
daygz’a This authorized Genaral Burns, then Chief of Staff
of United Nations Truee Supervision Organization (UNTSO),
to recrult officers for the UN Emergency Force (UNEF), as

4Orpig,

4% csclution 998 (£8-1), adepted on 4 November 1956
by & roll-gall wte of 5740, vith 19 abstentions, UN

1956, ps 36, Resolution 999 (ES-1), adopted on 4 NoVember
1956, by a rdll-call vote of 5945, with 12 abstentions,

M’ ¥ 56'3 Ps 35 :

o “A/3290, Resolution 1000 (ES-1); oee, B
1956, pps 36=37. ' )s » UNYB,
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it came to De known, Kfri’sﬁuﬁ Mesion thus obsarveds

The Egyptisns were always quite unwillin

to adnit troops, from any country, The
probvlem, howvever, was that the Isradlis would
not agree to any settlanent which would not
offer then what they thought was protection,

The Americans would not agree to give direct
protection, Mr. Pearson {Canadism Pepregens
tative) propogsed his United Nations ergency
Force » tut his original propesal was a

police force, which would make people behave, 43

India put forward a set of cmditiena“ and ¢ircumstances
in which mh a farce would function, On the other hand
Pakistan had supported the Canadian propogal overenthusias-
tically, % | |

" The conditions laid down by India wares first,
that the energoncy force would be set wp in the context of
the withdrawal of the Fronco-British forces fran Egypt and
on the basis of the call to Israel to vithdraw behind the
armistice lines secondly, that force would not in any
sense be a succeszoy to the invading 'Eranw-ﬁritish forces
or Qx:oulﬁ in eny senge teke over its functions; thirdly,
that 1t would be understood that the force might have to
funetion tirough Egyptian tarritory and therefore, that

- the Egyptian Govermment nmuast congent to its cstalilishment:

&3{’11&&{2}: m'acha', Tiy 12' Ps 75;
| Mﬁ/ 3302/Add. 8/Rev, 14
aﬁt"a 3’ Haﬁan, n, 26} a& m5l
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fourthly, that the force would be a temporary one for the
ma'gmay,%

Thug, India was gtrongly sgeinst any ides of
establishing 2 permonent UN Force and assigning it the role
of a 'police forcet, Obviously, Indian position was prompted
by its relations with Palkistan on the question of Kasinir,
By adding the condition of the consent of the country to
vhich such a temporary, peace keeping force would be sent,
India safepuarded its position viseaevis Kashmir vhere
Pakiston wuld heve pressed for such a UN Foree, Pakistants
ovarentiusiastic support to the idea of the UN Force
-exp&.ains' its anxiety for establishing a precedent vhich 1¢
could explolt later in the cage of Kashmir issue, YIndeed,
the Paliistani Foreign Minister putiidly referred 4o the
idea of a UN force replacing the Indlan and Pokistani forces
in Kogtmir, o7 Thus, India end Pakistan both countriest
attitude on thls fgsue was affected by the wnsidwatlon of
the Kashnir losue |

tthen the Secretary-General and Major General E,L.M,
Burns begon % tuild the foree, they ware comfronted with
many linitations with regard to their choiee of the countries
from which they could ralse troops. The Seqretary Gmax‘él,
howover, Gecilded = | |

%% ES-1, mbg 567, p. 117,
¥Tragen, n. 26, b, 505,
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ses N0t to inciuvde units fHrom any of the
permanent membars of the Security Council

and not to include units from any countr

vhichy, because of its geographicsl position

or far other reasons, might be congidered as
possitly having g speclal interest in the
situation which has oalled for the operation, 48

Dag liammarsit jold v;h@ ‘himsélf ”sm‘%red as & three~dimensionoal
' gombetweent, working to ameliorate tensions botween Ieracl
and the Arab States and DBritain and France, and between the
Afro-Agian group and m*imm«»ﬁrame‘xaraaﬂj‘g had at his
disposal a "few other countries, such as Indla,,.. wio
vere able o serve as effective ! m-»betwm%% |

- Ho doubt the United Netions had the prerogative of
. acespting forees from any country vhich was willing and
" able to contribute to the UNEF, but the reality of the
situation denanded due respect for the soverelon right of
the hogt state to refuse 40 adnit into and operate on its
tarritory, the nationals of a state hostile or unsympathetic
to its case, Egypt was loath to congsent for the admission
of units of a Member State whose intentions with regard to
the future withdrawal of froops on the request of E{ﬁ;pt’a
Government appeored to 1t to be doubtful, It wea for this

@sae UN Doc. 4/3943, p. B, para 160.

zi’gﬁiﬁhﬁl‘d I, Mnlﬂ’g Dapg Hommarg:dold and Crigsis
Diplomacy (Oceana Publications, ING., 1902)s De O3s

P1pia,
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very reason that the offer of Pekistan which s an ardent
partner of the Baghdad Pact (Britain being the senior
partner of that) and vhose leadership had ariticized
Egyot's decision of natlionalizing the Canal was not
activated, Thus, India scored another point against
Pakistan, Pakistan, which always claimed thot itg attitude
sowards Epypt was puided by its ideology, become very sore
about it,

of Pokistants sympathy for Egypts Uhen
Prime Hinlster Sulrawardy, follouving the
Suez Crisis, exprogsed his desire t vigit
Cairo to meet Progident Nassar, bis request
was wncaranonioudly turned dowtl...s Soon
after this incident, President Nagsar refused
o accept from Pakistan any contrilution to
the United Nations Emergency Forcee in Egypt,
Progident Nogser was at logger~hexd with .
Pakiston over Baghd:d Pact, which he regerded,
rightly or wrongly, as detrimental o
Egypt's national interest, 51

After Sulravardy ws declined an invitation to Calro, he
issued "o cdlevarly worded statement implying that it was
not én inglt to hin but % Pakistent, and he fclevariy
~ equated Nagser with Mr, Hletrus, 52 |
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Napgerts apprehensiens about Pakiston were,
however, not baseless, Peklstan, no doubt, did not want
lose Epyptts friendliness t© project its image as a champion
of Islem and thug establish a separate identity in the
gubcontinent to counter the Indian influence and become at
© par with the Indisn position in the wordd, But, Nagser was
not a favourite of Pakistan because of his friendship with
Nelry and his nonealigned foreign policy, .Nesser's none
aligned Egypt found mumercus points of convergence with
a non=lglanic state of India thon any among the Iglamic _
states indluding Pakistan, Besides the genersl similarities
between India's and Egypt's line of thinking, another factor
wag of much importance, Since its independence India ‘haa»
been maintaining good relations with Muslin countries to
offset Pokistani PaneIslamic diplomacy and to prevent perti-
cularly the Avab States from sligning with Pekistan on
Kaghnir and other related issues, But, Sasser was supposed
" to be an oneny of Pakistan as he was ffound © be an ally
of Nehru cnd Bharat?,”>

Indlia, whogse foreipgn polley is known as a happy
blend of $deslism and reslisn, wag badly in need of Loresign
aid for its developmental programmes and in the need of




61

continuous and quich supply of foodgraing from atmaé,‘sl‘
1t vas keenly interested in the presecv:tion of peace smong
great powers and in the cessation of hostilities in the
Middle Eagt, It vere its enlightened national interests,
therefore, and not merely its traditional attachnent 0
1dealistic and ethicsl ga*inciplesf's which prompted India
to axtend full support to the UN eﬁwtﬁ in arresting tha
situation reated by the triple aggression againgt Egypt
One such interest was, as pointed carlier, safemarding
it position on the question of stationing of the UN
troops in Kagmir, Aecording to Geoffrey Murray, the
Senfor Councellor in the Parnanent Mission of Canacda o
the UN,; *The ahw;watedisayammts probably revolved
arcound India and Pakiston, both of vhom were conscious of
implications in the UNEF proposal for their dispute over
Kasmﬁ*%%

Pekistan, however, was not free from the obgéession
of its identity problen and scoring points against India

8 Novenber 1956,

 Ppnaiars attachment to ethical end tdealistic values
in formulating its forei?x policy has ben an old phafiGw
menon, See, Bimla Prasad, The Origzing of Indlan Forelem
Policy 3 The Indian Na Yol

| 55&93%&'@3: Murray, ®Glinpses of Suez 1956
International Journal (Toronto), vol, 29, 1o, Iy
winter 1973-7h, pe 58a
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over the fssue of Kasimir, India hod energed during the
Suez oisis as the chempion of the AfroeAsian group and wag
rocelving overvhelming support for its moves, Subimal Dutt
wrote that when Menon wrrived at New York to represent India
at the UN (7 Novenber 195€) he "kept up a continuous pressure
with the suppert of the AcianmAfrican countries to compel
the withirawl of Andlo-French-Israsll forces from Egypitian
801177 Therefore, to tarnish the image of India and %o
gain Jeglitinacy for its claim over Kashmir, Pakisten ralgsed
the Kashmir question seversl times during the debates over
the Suez crisis in the General Agsenbly., Vith the
stationing of the UNEF troops in Egypt, the question was
trangferred to the repular session of the Genaral

Agsently, |

On 29 Novenber 1956, Mr Firogz Khan Noon ralged
the Kasinir guestion in the 6015t meeting of the A&sanbl;&%
Beforae this, on 23 November 1956, Bepm Iromuiliash equsted
the situation in Egypt, Hungary and Algeria with that of
Kashnir, msmnswmg a draft regoiution (A/3335) she
salds

Tsubinel Dutt, yith X
ogfice (Caloutta, 1977), pe 170

GAOR, session 11, 1956=57, plen nmigs., nos
S74 to 6??; i Be Ms P Cﬁ%, ! p. @, ' , ’
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my delegation han co-sponscred a draft rego-
iution asking for withirawal of foreign
m s from Egypt because we are apaingt all
g Woops and troo ezia of occupation anyw
Uﬁﬁ’@; m@ any pret by anybody, We
- condann aggression and supgressmn of liharty
cequally in Egypt and in Hmgary and in
AMgaria and Kagmir, 59

Krishna Monon saids

Our neighbours from Pakistan also made
reference to Indla in regard to Kaghnir,
Now Kaghmiyr ig otill on the agenda of

the Secwrity Council, We put it thers,

Ve came here with a emplaint of agpression,
I have no desgire, therafore, to g Inte
#eat dotall a‘mut it, 1 bad thé pleasure
of hearing the distingiished lady, who was
a countryvoman of owrs until ten years a angs
for whom we have very great ai’feﬁtim
repard, speak to ug (592nd meeting), and I
can only &cho her sentinmentss we mgfok % see
the end of apggression in Kashpir,

1t wvas Indis who had thkoen the Kashnir quaestion to the w
and Krisima Menon obaarved that a practice wos developing
in the UN of converting the victinm into the agEr ayuor,
Anyono, he remerked, "who trings a cmplaint here and
shows any reasorableness very goon f£inds himself in the
position of having done the mischief himsalf, That has

1014, pe 270,
‘&mm. » P 570,
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been our exparience, at least in one instance, and we do
" not want 0 ges it raepeated e?.sewhet'eﬂ.&

India‘s policy towards the Suez Crisis was
therefore, not free from 1ts obsession with Pakiston,
Particlipating in g Lok Sabhe debate in March 1957 Krisima
Menon remarked that "our positlion with regard to the Hiddle
Bast ig exactly the same ag in Kasimir - that is you
cannot estollish rights by invasion, that conquegt does
not confer eny legal rights,®02 It is not hard to infer
that when Menon said that "my country and my Covermment
refuse o adknoviledge the right of the aggressor to lay down .
conditions for mmﬂ.ng",ss he ma the situvation in Ka.smir.
and India's relation with Poaktistan over thig issue in
mind, |

On the one hand, Begm Tkramdlah Wried to project
Paltlgtan' s policy towards the Suez Qrigis as one of the moral
position, notwithstanding its pacts wvith the weat:,@* ut
on the other hand, Samin Khan holds a different view

6%11d,, pe 1272,

- 6z,
20 May 1957, <o

part 2, wl. 1; no, 8,

63%&, session 1%, n, 58, ps 303,

‘ ' &Ibid,, pe 531, Begm Ikramullah declared: "In
taking the attitude we took In the matter of Egypt, we have
?gveﬁ t{’x%t pacts did not impair our moral sense for all
AT e n
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altogether, He observes that "to our allies our approach
the Suez problan seemed indicisive and foolishs 7o the
neatralists and to those who wanted our suppord, it secmed
vary deceltful and ﬁ'audulmt%sﬁ

President Ayub Khan telking about; ?akis*&m*s role
during the crisie, soids |

In the Middle East our position had been
~compromised by some of our leaders win
handied the situastion at the time of the
Suez corieis, in a clumsy fashion., #President
Hasser and ¢ertain other Arab countriesn
under his influence thought that we were
involved in some deep caggpiracy 0

divide the Arab world, !

On the other hand, Indian diplomacy during the arisis
brought o it the faith and confidence of the Arad world,
and tius it successfully countered Pakistan's endeavour of
winning the poodwill of the Muslim states and rallying

- them against India over the question of Ka-smir. Later,
Pakisten tried to Wring Bgypt and the other Arab gtates
closer to it and Avub Rhan had to accept that Pakistan
had acted in a clumsy mamner during the Suez orisis tut
Tenrery smible man in Pakiston bad been deeply disturbed
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by the invasion and thelr sympathies ware all out with
Egypt, 57 However, Pakistan could not compete with the
sharpness of Indian diplomacy and its efforts o projeet
Pakistonts identity with the Islamic world and Iring it at
par vith India, in the eyes of the world, failed,

Indo-pPakt relations had taken a tun for the worse
due to the lather's membereldp of SEATD and tho Baghdad
Pact, The Suez arisls did not Wwing the two countries any
closer, Relation between Indis and Pakistan hod deterioe
rated goon after the Suez orisis which was refiected in
their attitude ond behaviour at the UN during the period,
The reason for wysening of relations was the Kasmir issue,
The Kastmir Asgembly had on 17 November 1356 completed its
task of making its constitution which would come intd force
on 26 Jamuary 1957, Thls gave en excuse for Poliistan to
refar the fssue to the Seeurity Council again and mention it
at the othar oocaslons ag wall, ¢.ge during the debates
over the Suez Orisis in the Genaral Agsenbtily,

71v14,, p. 155,
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THE SITUATION IV HUNGARY

while the Suez Crisis was reaching a very explosive
gituation, anothor conflict situation developed In Hmpary,
What happened in Hungary was in the nature of a revolt of
a Communist country againgt the monolithic communist system
controliled by Moscow, - To that extent it was the first event
of its kind gince the Second World var, For this reason
alone it was bound to atiract worldwide atﬁmtim.

Bacgs

Sparked by a student demonstration on 22 October
1956 againgt the Communist regime in Hungary, a series of
incidents followed, According to Krishna Menon the
# Hungarian ugrising‘ in the begiming was a national revolt,
rot in the sense of & territorial revelt but nationsl in
character®,’ on 27 October 1956, France, the UK and the
USA regucoted a neeting of the Security Cmmcﬁ t conslder
an itenm entitled #The Situation in Hmgery?, pursuant of

1Kr!.s!ma Menon, qusted m Michael Brochar,
nd torid Polit shna Menonts Viey
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Articie 34 of the Charter,® They clleged thot Soviet tanks
and Hungarian.political foroe had fired on Hmgarien
aitizmg that Soviet nilitary reinforcenents had entared
Mungary and that lerge scole fighting had ensued., They
held tho view that even if Soviet troops wore there under
the tarsaw Dreaty provisions, those troops, under Ardicie 8 |
of that Treaty, could not be used to maintain low and order,
In a wosdeast on 2B October, Imre Nagy, President of the
Couneil of Ministers of Rmgary and acting Forelgn Minigter,
had stated that recent upheavals in Hungary repregsented a
bid national democratic movement end also that his Covern-
ment was opening negotiations about the relationship between
Hungary and the Soviet Unilon, indluding the quostion of
withdraudl of Soviet troope, |

On 1 Novembear, Iore Nagi informed the Searetary
General that further Soviet Units wore entering Ringary,
In the communication he had requested the hdp of the fowr
great powers in defending Bmmry's neutrality which he had
declared onn 1 Novenber aftar repudiating the warsaw Treaty

?%g_g. 1956, p, 67, It 45 intaresting to note
hare that like the Sucz orisis, the question of lungery
wag algo Wought to the notice of the Sccurity Council by
- the UBA, though along with Britain and France,

31vids, pe €84
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with thoe Soviet Iini.onf’ In a lettar of 2 Novanber ¢irculated
to the Council, Imre Nagy gave further details about the
arrival of Soviet reinforcements and Soviet military
novements in ﬁmgary;’ The US subtmitted a draft resciutio 6
on 3 Novenber ¢alling upon the USSR to desist forthwith
fron any intervention, particnlarliy amed intervention in
the internal affairs of mgry, The drafi was not adopted
because of the Soviet veto, The us then sulmitted a draft
resolution, adopted by 10 wotes to 1, by which the Council
decided to call an emargency special session of the General
Assenbly to consider the situation in Hingary,’

Yhen the gsecond atergency speclal sessgion of the
Agoembly wog convened on 4 Hovember 1956 to consider the
Hungarian gituation, the USSR opposged its inciusion in the
agenda on the ground that discussion of it was barred by
Article 2(7) of the Charter, It steted that Nagy Govarne
nent had collapsed and éll communications of Nagy wvare

Y poc. a3254,

Ul Doc, $/37264

S Doc. /3730 and Rav. 1,
Tuys, 1956, p. 69,
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invelid, Fowever, the itan was included in the agenda of
the Agsentily on 4 mevaaw;a

Tha US sulnitted a draft resolution which was
adopted, f£ollowing a fou nodification during the debate, on
4 Novenber ag Resolution 1004 (E9-IX), India had abotained
on this reaclution tut Fakism had enthsiagstically
supported and voted for i%, Explaining Indis's abstention
Krisina Henon said that the necessity for doing ao Yarose
from the natwre of this subject and the nature of the
reséﬁlutmnmg He further said that fthe draft resclution
that was befare the Assanily on 4 November (A/328€)
contained many parts which, 4f they had been put individually
to the vote, we would have supimr%ed% 10 However, he
appresinted the parts of the regclution, for sxample, pards
stating that "the United NHations is basad on the prineiple
of the sovereign equality of all its mvaz;bwa” and refcering
to the mman rights and fimdomental freedoms, !

The nain reason for Indiats abstention
was because of para 4 of the preamble of the Resclution'?

sziﬁ" ?i 700

- Genarol Assenbly - Seemd Eneegency
Special 595% .:Emii (ES I1I), pe Bl

Wrpia,
Y114, p. 45,

%2550 the Text of the Resolution 1004 (ES-II),
see UNYB, 1956, pp. 84«85,
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which condamned the USSR, Krishna Menon chaerved that,
"The basls of awr approach wass £irst, our background in
regard to nationel sentiments, and maintenonce of forelign
forees; gecond, owr degirs not to use the UN for *fintie
cuffsts and third, that we were agpinst the uvae of force or
unneeesparily forceful 1angaagég_ﬂg3

Fakistan, having ontered the nilitary pacts with
the Yeat, wag swept by the Vest's desire to punish Russia
to give a remff to the expansion of communism, It vas an
opportunity for Pakigtan to link itself even dloxr to the
West to strengthen its position visesevis India, Pakistan,
in its counter complaints over the issuc of Kashmir, had
charged India of mmmg loose "o pre-planned and extensive
campalgn 0f genoclde against Muslin in several parts of
Indiaﬁ.m' How, participating in the debates over Hmgary
quegtion, Mir Khan reninded the Agsenbly of Pakistantsg
charges againgt Indla and he decdlared that "we have always
otood for freedom of religlon and for basic hmen rights,
Ye have diwoys abhorred any suppression having the nature
of genocidet, 2 pakistan's bilateral ralationship with

QAKQPQ Sﬁiﬁwa,-
ieal s (

%sgﬁgﬁ’, ES-I1, li)i 8,
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India loomed large on it at the UN and it was now going to
utilize any possible opportunity to win the support for
its positions and pollicies on the igsue with a few objecw
tives in minds tringing Paliistan gt par with India, rallying
+he naxinum possible suppord to vin oredibliity and
legitimacy by getting its position endorsed by the
Agoembly, and countaring India's growing influence omong
the Afro-Agian groups | | |

Krisima Menon seems t0 agree with thls enalysis
when he says that "at that time Pokistan was not teking
any interest in UN affairs; she did mot count for much
there, unless Zafrullah (Ehan) or some one iike that cane,
But she took o hond nerdly % abarass ust, 16

On 9 November Pakistan co-sponsored a draft reoso-
lution along with fouwr other Powvers by which the Ceneral
Agsenbly would, inter alia, consider "that freo dlectionn
should be hald in Hmgary under United Nations susplees®, '’
i1ir Khan, speaking on the draft resclution held that it
represented "the stand Pokistan has always meintained
throughout ito record of participation in the deliberations
of this Assently®,"® He vas, undoubtedly, hoving Kestmir

Wouoted 1n Precher, ne 1, p. 89,

| Wuwys, 1956, p. 17, for the text of the draft
regolution, seg ibid., ps 895,

Bonor, £s-11, p. 48,



in mind whille saying that, and he ’mgea to Lavoke this pPoe
vision of the draft as & precedent in the case of Kagimir
as well, It would strengthen and eould legitinise its
demand for holding elections in Eashuir to ascerdain the
views of the pevple there over the question of thelir
accession to India, It was, in effect, an attenpt to
delegitimise India's clainm over Kashulr on the legal besis
of the Ingtrument of Accesgion end to win a political
battle sgeinst it in the Asseably, '

India, on the other hand, tried o safeguard its
- position by voting against this resolution and stating
that fye camot gay that 2 soverelgn Meanber of this
Aggently adnitted after due procedures can be called upon
to submit its elections and everything else to the United
Nations without its agreement®, ©° Marsover, Resolution
1004 (ES-II) of & November had requested the Secretary
General o make certaln investigations with regord to the
situation in Bmgary and report to the Assently,® The
Resolution vas §ti11 pending and the Seeretary Gemersl had
informed the Assently®' that he had taken steps in this
direction and that he was awaiting a reply. It would not

Yaaor, £9-I1, pe 68

m?ava 4 of the operative part of the Resclution,

2hn poe. /3315,
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be, therefore, advisable t proceed to taie any decisions
before the Searetary Cencaral gave the informations which
were sought by the Resolution 1004 (ES-1l), On another
aragt resolution sutmitted by the United States,®® India,
Jointly with Ceylon and Indonesia, moved mmﬁmenﬁszf’_
intending to delete the refarences to the USSR and certain
other harsh words and phrases, The anendments howover were
rejected and the draf$ resclution was passed as Resolution
1006 (ES«IX), Peakistan hod readily extended its support
for the resclution vhile India ebstained clarifying that
it could have voted for the resolution had the politiesl
aspect of 1% been removed and put sepsrately or Just withe
draw becauge that was already thore in the five power
draft r-esalaﬁan,ga The five powers draft wes also adopted
by the Assenbly as Resolution 1005 {(ES-II) but Indie voted
against 1f, A
Krishna Henon cdlaimed later toat Kashmir did not

loom large in hie thinking while voting upon the five

power draftresolution,® But the very fact that Tndia

-

LT S T~

22N Do, (4/3319, of the toxt of the draft
resvlution, see, UNY¥B, 1 5& Py

239N Doe. A/3525
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4id not abstaln on this resolution, though it did not
sontain anything different from the resclutions where
Indla had elready abstoined, except for the mention of
holding cleetions in Hmpary under UN auspicoes, goes
against Meon's clafm, 16 4s to be noted here that India
had ebatained on the five parasg of the Preantlc and
first paro of the oparative part of the draft mmlaﬁméﬁ
when geparate voting wag done on each para of it, Even
on para 2 an such, which dealt with the Slechions in
Hmeary; indla abstained at vhen a geparate vote was
taken on the pirase %under UN ausplces® as asked by the
South African delegation, India woted apainat 1&:.‘27 50
it becomes amply clear that India voted apgainst the whole
draft resolution because of the pert 'under UN suspices?
only, It clearly implics that India 44d not want to give
a simfler opportunity to Pakistan to invoke this nresedent
and therefors, it reserved its claim to hold plebiscite
or else in Kasimlyr under its own supervision and not
under UN ausplces, Thus, 1t is very difficult % nccept
Erisima Henonts contantion that Rashmir was not a
 considerotion then, because in that situation Indis could
" have abstoined on i, | |

®QR, ES-I1, py 814
rosa,
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| The seme ’&”ay the Agsembly adopted another draft
resolution submitted by Austria which deslt with the hmani-
tarian assistance to tho Mmperian people, This resolution
1007 (5$-11),% 414 not recelve any negative wtes and
India and Pakistan both voted for 4it, On 10 November
the General Assenbly adopted another US draft resolution,
as Regolution W00E (ES-I1), which vas duly smended by
Itay. D India, while agreeing to wote for the ariginal
U8 draft resclution wvhich sought to place on the roviaional
agenda of the Assanbly's ¢leventh repular session, the
question on the agenda of 1ts second wmergency special
geossion, abgtained on the anended draft resolution which
excluded the Secrotary Genaral's menorendun from the
proceedings of the AssentiLy, © |

Before enbarking upon further analysis of Intere
action of various forces and considerations in the bilateral
ralaﬁmnahip of India and Paktistan as reflected in the
Agssenbly duwring the peried of the Hnpgarian orisis, it

 Bpor the text of the Resolution 1007 (ES-II)
seey UNYB, 1956, p. Y4

wf‘w the text of the draft resclution as
amended by Italy, _seaég% 1956, p. 86, for the Xtalian
smendment see, GACR, s De. 87 ,

PDoroR, ES-II, pe 876
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woulld be worthwhile o zéaus:e end ascartain the dynamica of
the eriglie itself,

The tensilon and division of the world body over
the issue, as 2 matter of foot, merged fron its cold war
syndrome, Toking o more realistic and abjective view of
the situation, it would be generslly agreed that the Soviet
troops could not withdray from Humgary m long the American,
the Dritish and the French Woops were present in Gamany,
The Soviet troops were primarily there as a part of the
Soviet ond Vestorn forces after the wrld war end vere a
component of the Cold Var complex, It wes a proof of the
fact that the UN was belng used as an instrument for Cold
var propaganda, vhen desande wer'e made by the West that the
soviet forces be withdrawn from Hmgpry, vhereas, at the
gsame time, no denand was made about the other forelm
troops of the vest to withiraw from Purops,

Thizs iz wvhy Indis, in consonance with its none
aligned postirte and mediatory and conciliatory approach,
declined o support use of any horsh and prrovecative
langunge agpinst the USSR, Moreover, 1t was in the roader
national intorest of Indlo ag will, There is 1it¥le truth
in the sllegation that Indis "vallantly defended" Soviet
Union on the Hungary issue, Reacting sharply to this
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allegation by Cube, Krishna Menon saids

I represent here the Govarnment of India -
not the Government of Cuba or the Govarmment
of Soviet Union - and therefore what I gstate
here are the viecws of ny Covermnent, I have
gaid repeatedly that we deplore the situation
in Hungary, Ue would 1ike to gee the position
vhere foreipgn forces were withdrawn from

any countey « whether they be called bases,
contingents, parts of allionces ..., This
does not mean that one may not treat the
protlem ealmly, in the context of a leglige
iatlve deliberation; as it were, 3V

Indlz was not under any ¢old war compulsion to
gupport one HWoc or the othery vhile Paklgtan, on the other
hand, was, It was a pard of the Vestarn alllances, which
4t hod Jolned to safegiard its sovereigty and nationsl
integrity from ¥Indlan expansionismt, However, India was
developing more Srlendly ralations with the Soviet Union
in ordar to gain fts help for the construction of a ‘
viable modern economlc and industrial infragstruchiere, With
Prime Minister Nehru's vigit to the Soviet Union in middle
1955, 24t wg not surprising that India started promoting
greater friendliness and intercourse with the Communist
blo¢ - thanks %o the entry of the vestern Bloc into the
Indian subecontinent through Pekistanw, 2

HNanor, £S-II, pe 75
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But, growing aésmeas with the Soviet Union could
not blind India's rationdl thinking and it did not deviate
from its conslstent foreilsn policy postulates, Of course,
Pakigtan was an inporiant consideration in the pursuance
of Indien diplomacy, bilateral or miltfloternl, it unlilke
Pakistan 1% a4 not enter into any military pacts with the
Communist Hloe, On the contrary, India ried to agee
things in Mack end white and glso in their proper
perspective, Prime Minlster Nelru, clongwith the Prime
Hinister for other Colombo countries, had iseucd a
statenent in Novanber 1956 saying that

they regret that Soviet forces, mmn
- had been withirawm in sceordance with
the policy 1aid down in 3 gtatenent Lssued
by the Governmmont of the Soviat Union on
30 October, were réeintroduced intd Budapest
a few days laters The Prime Ministers
consider 1% an inalienable right of ovary
country %o shape for itsclf ﬁ own degtl
free from all axtanal m'esswes. They we
of the opinion that Soviet forces ghould be
vm;mz'am feom Bungnry opeadily and that
the | fan people ahaald be left free
0 dac & their own future and the fam of
government they will have without external
intarvention fran any qusu'tm.

> .' d . P
““GAOR, session 11, Fln, Mtgs, 195657,
9?4 256!‘7! ) ) L4 g‘s’ *
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Indien attitude on the Hungary issue was quite

vationdl as India avelded to be swept away in the passion

aroused by one group or the other,

about the sltuation in Hunpgey vwas mainly based on the
accounts given by refugees which could not be accepted
without a pinch of salt, The real situstion of Hangary

was remzy difficlt to know for the want of authentic and

£irst hard Information, Elaborating this agpect of
Indlan policy touards the issue KErishne Menon ssid that -

Today we are dexling with a provien in
xfgg‘é % allepgations that bave been

uwade in thig Assenbly on the one hand,
and denials on the other hand; and I want
to agsure you that &t is not as though we
alt detached, wneoncerned, by the reports
on one side, and by denials on the other,
as though we wiro giving a Solomonts
Judgement, a kind of ayard in this matter,
Ve think, first, that there is a respon-
sibility for the Agsembly 40 expresy itself
in a restrained fashion, in order 0 obtain
& getilenont, Socondly, the main concan
that ve should have is & try to obtain, in
tarmg of the decision of the penaranl Asgently
the introduction intc Humngary of obagryers,
and the gpg% offives of the Sexrehary

He further doclared that

we have kept ouwrseclves under regtraint;
without pronouncing Jdgements on eveu@s

A ivtde, pe 167,

The antire information
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vhich we have not been able to obaerve
owrgelves, and in spite of vhatever
neuspaper critician there may be, whate
ever epithets may be used, ny Coverrment
and people will not sh&ffz to a position
vhere we are called upon to condemn without
evidonce, 35

This is why India had introduced a Grafi resolue
t10n,7® cosponsored by Ceylon and Indonesia, recaliing
paragraph 5 of the resclution 1004 (BS-II) of & November
1956, in which the Govarmuent of Hungary is asked to panit
obsarvers designated by the Searetery General to onter the
territory of Hmgry, to fravel freely thereln, and €0 report
thelr findings to the Secretary Gemeral,>! while consie
dering *i‘:his Threo Power draft resclution, a separate voting
was done on the pirase “without prejudice to its sovereigntyn,
contained in operative paragraph 1, Peakistan woted againgt
it tut the plrase was adopted by 43 votes to 6 with 30
abstentions, but ot the entire draft resslution Pakistan
voted for it and it was sdopted as Resdlution 1128(XI) by
57 vwotes to 8, with 14 sbstentions,

3511)“;, Phe iW‘@i _
BGUN Doe, A/3368 end Rev, 2 and 3e

37 For the text of the draft Resclution see,
. wf ?9563 Pe 870
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Thug, Pakistan ;mc.:é again tried o strengthen lts
denand that the UN should intervene in a2 country even 42
1t 4id not plve Li2 congent for doing so, This is why it
opposed the phragse, "without prajudice to its sovereigntyn,
Spesking on 4 December in the 606th meeting of the Assenbly
pakistan's Begum Isremullah said that ®we balleve that the
peace of the world ond the exigtence of the small nations
depend on accepting the principle of intervention by the
uN, » . -

Pakisten had moved a drags .remluma% on
2 Decanber along with thirteen other powers. Spesiting on
this 14-Power draft resolution Ryishna Mepon gaid:

If 1t hnd been pogsible for the gponsors
of the draft resclution %o before
thig Asgenbiy o text vhich yould have
reftorated the demand that the Sewretory
General go to Hupery and that observers
& to Amnmpary, exgressing its regrets

or its ooncern or anything elge, or
deploring the action of the gzr fes colie
cefned, which are stated to be Hmngery
and the Soviet Unlon, we would have been
willing to support it., But begouse we
are willing to support such a graft resoe
1udion, because we wvant to see the end of
thls state of affsirs in Hungary, it is
not right to invite us %o mbseribe a

Baan, n, 33, p. 492

| B poe, A/3413, for the bext of the draft
regolution see, UNYB, 1956, pp. 87-88,
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large numbor of statanents couched in wrds
which are not the kind of words to which we
could subsaribe,

The draft resolution had refared {0 °The Hungarian

authoritics” and not to the Hmgarian Govervment or even to
ungary ag auch.:; Stating India's position Krishna Menon

gaid that

so far ny govermment iz congcrned, it mo
happensg thot ot only have we an

Anbaggador in | 'ﬁy t, on account of
the situation in fungary, the Prime Minigtar
has also sent, sceording to the decision of
hig Gwa:’men%. & special representative of
Bis own into M@rg Therefore, when we
have two represantatives functioning there
and talking with the Mungarian Govermuent to
be helpful in whaltever way is possible, it
fs not right for us v come befare this
Asgently and geﬁeﬁ that the Govermment does
not exist, 4

He fwrther <lorified that

for that reagon we ocould not subsaribe to

a proposition which refars t 'Hunporian
authoritiest, It hos not @ do wvith whethe
gome 0% you like the Government or do not
like the Govarnment, I have sald a dozen
times that if am.{ thoge who werte 1iked by
everybody could git in this room, there

‘yould have been ne representatives at adl

t the General AssanbtlYeese That iz why we

Mo

“Irvsas
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cannot support draft resolution of this
charactersses 42 :
Therefore, India abotained on this draft resclution which
was, houever, adopted by 54 vobes to 10, with 14 abstentions,
Ong very significant polint 46 be noted here 1s that this
draft roselution could not got sa much affirmotive or
positive vote as Indion draft (Three Powar draft |
resoiution) reaemztmh m& @wﬁ’ By soouring tihree more
positive votes Indla could dlaim that its policy was more
legitinate and areditable than that of Pakistan whose
policy wag pronounced in tho fourteen power drafé resoldtion,
It was a victary for Indian policy and attitude towards
the erisis over those of Pakistan which was playing an
active role unlike India in the Cold War equation,

But, Pakistan wanted 4o counter the Indian policy
and inﬁxzmae by ralsing the Keshlr issue onee again, In
the 611th neoting 02 the Assentily on 6 December 1956,

Begm Ixremullah said that ’

India frles to take a moral stand, and a
vary high moral gtand, on many gquestions

42114,

. aaﬂaas N, Berkes and M,S. Bedi, The Diplomaes
of India ; Indion Foreien policy in the United Watlons
sEaniordy Staniord Universitly Presgy 1908)y pe 0%
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in the world, we feel that, with the charge
of gpgaression laid at its own door, it 411
becones India o do so, It must clear its
falr name 1f it wvants %0 play a really
effective port and a morel role in the
affairg of the world, 44

On 10 Decenber Pakistan co-spongsored a draft
resmlution® yhish stated, inter slia, that the Soviet
Union should vithdrav itg forces immediatdly fram Hangary
under UN observation, Depm Ikarmullah, in 515th mecting
on 11 Decasber said -

The delegntion of Pakistan has once apain

comaponsored a draft resclution that btrings

the plipght of Hngary under discussion in

the General Assembly, We bave done so .

because we fecl that wong does not become

right, or Injustice Justice, becauge it has
bean going on for some tlme, Ve must not
accept ag a falt accompli something which

culrages owr moral sengse Just because we
are tired to geek redress for 1k 46

. Voicing Indian position on this w—?ew aragé
resolution, Krishna Menon said that "we believe that resos
lutions which involve condemation, which in their logical
consequences, would be followed by 8 declaration of who ia
the agoresser and who is Qﬂ:, and would thereby sbhiltify

Borm, n, 35, p. 579,

resclution see, UNYS, 1956, pp, 88«89,
%GADR; n. 33, p. 605,

B3N poe. A/3436 and Add. 1y for the text of the
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the United Nations, are not the clements which would assist
in a solution, o7 He further sald

My delopntion finds itself faced with a
draft resolution noved by the US and its
supporters with conasidarable part of which
we are In agreanent, ut we conmot subscridbe
githor to 1its pliraseclogy or the implications
of some of 1ts para@'.apm%  Those Implications
nay not gtrike others in the same sy but wo
have to think of the futwre, when thse same
recedents nay be applied to other people,
For when the United Nations takes a gtep, it
is essentisl for us not merely to think of
what nay be suitatiie at the present time or
what our enotions and paasions at the time
dasand, but what precedent and lav we reate
in this respecty 48

India, jointly with Ceylon and Indonesia, sultmitted

anendnents™® to the 2-Power draft resclution and also moved
a geparate regsolution, co~gponsored by Burma, Ceylon and

Indonesia,

50 on 10 Dagembar, Only one of the amendments

wag accepted in a separate voting on all the amendments,

The other

four amendnents which formed the Wulk of the

draft resolution put forth by four Powers, were rejected
by the Agsombliy. _?men the DVePovar draft regolution was

A?Ibiﬁn ps G09s
iﬁxbﬁ?’ ps 610s

am 1956, ppe 78*?93

SOUN Doc, 5132‘374
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put to woite, tw of the co~sponsors of the Indian draft
voted for 1%, which waz finally aceepted by the Assmw.sr as
Resolution 1131(XI)°!

In the face of L% and also because all tut one
amendments wore rejecteﬁ, India withirew its draft reso-
lution, Kristma Menon sald that

In view of the fact that all the amendments
that have boen pmpeaed have been overs
vhelmingly defeated ~ and thoy contained the
substonce of thig draft resolution - 4t ig
the desire of my dalegation and ouwr 2o
gpongsors that we should not press this draft
resolution %o vote, 52

This was a diglematic and political logs o India wheress
Pakistan strengthoned its position vis-aevis Indla by
supporting the 20-Power draft resclution and by being
instrunental in defeating the amendments meved by
India, ’ | |

The debate in the Asgenbly contimued but "afier
the firgt yesr the gessions dragsed on; it wos a kind of
ritudl vwith the Vest; yeor after year they wwgm itu
in the smme wayy o

| HMowma and Ceylon had voted for the Resclution
1131310

220aR, n, 33, pe 675,
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CORCLUSIONS

From the analyses attenpted in the preceding
chaptars 1t 1s evidently clear that the pelitical @ogesseas
and mechanimn of the United Nations have variably been used
for safeguording and promoting national interesta of Member
states, Ag discussed 'e.zr:!.ier Manber states have made use
of all sorts of devices to achieve this objective, Even
while expressing views and interacting  international
questions where their national intarests are mot directly
involved, they keep in mind their own foreign policy
strategies as well as bilataral issues, The states having
the kind of antagonim vhich prevailed between India and
Palkkistan, try to make usge of the political processes
employed o seek solution to international problems to
their own advantage, The intaractions between India and
pakistan at the United Nations, their initiatives, reactions
and fespongses reparding vardous intricate lssues related to
the question of Hungary and the Suez Crisls amply
substantiate this point, |

By the time these two internationsl problms
stirred the United Nations in October-November 1956,

oo BB w
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Indta by mﬁmﬁmamn of ciramgtances acquired a position
of prestige ond leadership among the AfrowAsiang, In a
situation vhare the United States was Insigting that its
f£ight against the Sovict Union wos a £ight for freedom and
the only right courge for the Afro-Asian countries was %
 align themodlves with the United States, India had shown
that there "éas an alternative to that poliecy and this
alternative was mm:*e in the interost of peace and security
of the novly energing states, That was sonething which the
Us Govermment, during the Dulles ora, found very irritating
and croating a '-ziuisance valuet, It was pot swprlsing,
therefore, that the emergence of the NoneAligned Movenent
of the novly Independent states of the world under the
leadership of Nelrw, Nasser, Tito and “ukarno was looked
upon wvith contaspt by the Veat, egspeclially by the United
States., As noted earlier (Chapter III, n. 2), the US
Secrctary of State Jom Foster Dulles had openly condenned a
policy of nonealigmment as obsolete, shordegighted and
iomoral. Neverthaless, the Movanent wag toking shape and
gaining ground,

India was pursuing o pollcy of sediing friendly
relations vith s11 countriecs and jJudging all issues on their
meritss It may be recalled here thut during Nelwu's vioit
%o the United States in October 1949, Dean Acheson, vho was
planning to cvolve o collective epproach of the non-Communist
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world to the iscue of recognition of the People's Repulilic
(e 34 cm, yas extrendly disappointed ,_treaause !ﬁeizm had |
already decided to recognize China, Nehru had also questioned
" the validity of the US policy towards Indonesia and French
Indo~China, ' India's policy of anti-colonialism and its
eppositicn to racialisn and; more 1mgmrtamsly, its farei.g;l
gclicy aimed at keeping away from t;ns:z inreasing bwt@?
Cold dar, resulted in sarious disagreenent betucen it and
the United States, |

. "After the traumatic experience of the Koresn
var, :thg-:e United States decided on a ::ig:r_a aggrossive
galicﬁr for the maintenance of its @ééal hegenony and,
failing to get Indlan support for it, entored into a military
alliancamm Pakkistan in 1?51&, n2 ?éi:is‘tan becane a mé;'e
active pariner of the Vestern alllance system when it
301:3@ the Baghdad Pact in 1955. “Consequently, the United
Statéﬁ had to share t0 some extent -tﬁa'regianal mr‘eigi
poliay abamtzves of its ally Pakistan, which had cast
i‘tsa‘if in the role of an sdvarsary ef India, 03 Coupled
witn t;hgs gompulsion (or obligation) the United States

N b N
. i‘ax* de’tailed treatment cf tni%.s geivt; see Pean Aﬁhesan,
<s.tat the Cz'eat Y\ 2 in tate ol

25.1{. strivasteva, "India and the um,tea States®,
atic 3 * vel, 17, nos: 3—-&, Julyubecmber
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would algo never like t let any opportunity go, indeéed

it seans o ave been foverishly seeking then to shovw
India in a bad spot by accusing it of following a'double
gtandard? .and thus tornlshing fts image., The Weastan Press
also was engnged varially o support and enhonge the

.US efforts in reslizing this objective,

| Pokistan found this unfavourable, if not hostile,
Yestern atbitude towards India favouratle to it owmn
interests and it tried %o exploit it on variocus issues in
its hwstile relationship with India, The analysis of the
Suez Crisis in the preceding pages, as o mattey of fact,
bears this polnte As a-iambw of tho Baghdad Pact ang a
close agsoctate of the vestern alliance system, Pakistan
was in & tight position when it was called upon to take
‘a position on the Suez Crisis at the United Nations, It could
not afford to ignore the people's wath generated in al})
AfrowAstan countrics espmmiy in the Arob vorld, At the
same time it vas eaga'» to prove, so it scems, that in
eritical times the vestarn Powrs could count its support,
Thug Em&;is‘san*é approach during the erisis was to eritisize
the tripartite attack Wt at the same time % maintain fts
- alllance systeam with the Vest, As observed in the carlier
shapters, Pakistan’s othaer objective was to pard amingt
India fron galning any political advantage which could win
it the pooduyill of the Arab world to the disadvantage of
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Pakistan, But to the chagrin of Pakistan its alliance vas
looked upon with contenpt and suspicion in the Arab world,
This 1s why Nagsser, who had grown into a living synbol of
Arab nationalism, net only refused to admit Pakistanl troops
in the UNEF to be stationed on Egyptls ‘a,ran... ut also turned
down its Prime Ministerts request to visit Cairoe féuom.ng
the procipitation of the Suez Crisis,

Another erucial issue vhere the diverpgent
aprroaches of India and Paklstan manifested themsclves
was the question of creation, composition and mandate of
the imiteﬁ Nations emergency force, It is interesting do
note here that Pakistan had overenthusiastically supported
the proposal of ereating a United Nations force t guard
the armistice line between Egypt and Israel, 1Indla, on
the other hand, made 1t anphatically clear that such a
force could be stationed only with the consent of Egypt
and according to the detalled tems to be agreed upon T
between the Egyptian Government and the United Nations,
Before egtending Lts support for the proposed United Nations
foree India safepuarded its position and interests
indirectly and subtly by ingserting the "prior approvel of
the party (or perties) concerned® clause, India as well as
Paltistan hknew 4t fully wdll that oreation and stationing
of such a force in Egypt could not be used ag a precedent
in the case of Indo-Pak dispute over Kasimir, However,
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had »Inaia extended its unconditional support for the UNEP,
it could mave been uged by Pokistan to demand for such a
foree to boe gstationed in Kaghnir and thus it could have
| scored a political gain pgpinagt India, India, nevertheless,
countared the Pakkistani desipgn well, |
In the meantime, the powsr pollitics contimied to
cast 1ts shadow over the quickly unfolding developments
during the Suez Crisis, The Soviet Unlon attenpted to
exert its full pressure in the pituation as one of the two
Super Povers, Premicr Bulrmnin tireatensd to intervene
militarily on behalf 6£ Egypt, He sent communications to
that effect %o Hritoin, France and lsrael and requested the
United States to Join the Soviet Union in taking imediato
steps to halt the aggregsaion againat'mgypt,!' Through
Egypt's arms deal with Czechoslovaikia in Beptauber 1955, the
Communist bloc had gained the firat inroad in the Middie
bast since the vithdrawal of the Soviet forces from Iran
in 1946, The United States and the West, hovever, could
not allow expangion or furtha Lmroads of the Communists
in the area and this 13 vhy the United States not only
disapproved of the Soviebt proposal, it also took the position
that the UN force should not include Permenent Menbers of
the Security Council, Along with New Zesland and Austrolia,
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Paltigtan alsp endeavoured to send its troops o Ahe UNEF
and thus vhile keeping the Rusglans out, the Vestern interests
gould be safopuarded. It way this gome which wag exposed
and Nasser declined and opposed the Pekistani offer to send
ErOOpY, -
Pakistan's policies and pamres over the lasue,
thus, wag shaped by twin objectives « first, o win the
goodwill of the Arsb world by disapproving the Wripariite
attacdk and by marding against Indiets groving prestige in
the Arab wrld, and secondly, to safemard its roader
- military and miiﬂmﬁ. interests by staying in the Wegtern
slliance system and also to enhance the interests of ite
allies vherever posaible, though in a subtle ways It i
‘noteworthy that Pakistan's threat o quit the Commonwealth
and to vithdraw from the Baghdad Pact, if Britain and France
failed t© cease wstilitics and o respect Egyptts
swweﬁ,gafm»ﬁ ¢amo after more than one month following the
tripartite attack of Egypt. This throws more light on
the real motives of Peligtan, It, howover, received severe
diplomatic and poiitical metbadcs es Lts efforts 4 win
the godwill of the Arabs could not bear any fruits
tut India, on the other hand, won the poodwill and confidence
noet only of Egypjt ut of the rest of the Arad world as
well. Later, Wying for a conciliation between Fakigton

5&% y (Karachi), 1 Decesber 1956*.-
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and BEgypt, oven President Ayudb Khan adnitted that #,,,Pokistant
representatives moy have acted in a clumsy mamner at the
time ¢f the Suez crisis tut every oensible man in Pakiligtan
had been deeply distressed by the invasion and thelr
synpathies wave all with Egypt%e

A noted Pakistani acholw7 also accepts the fact
that Pakistan Joined various pacts with a hope % put an
end to 4%o self-imposed isolation and to acaquire a
place in international arena at par with India, He
regrets that Pekisteon unwittingly entrenched itself in
cortain pacts “which were cither not connected with the
ideplopy of palifstan or the mothod of accession was g0
crude and 1ll~timed that they involved Pekiston in
controversies and conflicts in the Middie Eagt,..which
proved detrimental to the *national interest' of Pakistan®,®

_ In ungary, the situation vas. evidently a case

. _#’éf armed intervention in a eivil wer, opposed by one
rewlutionary Goverment, but called for by the previous

Coverment and then within a matter of days again velcomed
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by a nevly installed Governnent,” It was also evident that
the Hungorian guestion became an fssue of the ensulng

Cold .ar and both the powr=-blocs ware engagad in .an
endless propaganda war to score a Holitical victory over
cach other, Uniike the Suez «risis situation, the Hungarian
question vitnessed not only a split tut also a major
confrontation of the varld's most powerful nations,

Indion gttitude towards the situstion in Hungary was ong

of caution and it reforred not to give any value

Judgaaont against the Soviet Union #111 all the faots arg
reality of the Hungarian situation could be ascertained,
Unlike the Suez orisls vhere ell the facts about the
situntion vere readily avaflablie and there wers no contros
dictions in the faels rrovided by various sources, the'
situation in Hungery wvas vicwed by different sources in
differont and. dlvays contradictory ways,

Poizistan, on the other hand, joined its Westarn
allics in condeming tho Sovict Unlon of aggression, Indiag,
howover, avolded using any condemnatory lanmage which could
only aggravate the situation, instead of winging that
undar control. It should be moted here that India avoided
the use of any condapnatory language againgt Britain,

95&8@3&) Ny &'5 Ps 143, -
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France and Isracl during the Suez orisis as well., Thusy
~ India's positions unlilce Pkistan, did not lack
conglotency,

As &5 evident fram the analysis of the proposal
of the UN supervized genersl elections in Hmgry
(Chapter IV), India realized that it would be a dangerous
precadent to allow the United Nations to decide upon the
form of Me!“mam a country should have, and 4o conduct
elections in a sovereign indopendent state, Hevertheless,
1t was again a propaganda sumt of the Vest which found an
ardent supporter of the proposal in Pokistan which wanted
to legitimlze its position of demanding similar action in
Kasmir to decide its future, ' India's mational interest
denanded the bladﬁng of such a position of Pekistan and
it did oppose the lolding of elections in Hungary under the
UN supervision, Pakistmx, however, left no stone unturned
to utiiize the ¢old war lasue of Hangary te nuster and
rally the support of the Afro.Asians which it had so
painfully fajled to goin on the issue of the Suez, Hareover,
in order to counter India's pogition, it fried to Wrand
Indla ag a Sovict ally for its conciliatory and mediatory
approach,

’%aa Verner z.evt, "Kaghmir and Indiats r'erei.gx
Policy“, Current History, June 1958, ppe 40«5y



98

.+ India¥s doubts regarding the motivationsg of
Pakkistani stands and position on the twd arisis situations
were not unfounded, Pakistan, in fact, tried to exploit
the two occcagsions to bolstar up its case om the Rashnir
fasue, " :Afta' putting the Kashnir question in the ¢old
gtorage for more than fouwr yeoars, at least as for as the
Unlited NHadtions wes concerned, Pokistan raised it once again
iri the Secwity Council 4in Januaory 1957, that is, immediately
after the two crisis situations had hardly subsided, It
vag an oppertune time for Pakistan % cagh whatever goodwill
and support it had mustered from the West by virtue of its
policles and popitions on the two lssues, Poltistan hoped,
and rightly two, that owing to its allionces with the
Yegt ams the kind of gupportive role it had wried to play
on the tw issues, wuld nov ring a more vocsl and
unambiouous support fron the .est on the question of
Kaghmir, |

The type 0f support that Pakistan wished from
the Vest, came in the form of a draft resolution in the
Security Council on 14 Folruary 1957, sponsorad jointly
by Britain, the USA, Australia and Cuba, Larlier Pakistan

”Ear exemple, see the speech of the leader of
the delegation, . sescion 11, 1956-57, pps 270=T1.
Reply of India, p, « Also ppe 578=81 for further
exchanges, - )
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hod requented the Security Council that, Inter alilas, a UN
force shouwld takke over the functicns of the state of Jammu
and Kagmir, The Four Powar draft resclution too, it is
noteworthy, expressed o preference for such a UN :ﬁerce;"?'
The Powr-Pover draft resclution was, however, vetoad by
the Soviet Union, thanks to the gooduill and support of the
Soviet Unfon that India was able to win by virtue of a
none=aligned and objective policy pursued by &t rather
congistently throughout the dedbates on the question afl gy
and ‘the Suez Criols, |

~ On the basgls of the preceding condluding obsarvee
tiong, 1t can be saild in the last that Indian diplomacy
countered all the Pakistani designs and giarded agalnst
all itg moves t weaken the Indian position vhile interscting
on the twe igsues, Pakilstants cfforts 1o sed: endorsement
in a gubtle, indirect manner of its claims and positions
especlally in the case of Kashmir were also drained eoff,
True, it was successfl in having another round of debate in
the Scawity Council but Lt led to a dend end, The
interplay of various forces resulted in the gprowing
estranpgement that temporarily followed between the United
States ard India on the Hungorian gquestion, and Britain and

12.&23.@- 1957, pp. 68-69, Also see, GAOR,

n, 8,
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Indis on the Suez Crisls, was lookaed upon by the Soviet
Union t© its own adventage, The cobrdiality of rélationship
that became clearly marked on the visit of Kirushchev and
Bulpganin to Indiz, pained further intarest following the
two wrisis situations, Thus, whai hag boen discussed
above leads one to the conciusion that pakistan did wry

to obtain certain political advantages, especially on the
quegtion of Fungary tut it could not succecd in ite
objective,

EFRES



M pagsion 11, Plen, Mtgs” 1956‘571;

Government of India, Indo-Polii ; (Hew DAlhiy

Publications |

part 2, vol. 4, mo, 8, 1957+

L.S. Sect.; Parliancatary Debatosy part 2, vol. 9,




Alln.w. Hama E. m Brﬁge ﬁq ﬁuﬁge‘gﬁ;‘ .
, _ Aggembils (Nw H »vem

Appadaral, A,, and Aropa, VK
1955258 (New néﬂ-fés‘

Bailey, Sydncy, The o United
M}*mi &1 .

33&2’&'3:3. il fom Jay m@:a; E
( oy ?m; A‘igYﬂS :

Rerkos, Rasgd and Be&.‘-, 3;, The Diplon

Birdwood, Lord, Two Nations and Kashuir (London: Roberd
Hek, 1 .



Choudhury, Gelle,
{Londons

G‘Iaﬂﬁe’ Jr. Inis Li; L7383
qu‘i;a Random &

s Swords into Flowsha i Frotiems and
‘Brogress fm,gxatmm 'm 11sation -
{Wew or': Handan House, 1971), odn, e

Comay, tiieﬁmeﬁ.* Ul Peacom-Xos : ¥
.1 m«mm; jue




Dallin, Mewonder, The S
{tNey Yearizg §s

Dag Gﬁ@ﬁa‘ Joyti Bim

(Amatwdmfag'm =

Caglaton, ﬂlanﬂe Internotionsl Goverment (New Yors

imzva'si.ty of | araz:hi, ﬁ%&).:

Frye, villiam R,, Dulles o {Chicapp: Juadranglos
Booke, 1 ka

o {New Yorks

Coodr ich, I
?

Gﬁrd@ﬁﬂi{w* Loon, + The United
"ol 1t CGion, N
; :'653, 971)‘



&regg, Robert U, end Darkin rzzcnaea, eds., Ihe Unitod
- Hations Svstans ang 1te .’1** tions w Sclected
--s!} ya el Dolis Attlllated BAOD-IOY
mesg + Ulin 1970) »

{}ugm‘ KW&" ; » vv "‘i' i £ M0, 1. Ry 1JO% (5 c . ‘;;
= 15* Mitarost 3 An Analyals of tndion
girn Policy (lLalcutias world F eas,.ﬁ),.

2 in fordd Politics 3 A Period of
w» ;,‘.,. xmmm {_Proo
2UEY M""l&t‘lﬁm &t (Lalcu o
Belantific Book Agency, 1960)e

>
Frie-&:

Hasan, K. Sarwar, Palils
" Yorke xi'z oy

Hipgings, Rosalyn, Ihe Unitod Nations P coiceping, 1947.67,
Pocument mwm&? Londons Ox20rd N
VIAVerSAty rresg, 1902), "701! 1y

Higcook, ieherds, zouncil (Londons Longoons,

i Hationa, Report of a study Group
by the Indimm Coumeil of vorld Affairs
(Kew *ibrlc: "!azmat{zm Publishing Cb., 1557).



Jossup ?W&ps Par]
Al SLItuSIT,

; 3— S 3 & ’i“ 'J - s o E : i
82 1. med :;-zz,;a" -' g {Rew Melhl: Yeopd

cnm—_g0838 AN toyd L 5, Fehruars
'i ':ﬁ ALOnGon: iord Univernitn

i Rahaamzah,
'm’ Vikas, 19

x ggz'mﬁetam Princeton
954) &

Lel, B’land, 3 om Colleactive Seourity to PeatosKoeping g
:»m’m WJWLW ma'rxm; eg
gz yg&,:@d»' HOr a 1 LCUTT MINETVE

sm ation, 197 ‘,_’

fialik, D.W., Dewdlemmant of ﬁﬁ ﬁ #13* ent in Indiats
For o3 1‘ P Icy (Alla haltanya Puol ishing
ouse, 19677,

iiller, R .i:t. , Do



unidedeAzan Mohammed Ali J
- %_, I LY O

{7
&
=

V.fd_m&”z.amm r}?muy

,1»«.,, e




j08

Rosner, Gabriclla, Ihe

(How Yorks oO

Snith, Donald E,, Indi
Princoton

Smith. l’f@ﬁyp; &), any

Spear, meai.
' T oxford

~Era {(



2o (Delhis Pooplets

Tierney, Jeamnette c“ 3! ~
(cambriga F

Yegelson, ﬁ’-f‘am; and Galimw. !mtt»uy, A _Demperous
; ha Unites ons ag ¢ ﬁ“"""iﬂf

Abdullah, 'Mlﬁ; QK%%ZRW 3 Ten ‘Troyt e& Yeoargt,

!&lmnﬁrewiczg CoHey *The Kaghuir Dead-Lock®, Polit
Suerkardy, vol, 25, My-»segtenm 1550,

Birdwod, Lord, "Kasinipre
Yol. ﬁg my’ ’

. . **?m External Interests of Indls ond pekistont
=———hgien Roview, vo. & ARl 105

Brecher, Michacl, ashoir 1 A Caae_sm.“.y in m;ma
Nations Mediotion®, Pacific Affairp, wol. 26,
Septenber 1953, S

' Brmﬁm&m. &zgmary,;l:ndiaﬁs cmsiﬁm w $Eﬁm“
22200 0120 MR E S : SR A




110

Catlioy, ﬁ,z.ﬁ‘ "Indla end?akiataﬁ ’ ﬁelamns with the
e Bastr, Agl 24 8o - 50, to, 183,
July 1954, |

Chandiri, MeAs, "New Egypt and the vorld®, Pakistan
’ gﬁg;, Septanber 1956, '

Dag, T., *"I’hss Kaslmzx' Esmm arxﬁ the&imlﬂaﬂma“

Deshpande, Rl o1 Aijational Interest and szue'a galiey of

Non-Aligment®, 1
Science, vol, 25
Gupta, Sigir, Yigiem ag a Pacbca' in Pokintan's Foreign

Rélatﬁsna' Imi Lol y (Nw Belm},

, YIndowPolsiaton &ﬁ&,atians“ Inte
ﬂm’f bﬁlh’.); mlp 2, noa 1"29

”?antioal issues am Peuucal Fawes in
Afr OmA gl oy } Affaiyrs

Hagaan, K. ww, ﬂ:{asi‘mw Before the Seawity Councile,
rizon, 10 March 1957,

.& %i’ Slm&" 195 *

Kapur, Harish, "The Sovicet Union am Indm?akisimx
Relations®, In 1o (Bombay) ,
vols 8; S Amdy Ji



111

KW&’ J“"“‘ ”5“&3 Cm ilaﬁion&&@‘ﬁiﬂn", F ‘,,;_ s A (5 2% on
Report, vol, 5, nos 9, September 1956,

Levi, Yernee *’Kasmzz' and Indiats Foreimn Pazzmr“
Y Gurent History, vol. 34, no, 202, Jun 2 1088,

Mathur, BN,y “United Nations and i‘%ovld Peme s Indiatn
Contributionn, Indlan Journa hALACAL SRECnL
wole 19, no, 2, April. Clh ' '

Muls her Jes, P s:. "a.nd&a and the United Nations
ty_ v ,’ Rewiew, vol, 103, February ‘39%

tulk her 34 3 £ "Imm*s Role in Vorld Peace”, odem
’ ‘ * - val. W, Novenbesy 19% -

Bt £ 7 4l ;w;mtv); '?(ﬁ,. 2% m, ?’; ot -

Nikhomin, Vi, am s Role in vorld Atfait*sﬁ
; irs (Mosoow)y no. 1 January 19

Jenmary

Parameshwaran ﬁayar, ’i%ationa}.im as a Faa&ar i.n
Ir;dm s Ferazm ?ouey"g JLodian Yoorbook

L .‘3‘1 R ook XA

PQWf Pail F&%!D n iﬁﬁolagiea m Mm,s Fwa - o
ml a! N0y, i" o s P—— el ROVEE

Raaan, MuB.4 *Indie ond Polidston as factors in each
%W‘ 2 F‘are:.{gx Pal_icy(am Relatinns**%

Selksena, K,Pe, “India and mglmcy in the united ﬁat&onaa
in Bimal Prosad, ed,, 1at 5
(New Delhiy Vikas, 1\7‘ P s QAR



112

u&&ﬁﬁﬂﬂ; K.P. ; ﬁ?zgmsczte in Rashotr 3 Indlan Comnitments®,

nily VOl, 9y March 1956,

Shridharani, Kfismalal "The Philogophical Basiy of
Inﬁia*s Famim Policy", ia
vol, 4y 1o, 2, AprileJuns o080,

uelner, Mywon, "Political Systems of Inata am %?akismzz*
in Almond end Coléman, als., :
clopine Areas (Frinceton: B 1

'% (mﬂraa)

mg (mmmj ‘




	TH13870001
	TH13870002
	TH13870003
	TH13870004
	TH13870005
	TH13870006
	TH13870007
	TH13870008
	TH13870009
	TH13870010
	TH13870011
	TH13870012
	TH13870013
	TH13870014
	TH13870015
	TH13870016
	TH13870017
	TH13870018
	TH13870019
	TH13870020
	TH13870021
	TH13870022
	TH13870023
	TH13870024
	TH13870025
	TH13870026
	TH13870027
	TH13870028
	TH13870029
	TH13870030
	TH13870031
	TH13870032
	TH13870033
	TH13870034
	TH13870035
	TH13870036
	TH13870037
	TH13870038
	TH13870039
	TH13870040
	TH13870041
	TH13870042
	TH13870043
	TH13870044
	TH13870045
	TH13870046
	TH13870047
	TH13870048
	TH13870049
	TH13870050
	TH13870051
	TH13870052
	TH13870053
	TH13870054
	TH13870055
	TH13870056
	TH13870057
	TH13870058
	TH13870059
	TH13870060
	TH13870061
	TH13870062
	TH13870063
	TH13870064
	TH13870065
	TH13870066
	TH13870067
	TH13870068
	TH13870069
	TH13870070
	TH13870071
	TH13870072
	TH13870073
	TH13870074
	TH13870075
	TH13870076
	TH13870077
	TH13870078
	TH13870079
	TH13870080
	TH13870081
	TH13870082
	TH13870083
	TH13870084
	TH13870085
	TH13870086
	TH13870087
	TH13870088
	TH13870089
	TH13870090
	TH13870091
	TH13870092
	TH13870093
	TH13870094
	TH13870095
	TH13870096
	TH13870097
	TH13870098
	TH13870099
	TH13870100
	TH13870101
	TH13870102
	TH13870103
	TH13870104
	TH13870105
	TH13870106
	TH13870107
	TH13870108
	TH13870109
	TH13870110
	TH13870111
	TH13870112
	TH13870113
	TH13870114
	TH13870115
	TH13870116
	TH13870117

