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PREFACE

48 the title of this dissertation suggests it deals
with West Aelan Crisis as 1t developed last year with apeeial
reference to the menner in which Indias rescted to the Crisis.
It 18 mot s full longth study of the Orieis as such but an
attempt to high-light the main points,

0f Ipndia's policy towards the countriee in the region
of Vest #sia and their conflicte since the Stéte ot‘Iarael
‘came into being in 1948. The study alsc tskes into account
the reaétians of some major powers of the world.

1 em thenkful to Drﬂ;?i?l;zﬂggﬂa Professor and Head
of the Depertment of Politieal Scienee.wnhiversity of Rejasthen
Jdeipur, for having permitted me to offer dissertation on the
topic "India and Vest Asian Crisis (1967)".

I sm more concious of my limitations that whatever
little I have deen shle to accomplish. I.wculd therefore
seek the indulgence of the readers for eréore of omission aﬁd
commission.and also for weakness of treatment and enslysis

of problem.
~-1 am deeply indebted to Dr. K.P. Misra my guide ond

supervisor, who kindly sgreed to euperviae my work. He
suggested me the topic and scheme of the dissertation,
guided me all through. His academic objectivity, self

effacing ond solicitious care, his enodling words of cheer



inspired me and made me work harder. I sm however personally
responsible for all the shortcomings of the venture.

I also acknowledge my gratitude to Shri B.R. Kudiwsl who
has taken 5ll interest end paine in typing my dissertation
so well, |

"I would like to0 say that the dissertation has all the
limitations of a pioneering academic venture and would entroat
the readers to take kindly to it.

- iy o

Chita. Tikkw.



CHAPTER ONE

Indie occoupied for more than a century bdefore
independence a pivital position in the imperisl system thet
wae cerved out by the Furopeen powers in Asis. Having
soquired firm control over Indis, the British were induced
to safe~guard the prime position by creeting s chain of
protective out porte in the west asian region. In the process
Afghenistan and Irsn were turned into buffers between India
and Russis and the rest of the area was trenefermed into en
"insulating layar"1 guerding the western land and ses
approasches to India. Beginning with the occupation of Aden in
1839 the British search for the security of their position
in India ended up in the acouisition of Lesgue of Nations
mandates of Iraq and Pelestine in the wake of the I World
War., In between Britain occupied Egypt and eetablished o
series of protectorates along the coast of the Persisn Gulf.

If the subjugation of Indian spelled political disaster
for the peoples of West Asis it was salso from Indis that the
most emphatic and the well organized protest sgainst
European dominance of Asia first erose. It become the
fore-runner of similar movements in Vest sale. The intesi-

fication of the freedom struggles in India and Vest Asie

1. International §tudies - July-Oet. 1966, p, 112
(Sapru House New Deihi) Editor M.,S.Resjan.



during the interwsr years created s éeep asense of fellowship
and unity of purpose among the peoples of the two aress. They
realiaed.that their destniee were linked together by faets of
geography, culture snd past history no less than by the grim
reslitien of contemporary international politice. While s
struggle in Indis sympathised with the sspirations of the
west Asisn people,the latter reslised that there own amanoipa-
tion was tied up with the out come of the Indien struggle.

It wan agoainst this backﬁrép that many of the weat Asian
netions, in partiocular the Arabs, viewed with snxiety and
dismay the Indian~Muslim Teaugue demend for the partition of
India, this was preeisely the mcod of the Egyptions, when
Mohamed Ali Jinnsh made a brief halt in Caire in 1946 on his
return from lLondon. The Egyption believed that the seperatist
demand was delsying the prospect of Britich withdrewl from Indis
and eventuelly from the Arsd lands, |

The Arab world expsrienced a cherp clash between
territoriasl and pan-Arad loyalties but Islam as the basis of
regionel or international polities ellisnce had olearly
receded into the back ground.

The Egyption position was sumerised by Azzam pasha the
firat Seoretary of Arab lesugue "We are Egyptions first, Arasd
second and Muslim third®, It ie pignificant that the leaugue
was Arab not the Muslim. Areb world wes fierocely opposed to
also British interest in West Asia. Hence in the confliot
between the Arsb nationsl aspirstions and British 1ntareaté.
the Arsbe found that Pakistan not with ataﬁding ite professed

champienship of Miuslim causes every where was in fact in the



enemy camp. But what created a flare up in e elrezdy tense
Argd world was the manoeuvring of Iraq into the militery
grouping. The autocratic regime of ﬁﬁri Pasha as said led

Iraq into what came %0 be known ee the Bagdad Pact in the
teeth of ntiff oppositicn at home and nelighbouring Arad
States. The Arsb nétionalist opinion led by Egyﬁt's Gamel~Al-
Nasser fiercely ms opposed the pasot which came to be regarded
as a serious set back to the Aradb struggle for independence,
India too protested againnt the gllignce on the ground that it
inducted the cold war into the Iﬁ&o-?akiatan aub-continent.
This brought the Arad world and‘Xhaia politically closer %o
each other. On the other hend FPgkistan's energetic role in
the forging of the alliance exacerbated its conflict with Arsd
nationalism. Nasser deseribza the pact as the "Conspirsey
agaigst the Arabs?! Even the conservative Saudi Arsbis spoke
of thep pact as a "stad in the heart of the Arab and Muslim
States",

The Suez orisis drought into sharp focus the marked
differences between the attitudes of India and Pakistan to the
vital question of the Arab peoples to determine their own
destiny. India took the stand that the Egyptien governmenth
Qeciaion to nationalize cansl. Company without prejndice to
the legitimste claims of its share holders was perfeotly legsl
and warned U.K. and France in no ambigious terms that "threats
to esettle this dispute or to enforce their views in this
matter by display or use of force werc wrong and did not
belong to thie age"., Prime Minister Nehru glso condemned
the ermed action againet Egypt as nothing short of "ngked
aggression”, VWhat Pskistan loat in term of reputation in



West Asia as a result of ite undisguised obsegnionsios to
western interests it tried to restore, by lending unquelified
support to Aresb against Israel. It also tried to run down
India in the eyes of Arabs by pleying up Indis's recognision
of Iersel. But India's position is well known., As a member
of Palestine Commission Indis persistently opposed the
proposal to partition Palestine, And when thanks to the
manoeviers of bdig powers psrtitiaﬁ was eventually effected,
India affered all support to the lawful righ¥s of Palestine,
India further backed the just claims of the Arabs in the
dispute over 4{he waters of Jordan which Israsel intends to
direct unilaterally for ites own exelusive benefit. Beside
the overriding consideration of strengthening ite power
position and winning e2llies. Pakistan's west Asisn policy
hag been conditioned by the urge to gain aupport‘for i%s
claim to Kashmir. Affinity of religion indeed templed
Pakistan to regerd West Aola as an area of great promise for

convasing moral and materisl sympathy for itself in the issue.

But admitted Pokiston persistence, well organised and single
minded 1ﬁ regard havenaf gone wholly mm unregorded but it
owed not so much to religious ties. Vhen Kgshmir issue was
reffered to the U.N. most West Asian States took the view

that 1t was a quarrel between the two successor States of the
British Rej in India, and should be resolved peacefully by
they parties concerned. In the region of West Asla relations
between India and Afghanisten continued to de friendly and
cordial, during the Indo-Pak coitflict. Afghanisten maintained
an attitude of friendly nutrality. The Afghan foreign office



categorically assured the In&iaﬁ ambassador that tho?ﬁkiatan
foreign Minieter's reforence in the U.N. Genersl Assembly
debate to smaurance of support given by the king of Afghanisten
to President Ayudb Khan were without foundation., Otherwise
also Indo Afghan relations developed satisfaotorgly. The
Prime Minister of Afganistan Nohamad Yusef paid a State
viedt to India. Instruments of ratification of Indo-Afghan
cultursl asgreement were exchenged 1a‘Hdw_Delhi? As in the
pest India participated inm the Afghen independence celebrations
in August 1965.
fwkin Iran‘'s partison attitude during the Inaa-?ui

conflict affected the satisfactory development of Indoéﬁ:an!an
relatione subssquently, theme werse indGications that Iran
differances, including the question of Kashmir, could best be
resolved 1f the two countries were left to themselves. In
consonsnce with the traditional friendly relationa bhetwoen

India and the Arad world the leaugue of the Arab States ﬁéa
| permitted to open en independent office in New Delhi in July

1965, At th& time of Indo-Pak confliot Jordsn took a completly
;EEEEEEEE_EEEEEEgpg mhia wee however counter balanced by tha;.
sympathy and understsnding of other friendly Arab countries
apecially the U.A.R. The official publication of the U,A.R,
embassy in New Delhi. The U.A.R. News cémmeatiag on the
meeting between President Radhekrishnsn and President Nasser

of U.A.R.'s ntand on Kachmir and other issues and assured the

Indian President that the U.A.R. held fast to these views and

2, India 1966, 'India & Vest Asia’, p. 490 (Pudi~ by the
Director, Publication Division, Ministry of Information 2
Broadeanting, Covernment of Indias, Delhi 6, printed Government
of India Press, PFaridabed).



there was no change in them. President Nasser expressed full
support for India's case and cause >

An Indian parliamentary good will delegation visited
countries in weet Asie and north Africe including ¥orocow
Tunieia Algeris Iebanon Jorden Kuwalt Ireg and Iran.

The Tashkent declaration was hailed by the countries
of the region as a steps toward peace zné normaligation of

—

relations between Indis and Pekistan. The west hee, throughout

(\;EE“EEIE"Ghr regarded [iddle~-East as an important ares with
a power Vaeun&4;§h§g§§°§§§e§fa§3§n§3§“§§ if the removal of the
influence of same great powers.must necessarily be filled in |
by some other powers. It i an extrsordinary appraissl of the
gituation which does not recognise the effeot of Arad nationalism
whioh become such a dominent force. We are convinced that any
effective soiﬁtian of the prodlems of wes’ Asia must be bosed
on the recognition of the dominent urge and force of Arad
nationaliem. Any setilement must have the goodwill and
co-operation of the Arab nationas, )

-vwhe need of the European eauntﬁiea £6§ oil is patent,
bﬁt there should be no diffioculty inm arriving at a friendl
arrengement which ensures the supply of oil., However the

“presence of foroign forces of any kind 1in this ares will be
a congtant irritent leading to troudle. DPeace in thie ares
will come only if the area ie removcd'trom the orhit of oold
war. Every one of the Arad coﬁntrias has tremendous problems
of deVelopmenf t0 face. If the threat of wer is removed fronm
them, they will spply themselves to these problems and beconms

a source of strength to the forces of pesce.

e Inﬁia 1 66 - Pe 491,
4. Jewaharlel Nehru ~ "Rise of Arsb nationalism" Indis's
Foreian Poliev. »p. 283.
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ﬁhan én July 26, 1956 President Nasser announced in a
speech at Alexandria that the nationglisation of the Sues
Canal company had been effected in this ecrisis the government
of India had to take a decision in the situation as 1% ”
confronted them., India was not then a disinterested party.

She was the prinoipal user of the water way and the economic

T ———

life and development of her was affected by the dispute.

'India seid that she is peseionstely interested in averting
confliet. She is in friendly relations with Egypt end »
aseociated with her in the scoeptance of the Bsndung declara~
tion and the five principlaa? India has also good relations
with the principle western countries involved. They are held
in great esteem by us. So at that time elso India's government
¢leared her pbnitiona and worked for restoring a ebiding pesce
in went Asia. .
Another important problem of west Asia which eould not
be ignored is *&hol continuing element of denger in the relation
between the Arab countries and Isrzel.®ver since larsel oame
into existence it has been o source of constant irritation to
the Areb cauatrica.' The Arab ocountries have looked upon Israel
as an out post from which their freedom might at any time de
threatened.lorael on the other hand fears the Arsb countries
which surround it. There con de no real pesce in the area
till this 44fféult problem is setiled in a satisfactory way.
Natnrally a settlement csn be reached only with the goodwill
of the countries of this area. The war 1s no settlement it ocan

\
bhoconme a major war.

5. Jawgharlal Nehru - Indis's Foreign Poliecy , p. 531.




INDIA'S ATTITUDE TOWARDS ISRAEL

Israsel is a republic of south west Asia procleimed on
May 1948 bounded by north Labenon Esst by Syrias and Jorden south
west by meditarrénian: The territory includes sll the erea of
formerly mandsted Palestine, _

In 1950 the U.S., UK. and Prance issued s tripariite
| decleration that they would maintain o balance of arme beiween
Iorael and Arad States and would oheck any sgression where by
either side attempted to change the frontiers fixed by armistice
agreement. In 1952 the relation deteriorated. In 1955 the supply
by the UaB,s.R. of alr oreft and heavy ermsment to Egypt
increased tension and the efforts of the secretery general of
theU.N. in 1950 to obtein en unconditiohal cease-fire had only
a brief succese. In 5 days Iaraliag conquered Gaze, Rajan,
Al-Arish end post of penisula east of Suez., To what thw extent
Israel was acting in colleboration with U.K. aud Frence in this
action has not beon.eatahliehéé,'altnough it apresrs that ot
least with the French government there wae some understending.
Ag far as Iorael was aoncerned, the objJective of the Sinis
Penisula gpart from destruction of hostile basis were to open
ses cumminications via the Gulf of Agaba and $o0 put pressure
on EBgypt, to negafiate peace. After U.N. pressure the Israell
forces from Egyptien territory was completed. in March 1957.
Por two years they were quidét in 1957 the tension agein
inoreased because of the seizure by Egypt of vessels in Sueg
6,

Canal carrying Cerge to and from Isrsel,” There were also

6. Encyolopedin of Social Soiengces - p. 209.



violent inoidents along the northern bosrders. The blocade
of the Canal against Israel shipping was persisted. v@hn U.N,
continued to watch 1ts boarders by the early 19608 a remarkable
feature of foreign relations was the development of economic
and cultursl Iiﬁku-betweoa Israel and the new States of Africa
and the rar Eaat, with mutual agreements for technicel help. |
"India'a slightly belated recognition and non establish-
ment of deplomatic relations with Israel has been a sabaaet of
eriticiem. Uninformed quarters have ettributed India‘'e
attitude to her opposition to the partition of Paleatine.
Some eritios h9ff_f—Hffff%fﬁ,§g9§~3§33~§9§§5i§_P“11°’ is

somewhat eimilar to that of Areb countries. But it is not the
has been and remains to-day haskicelly aifferent from that of
the Arebs. Soon after the insuguration of the State of Israel
on May 14, 1948 a communicetion was sddressed by her provieionsl
government to foreign.governmenié hoping that they will
racégaiaa and would weloome Isreel into the community of nation.
The resction of most of the countries including India except

for e few muslime countries was almost 1dentica1!7 | .

It was the bare fact that the State of Isrcel has come
into being. And the fact have to be recognised without
hesitation, it was snother thing thether it could be considered
‘a.proper solution of the problem of Palestine. Keeping in view
this fgot many countries accordingly announced their

recognition,

7. K.P.Miora (Reader in International law University of

Rajasthan) India‘'s Poli £ Recognition of States and
governments, p. 51=52 ‘
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Some of them gave the recognition immedistely - as U.S.A.
who recoghised it the aeme day. The recognition was defacto,
which wae made de-jure afterwards on Jsnuary 1949. This was
considered as a traditionsl recognition policy of U.5.A: which
wes once more followed in the seme manner.

United Kingdom gave ite recognition on Januery 29, 1949
though #he conaidered that Israel 4id not conform the basic
oriteria.

Soviet Union on May 17, 1948 officially recognised
the State of Israel without muddling in the question of
defacto or de-jure recognition.

Iike most o%her governments the govermment of India .
wee also asked to give her recognition by the State of Israel.
But for a long time government of India was not adble to give
the recognition. It was delayed for a long time. Deley was
due to certain national end internationel feotors. The
government of India was r» more conoious about these factors
though thw %he problem of Israel to some of Indianes 414 not
involve any complication. |

| The main factors were (1) that the Muslime constituted
the main minority oommunity in Indie which were holding officiel
politiocnal positions and thue were very influential. An
exsmple of how India's muelime felt about the recognition of

Isrsel has been = cited very nicely in the book -~ by K.P. .
Eiara? |

1]

It was 4n the form of a question by a Muslim lady
member of the Indisn leglslsture. She asked - "W1ll the

8. K.P.Misra ~ 'India's Policy of raooggitionvqg,Stgtga and
. overnme tﬂ, Po 455,
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Honourable Prime Minister keep in mind the fact, there are a
large number of people living in the Indisn dominion"es 1t
was then" whose wishes snd sentimente in this regard ahou&d be
kept in view regsrding the réoognition‘of atate of Isrsel. And
they are definitely opposed to it." Prime Minister Nehru's
reply to it was: "Of course the government hgve %o keep in ﬁina
all the faetors governing a partioulasr sitnatiou.g Although
it is olear thaet this reply wase little cvaeiva and wae |
certainly tactful reply also. This uxg{inﬂieatea and
oleborated that this fector exercised some influence on the
8overnment of India. |

Whatever may be the resl situation and faots ebout 1%
can be interpreted that Government of India wag thinking to
adopt such a policy so that 1t may not be 1naﬁring the
seatimcnta of Muelim minority in the country.

Ano%her factor of delaying recognition which>wuaa aleo
equalgy importsnt im this context wase the attitude of Arabe
towerde the Stete of Isreel. Indie was very friendly with
Arabs and Euwx so their uncompromising attitude ?zeeaoﬂ'lndia
to withhold recognition. In thie somewhat grave situation
India was trying to oreate an atmosphere im whioh ites reocogni-
tion would not be trested ap an unfriendly act towards Arsd
States. Though this argument pleased less people they regarded
it not a just aoct on the part of Indis.

"Here an important faot cen not be ignored. It is that
et the first after the emergence of Iarsel as a State - Govern-

ment of India was not clear, but as time passed end the State

A .
%9. K.P.Miora ~ Ipdia's poliey of rec
governnenta - p. 58,

1ition of states
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functioned normelly India then hod and was olear in her
views. o |

So after the time the Government acknowlefiged that the
State of Israel wae functioning normally sa'it‘nas ratursl
to reéagniae her., Indisn Government slso believed that their
felay would help their represeniatives in hrinéiug sbout a
settlenment to the setisfaction.of the both parties.

The decision of the Government to recognise the State
was weloomed by the pesople of India.

Here one point is of an equel importance related to the
recognition. Government of Indis ooneidered enéd also explained
on verious oocassions that she is not concerned with any legel
policy of recognition es defecto or dejure. But by recognising
JTorael though not estadlishing sny diplomatic ties with her,
the Govemnment of India hag proved weighty reasons for thinking
that it she diatinguishes between "recognition as a logal'act
and the estshlishment of 4iplomatic relaiions as ﬁnrely
political aot.'® |

RERES




CHAPTER ‘WO

THE INITIAL PHASE OF THE CONPLICT

INDIA and the U.N. Emergency force.

In 1917 ¢to gein support for the war effort from Zionist
faction in England the Hritish government had issued the Balfour
Declaration favouring the eotsblishment in Pslestine of a
national home for Jewish people. By 1922 the Isaugue of
ﬂations finslly approved the British mandate for Trensjordan
snd Pealestine which incorporsted fhé tenets of the Balfour
declaration for the establishment of a Jewish nationsl home
in Palestine. |

‘In 1929, however, the first major Arad protest to the
rising Jewish immigration took place in the wailing wall riots.
After the initial inquiry U.K. limited immigration Gespite
Jewich proteate.-

In 1937 the Peel éommisaion recommended for the first
time o2 scheme of partitioning the srea into three units (1) a
Jewieh State of ome third the sres, (2) A British mendated
territory of Jaffa au& Jbiaaaiem with the connecting railway
etrip between them, (3) An Arsb State to be joined %o
Transjordan. The report was accepted with conditions by the
world Jewish Congrees and by the leaugue of Nationse, but a
Ebn-Aréb Congress of some 400 non-official representatives
from the Arab world voted againet 1it.

Two months later %he.ariﬁiah plan was published (1) an
independent state of Palestine wass to be set up in ten years
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(2) Arebs end Jews were to share with government as to
safeguard .thcir respective rights (3) During the transition
both groups would administer the ares with Pritish end in

5 years a constitutional assembly would be called (4)
Immigration would end after 5 years at whioch time Jewish
population would equalise one third of thae total,

Although both sides continued to denounce the plan the
outbreak of II war immediately brought the Zoiniset orgaixization
into solid line with United Kingdom. In 1945 Precident Trumen
requeasted special immigration be granted to absord the one
millian displeced Jews in Europe. By 1945 both groups in
Palestine maintained mili‘cary orgenizations built up during
the war efforts and as the yesr continued they beocsme more

active., But the uneasy truce persisted.

‘The U.N. approves.

Great Britain referred the issue to the U.N. By the
end of 1947 Genersl Assembly had accéptedv#he majority report
of the U.N. special commission on Palestine favouring partition
with economic union. The Areb members however rejected it.
A Provisional Jewish Government headed by Ben eurﬁ_,on and Chain
Veizmenn was set up immediately on May 14 end within two days
1% was recognised by United States ond Soviet Union., Var
broke out between Isreel and the Arsb Iesgue and 4t was not
brought to a truce by the U.N. until July 1949. The frictione
continued. |

Since 1949 thou had bheen tenegion between Iersel and Arab

countries the major confliocts broke out in 1956 and on June 1967
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on massive éeale. In 1956 U.A.R. ?reaident nationelized Sues
Canal but Israel was given the right of shipping in the ﬁulr.
of Aqaba. In 1967 the immediate cause of conflict was Gulf

of Aqaba. _

| President Nesser deolsred in May 1967 that 1% was his
sovereign right to decide who would and whexwauld‘not use 1%
for shipping. , _

On the other hand the gulf had since 1956 been used by
the Isrselis as a legitimate weterway for their ehipping iv‘ithout
Aaﬁy chﬁllange or queation. President Kasaaf asked the United
Nations Seoretary General to withdraw U.N.E.F, from the Gaza
atrip end the forces were withdrawn. Iater on U.5.R. blookaded
the Gulf. All these circumstances were responsible for the
conflict between Israel on the one hend and Arsd countries on
the other.
For more than 10 yeare the U.N.E.F. had been deployed in

Gaza end Binai gseparating the armies‘ef Igrael snd the U.A.R.
On 16 May Genersl Fawzy the U.A.R, Chief of staff requested
General Rikige the Commender of U.N.E.P, tOfwifhdraw the

troops from tha1r boarder absorvzfion posts in Sinei,so as to
énaure their uafﬁy. In view of preparaties being undeitakcn

for possible war with Isrsel. Generzsl Rikhye r&bli.ed that he
had no suthority to redevelop his ¢roops except on orders from
the Secretary Genersl and immediately requested instructions
from New York. Tha_Secretary Genersl sought clarifieation

from Cairo specifically as to whether of not the government
wanted complete withdrewl from Gaga and Sinai. He said he would
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comply immediétely'with a request for complete withdrawl but
wouldnot allow U.N.E.F. to be placed in theposition of having
to stond aside in order to enable the; two aides te'rosuma
fighting,

The following day U.A.R. troops began to occupy areas
around U.N.E.F. positione in Sinai ond Genersl Rikhye was
requested by General Fewzy to withdraw sll of the Yugoslav
unite from Sinal within 24 hours except for the detachment
at Sharm-El-Sheikh which would be allowed 48 hours. The same
after-noon the Secretery General mets informally with represen-
tatives of the member states supplying tropps for Q.N.E‘F;
Two members urged that the sssembly be asked to consider the
pituetion and that the Secretary Genersl éppealed to U.A.R.
not to demand withdrawl of the forece. Two other representa-
tives emphesiged that the force would have to be withdrawn
on request regardless of the assemblies view, and indicated
that they will put out their troops if this was not done. .

Secretary General informed Cairo that 41f the U.A.R.
nevertheless decided to deplay ite foroes infront of the
U.N.E.F. observations poste he would have "no cholce but to
order the withdrawl of U.N.E.P. from Geze snd Sinai as
expeditiously as poeasible. On 18th Mgy the Seoretary Genersl
received a formal request from Cairo to withiraw the entire
force. Accordingly the Seoretery Genersl gave orders for
withdrawl of the force.

~ Criticisms of Secoretary General's prompt action were
heard from various quarters. Some meintained that greater

delay might heve contributed to a reduction of tenaion, in
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the area. Othere argued thet in any case, the assembly
should haeve beon consulted before such an importent decision
was teken. The Secretary General ergued that eny place
keeping operations were dependent both in law and in faot.

On the consent of the host state whose soverignty over its
own teiriiory.aéuid not be chgllenged. FHe emphasiged the
distinctions between e peace keeping operation end an.
enforcement action under Chapter VII of the Gharter; He also
pointed ocut that he was only obliged to consult the assembly
1% requested to do eo by advisory committee which had declined
{40 nake aﬁch e request. No special emergency memsion could
have been called gince the issue "was not then before the
security coulisdil and therefore the condition of lack of
ninority did not mr exist®,

Indda's Government decision and attitude towarde the
withdérawl was somewhat on the favour of the Seeretaéy Genersl
action., It woe said that having refused to allow the station-
ing of a U.N. force on her soil and having later enjoyed the
full benefite of ite presence on Egyptien territory for more
| than 10 years. Israsl has now proceeded to defame the U.N.
an& to criticise Secretary General Uthent on the ground that
he d4d not first consulted Iarsel.

The acquiescence in the request of the U.A.R. for the
withdrawl of the force after ten and s helf yesrs on U.A.R,
801l was likewise = reeagnitibn of the sovereign suthority of
the U,A.R, The Secretary Genersl reeoguiueﬂ that any U.N,

force could remain on the territory of o member state as long ae
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this coneent continued with which Indis is completely in
agreement both on legel and precticel groudds.

Thus the Government of Indie was reluctant towesrde
Israel and supported the Seoretary U.Thant decision to withdrsw
the U.N. force from West Asia. But some other members stétaa
were very mueh‘oppeaed to the decision.

On June 3 Thant defondedt his decision to withdraw the
U.N. force. Speaking at a meeting of the U.N.‘auaociation of
Canada where the sudience included some of his principsl
| Canédien oritics, U.Thent esid that the force had gone %o
. Egypt as a voluntary cﬁ%retionn. Any suggestion that it should
cease to be ao eouié be fatal to the whole idea of U.N. peace
hneping.’

Ironicelly the extreme seriousness of the situation we
are now fecing in west asla ie » ﬁaasure of the UN.E.F.
success. He sald, "But we must face the faot that the worls
is not yet altogether ready for such esophisticated and
reasonable concepte and methods.z ,

He west on, "In the world debate on the withdrawl of
U.N.E.F. there ia a agrecment on one thing that the U.N. force
d4d an essential jebvfor‘more than ten yeors snd did it
extroordinarily well, I cannot therefore shere the view of
those who procleim thet the present crisis dea»eratély aerioua
'though it 18, 1s a great defeat for the concept fwx of pesce
keeping. On the contrary, we now see all too cleerly the true

1. Indian Express 'U.N.E.F, a voluntaery operation' June 5 (1967)
page 8. v
2. Indipn Express - June 4 (1967), pege 6.
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value and importance of the idea. _

But we also have had @ grim reminder of the difficulties
8t1l1l to be overcome and of the essential limitatione of the
U.R, in a'world still dominated by rigid concepts of national
sovereignty by power politics and by acute nationalistic
feelings. These are the basic prodlems we have to face. Ve
ignore them at our peril, he #aid. |

| Addressing a prese conference in Vashington after five
hours of telke with Mr. Johnson, British Premier Mr. Wilson
said the U,.S5. and Britein werec secking e "peaceful solution
through actione in the U.N. security council and through
ipsusnce of declarstion affirming free passage through the
Gulf of Aqaba.

When he seid the declarafioa would make no threat he
waa poked if 1% weuid have gny use unless backed Sy force.
It might not be of much use he conceded.

They ehould heve to coneider other things,but they should
not prese that aprroach too much - unless we ceme Yo 1t. Mr.
¥ilson said ~ "had the declaration would not had included any
special arrsngement on Isrsel as a concession to President
Nagser," - "It would be a genersl assertion of the right of free
pegaagé“e But he gaid there would have to be negotiation after
the declarstion was isened. Asked gbout the reinstatement of
a U.N. presence in the ares, Mr. Wilson said 1% wae aomgthlng
to which the British government attached great importsnce as
pert of a long term solution. The decision to withdrsw the
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UJN.E.F, he said was regrettable and PBritain would like to

see same form of U.,N. presence restored, "But it 1s fair

I think, that itehould be stationed on the Isreeli as well _

as the Areb side of the frontiers"in questions he answered.
Thus the Seoretary General defended his potion end

‘explained that his sotions were in sccordsnce to reeson

and also were logical on his eide to perform these aotions,

L L2 L
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On June 5, 1967 India planned to ask seocurity council to
iv give a call for a ceasefire in west Asie éné to demand the

withdrawl of 11 foroes to positions held by them on 4 June,
The Soviet Union gnd Afro-Asian countries were reﬁorted %o be
backing the Indian draft for o ceasefire and withdrowl of |
forces, Describing war se a clemity for Iergel the U,A.R. Qna
the whole world Mr. Chegla said, "India as s pesce loving country
would do its best to restore pesce in the area’ later in the
evening Mr. Chegla told an emergency meeting of the congrese
parliagmentary party executive thet the eituation in wegt Aein
wa8 very aerious Ppace in the region was a peramount necessity
and India would use ite influence for the cessation of
hostilities.? |

During informal oconsultations Indie put forth a draft
which would have the council ssy.

"The seourity couneil, _

"Having received grave news of widespread armed olashes
between Ared states and Israel

"Having heard o statement of the Secretary Genersl on
the developmente in the area

1. Patriot, (New Delhi), June 6, 1967, p. 1. =

2. Patriot, June 6 (1967), p. 1.
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"Determines that there has been a breach of pcaoé in
Weot Asia

"C4llas upon all the Governwents ooncerned to take gll
the steps necessary to effect & cease fire forthwith and
withdraﬁ their armed forces immediately to posts they
occupied on 4 June when hostilities began

"Requests the Secretary Genersl informed of
tmplementafione".s

The big four powers were also reported ready to support
the security council resolution calling for on immediste
ceasefire in West Aéias President Johnaon condemned the war
ag "needless and daatructive"‘ end gave first priority to
trylng to end it through the seocurity council,

On 18th June 6hagl# left for the United Nations.
Talking of the immediate odbjective at the U.N. assemdly
meeting on VWest Ania was sald be to mobilise opinion for
withdrawl of Israeli forces to 4 June poeitions without
prejudice. It was felt that the efforts may not be to push
them back it would not meet fully thé Arabh demand, but 1¢
can be fadk first steep and oan oreste conditions for
further talks. Mr. Chagla before leaving said that Indie
wae interested in heving pesce in West Asis "It must be
peace bewedw on jJjustioce.” Only a just pesce osn be enduring.
¥Mr. Chagla said that his efforts at the U.N. would de

e Pg*riﬁ! - June 6 (1967)’ P Te
4. Patriot -~ June 18, 1967 , p. 1.
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"to help bring about a fair and just soluticn of the problem
of mWest Aaia”; |

Prime Miniéter Indirsa Gandht commenting on the aeenrity
council eall for a ceasefire in West Asia expressed the hope
that the question of withdrawl of tropps to the positions
they held on 4 June would be pursued vigareualy.s 'Iq a
etatemeht in Rejya 3§bha. she welcomed the mecurity council
resolution and added it ﬁight prove to be the firest step
towerds restorgtion of pesce.

Prime Minister Indirs Gendhi said that the U.A.R, had
been wringea.s If Iorael wanted to live in peacge 1t must
keep pace with its neighbours, G5She #2914 "people say the
U.A.R, never helped us when China gnd Pakistan attacked us.
It iom not correct to ssy that U.A.R. has not helped Indis.
It was President Nasser who prevented many countriees from
going againet India? Mrs. Gendhl said "the Western powers
do not aprreciate our view pvint. It is only those with identical
views and common problems that will understand each other.n7
Later talking she demoribed Nasser "a foroe for progress she
8aid! President Nasser stood for certain idecs and she had
elwaye lent hé® weight to them.

She held that "Israel was responsible for escalating
the situation in West Aele into en armed conflict which has

5. Patriot - June 8 (1967), p. 1.
6. Patriot - June 12 (1967), p. 1.
7. Patriot - June 12 {1967), p. 1.



now acquired the proportions of full scale wﬁr.e If not
stopped 1s likely to expend into s much wider one drawing
into 1ts vortex other countries and developing perhaps into
a world war, World peace is in grave peril," said Mrs.
Gendhi, Mre, Gendhi %0ld in the Iok Sagbha thaet Iersel haed
escalated ....... Her choice of words she pointed out was
due to the desire not to be harsh but there are occassions
when its best to ¢all a spade a spade. If one édoa'not do.
80 the impression that firmmess of opinion 1s lacking may
be created. |

Mr. Chegla took the same positicn in the U,N. Genersl
Assembly., He deolared that, "the first thing to be insisted
upon and 1mplémented. hae to be withdrewls totsl and
unqualified, immediate end dnconditional withdrawls of all
lorseli forces from all Arad territory. He sald "If we |
acquivese today in the proposition that e victor cen defy the
U.N. then we might as well tear up the charter and admit to
oureeivas that peace is anly a dream and the reality is that
might ie right”.g Gonoentrating on legel prinoiples behind
the West Asion war Mr. Chegla quoted the Ameéieaa Secretery
of States letter of Jan. 1963 noting that the exacte status
of the Gulf of Aqaba~wab ptill a-mattet'opeh to controveray.
Noting that o ceasefire was now in force due to0 the efforte |
of the security council, Mr. Chagla said, that the return to
the peece should be such se to guar@atee that there would be

8. Patriot, June 6 (1967), p. 1.
9. Patriot, Jume 23, (1967), p. 1-5
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no recurrence of a war agein. Indle was committed to the
prinoiple of settlement of International dieputes through
peasceful mesna, the right of all nations to live ktwxfrwsts
in the freedom and enjoy the fruits of freedom. "Where peace
16 threatened or aggression i committed we £ind 1% impossibls
%o remein silent or passibds Ve have therefore voiced our sincere
and whole hearted gjmpethy for all and the solidarity with the
Areb peoples, in their hour of trisl end tridulstions.'C
Despite reporte from New York of the U.N. Genersl
Aaeembly‘hafing e decd lock on the VWest Asia issue and
despite latin Americen insistence that the Arabds ghcula firpt
egree to end the "State of beolligerency in the region, New
Delhl at that time was hopeful that Genersl Assembly would
sgree to give a call for withdrewl of Israeli forces from
the Arad territory,11 I$ 18 recelled that equally sharp
differences gxisted in the security council, an Indien move
condenmning ceasefire violstions, New Delhi regarded it
unjustified the insistsnoe by the Latin Ameriocan backed by
the U.5.A. on "ending belligerency"” as a condition for Isrselt
withdrawls, ?hé purposecen be served by non aligned
suggentions calling for a ban on the use of force and
threets of use of force. It had the sdditionsl advantage
being acceptable to both Arabs and Soviet Block. Where the

question of recognition of Iarsel is concerned it is an

10, Pagtriot ~ June 23 (1967), p. 5.
11. Patriot ~ July 15 (1967), p. 1.
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emotional issue with the Arabs. It ia reeailee thet none of
the Araed leeders who signed 1949 cegmefire ggreements are in
power now.

The U.N. assembly plunged into a phase of intense
deplomatice negotictione and convassing. While speeches
continued on West Asien dahéte.12 Aotivity was centred on x
getting the aesemdly recommendations on e eimple withdrawl éfl
Terseli forces. U.S.4. end the west was workinmg to prevent |
the adoption of non-gligned draft by getting it blocked by
securing the one third negative votes. !hgbglav representative
Mr. Iekic said it was the view of the non aligned nation that
the questions of withdrawls of Israseli foroes was the momt
importent issue, before the General Assemdly. Emphasiging
the urgenoy end importence of the resolution Mr. Iekic noted
Isrsel’'s annexation of the Jordanisn portion of the Jerusalem
eity. .

Externel affeirs Minister Chagle esaid that U.N. Generesl
Assembly rejected the nonm-sligned resclution on West Asia
"Moet ﬁntortunate".15 ¥r. Chagla gaild that the matter would
have te go back to security council and "I hope there at lesst
the major powers will not teke up ocompletely irreconocilable
- positions and same way will be found to end the orisis,.”

He egid that the non-aligned resolution was "the only
logical step" which the U.N. could have taken, "It was a

12. Patriot - June 30 (1967), p.3.
13, Patriot - July 6 (1967), p. 1.



27

simple resclution calling upon Israsel t§ withdraw from the
territories which it has acquired as a result of military
conquest. Desoridbing the failure 6! the non-aligned
resolution as "a very bad preggdent," Er..ehaglg 8aid; "there
ere disputes with regard to houaericeF;;; territories in many
countries and 1f the Israsli precedent is to be socepted gll
that a oountry hae got to 4o is to seige hold of tgxritories
of another country sit %ight 1t and insist an negotiations
without vaceting imka sggression..

He s8aid that after the security council for o ceasefire
resoiufion the next step had  to be the withdrewl of Isreeli
troops from Arab territories. It was most unrealistic to
expect that the Arabs would nago%iate'with the Isrselis while
the latter continued to be in cocupations of Ared territories.
"If some one is sitting on the chest of snother person one
does not expect the other person to talk to him unless he
first gets off his chest. 4 | ,

The non-aligned resolution expressly provided for
discussion for a permenent pesce settlement and this can be
done when withdrawls have takem place. He sald "the emergency
session has now ended without achieving any tangible results,
¥r. Chagla emphasises how witally important to India was the
necessity for a settlement batwaen the two contending parties.

Thue the imporialiat powers have not won a diplometic
victory by getting the non-aligned nations resolution demanding
vacation of Israell aggressiocn rejeoted by the U.N. Aosombly.

14, Patriot - July 6 (1967), p. 1.
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What they have achieved 1s only the defeat of the world
orgenisetion to which no people will hereafter lock for
Justice or action inepired by the spirits of pesce. The
non-alighed resolution wes unexpeptionable. Israeli aggression
is not denied even by U.S.A. and Great Britein. The U.N, wa§.
founded on an egreement among its members that aggrésaiou
shall not be committed., If thie fundementel quéstion is
valid it should follow that negotiations for preservation of
alleged rights and privileges csn be undertsken only after
the eggresecor 1s made to diegorge the fruits of aggression.

On July 15 the meeting of GeneraI’Aqaembly was 0180
ocompletely desdlocked. FNon-aligned rejeoted the Iatin
Americaen Draft. It was deadlocked on political ismsues
arising out of the war in Vest Asis - as negotiastions detween
the Latin Ameriocsn Nations ond non-aligned countries for e
compromise,broke down.'> ,

Even the Pekisteni resolutions reaffirming the
gogembly's earlier raselnfion‘oa Jerusalem was in troudle
es the Western Block was trying to defeat the key paragraph
asking the Security Council to ensure Israel's 60mpliaﬁco
with the reeeintiona and compell it to withdrew from Jordanien
Jorusalem. The latin Americans hsd earlier given a draft
which in two key paregraphs 8aidt withdrawls of Isrseli foroes
to0 their original positions 18 expected and then said,the
countries of Weat Asia were entitled to "freedom from the

threat of belligerency”.'® Pakistani delegate Mr. Agha Shahi

15. %gdi%n §;Q§g%e,— July 15, (1967), p. 3.
16. Patr ‘OE - July 15, 1967’ Pe 3.



snavered Israseli foreign minister Abba Eban’s charge that
Pakisten wes supporting Arab countries blindly. He said
Peklietan could not be blind to the violation of the humen
rights of the Palestine Arsd refugees of Isrsel for 20 years
Wo ere ooncerned with the security of states that are
militerily week, It is not we who are blind." He slso mald
hia-eountry‘éia aét recognise Isrsel because it 314 not
fulfil 1te International obligation under the U.N. charter.
Thus the delegates to the U.N. General Assombly could .
not bring the solutions to the West Asien problem any nearer,
Nor did the summit meeting et Glassboro between President
Johnson end Prime Minister Kosygin deepite all the cordiglity
-and.gaod~w111 lead to a meeting of minds., Mr. Koeygin
apparently failed to persuade Mr, Johnson that a withdrawl
qf Israell forces without any precondition is neosssary if
pesce to be sgtabliched in West Asia. In Cairo Nasser
o meintained silence dut there was the reason that he will
accept a U.5,80viet agreement leading to an honourable
settlement of the West Asisn crisie. Anthony Butting
Conservative Minister whe resigned ev;; near after a visit
'/7to Cairo wrote in the sunday times that the U.A.R. has
recognised the impossibility of a military selution.17 The
Arad have slso reslised that their call for the destruotion
of Isreel was a political mistoke of the firet magnitude; 1t
alignated the West o2nd neither the Socialist countries nor

/
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the non-aligned countriees hove accepted the Arad position,
Thus it followe that on VWest Apla mover gnd counter mover
were but no consideradle solutions can be brought of. ggp

Although the gmergeney‘eeeaion of the General Assembly
fgiled to pass any subetentive resolution on West Asia -
barring two minor resolutions on Jerusalem ~ the record of
1ts debetes which will be-ttaﬁemittea to the Seocurity
Couneil are expected to charge the {one of the council
debates. In place of the old hymue of kate the council
will have scomething concrete ap n aterting point, In the
inmediate post war pericd Isreselies talked of permanent
amexation not only of Jerusalem but almo of the Gazs strip
end the Syrisn Hills end o creation.of a satellite Palestinian
Argb stete on the weat bank of the Jordsn., Arad extremists
conceived of the rocent war as but one chapter of g long
struggle which had to end in the liguidation of the lsrpell
state.

What hes emerged out of the five weeks of publie
debate and private negotiation in the Genoral Assembly 1is
that the International Commity including the two super powers
cannot permit eny Israeli amexation of the oconquered Arab
territory. However there will be no pressures on Isratl.to
withdraw unless the Argbs are prepared to tolerate Isrsel's
continued existence. The result thus represents a set dack
to the hawks on both sides., Although the Soviet Union
decided not to press its compromise resolution in the face
of Arab opposition, the termeo sf the Goldberg-Gromyko draft



beceme widely known. This draft would heve linked Ieraeli
with-drawl with the right of every peéple‘to establish an
independent national state of its own,

‘In an effort to reach a settlement with the Rueslanm
¥r. Goldberg offered to socept Mr. Kosygin's own formulstion
in preference to the languege of the Latin Ameriocen dreft
which would have called upon the Arsbs specificslly to give
up any "right to claim to beliigerenay“.‘e

| The emergency session merke the end of one chapter in
the U.N. history. No nation cen be confident here after that
the sesembly will sutomaticelly issue a call to belligersnts |
to withdrew to pre war borders sgnd try to settle thei: _
disputes peacefully. This old attitude favoured the status
quo powers. The fruetrastions of the Assembly in this
respect are fraught with the gravest perils to countries
like India with territories, which its neighbours dispute.
Ve have now to survive in g gdngle and prepare eﬁrselves
accordingly. Fortunately our sigze end improving technology
are in our favour. As g shield to the militarily weak
powers the United Natione is finished.

Another lesson which not only Indis but maeny oihef
countries can learn from the experience of the memergency
session 18 that U.S. gnd soviet policies are two flexible
to constitute an anchor. In the begining it looked as 1f

8. Indian EXEZ‘QBB - Auguﬂt 1; 1967, Pe 5-
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U.S5. would insist on a resolution which explicitly demanded
Arad shandonment of delligerency. The non-gsligned powers
consciously or unconciously followed the initial Arsb-Soviet
line. At a press driefing after o meeting of the non-aligned
powers inecluding India the Yngoa}av Ambassador as chairman
announced that the aonualigned(;awers would demand s condemna~
tion of Isrsel restitutions to the Arabs and on unconditionel
withdrawl of Israelie from conquered Arab territory. If the
Goldberg-Gromyko draft had been put to vote no doubt both the
latine and the non-aligned powers would have swallowed every-
thing they had seld previously and dutyfully voted for. Many
observers ask whether, in the 1light of'Inaia's own principles
whe oould not have acted more independently what herm would

rﬁfﬁf\?ﬁfﬁ;{ﬁ%é?“"zndra for 1ha%aace 1f while asking for
Israeli withdrewl, she had made 1% clear thet she would
expect the Arabe not §o resort to force to settle their #isym
disputes with Israel. | | :

The debetes on Jerusalem showed none territoriel
disputes could eesily degeneraste into religions fonaticism
‘with which a secular state like Indias cen have nmo truck.

Here after even if we cannot gvoild voting with those
who flaunt the tattered banner of religian, India's spokemen m
nust have no hesitations in denouncing their arguments. The
Arabs in their present plight must take support whbreever it
is avpilable. But nothing prevents Indie from clarifying her
position that Arasb nationalism is not in her understanding
synonymous with Muslim revivaliem which the Islamic Pect

countries seek to exploit for their own selfish ends.
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Indis's Government stend wes oleared further in the
speech of M.C. Chagla in the General Asesembly on Tueasday
30¢h June 1967. He seid that it would be en dnderstatement
to say that peace in west Asia was in peril.

He further sald that for "centuries people have lived
in India who practised all the mejor religions of the world,
To us therefore peace and co~existence is nagtursl and the
idegs of violence and war repugnant., He ngid "Settlement of
internationgl dieputes through pesceful means respect for
territorial integrity end sovereignty of states, the right
of all nations to 1ive in freedom end enjoy efruits of
freedom are all cherished articles of faith with us, where

(/’;;aee ia threatened or aggression committed, we find it
impossible to remain silent or pessive. We have therefore
volced our sincere snd whole hearted sympathy for on
solidarity with the Arab peoplee in their hour of triasl and
tribulation.“19 Chagla explained that during the weeks of

hontalities, our efforts were to counsel regirainf to 2l
\\;Eitiea and that we haped for a peasce in West Asla. 4And
that ie why India stood 201141y bdehind U.Thent's noble and
successful effort to gsin breathing which spelled during the
orisis. But Chagle said that “Ve sdhere to our belief that
the ceasefire cannot be eonsidered complete as long as an
alien armed force occupies large arese of 1lend dbelonging to
ite neighbours and as large massee of Arab peoples live end
suffer in subjugation in these occupiled areas."
He also cleared that "#What Isrgel haa done was to

confront the world with a feit socompll to éttempt to0 impose
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flatugned to achieve a new balance of power in that

region."ae She hes aleo violated the General srmistice

egreements which was ignored by secutity counell,

He also supported the stand of U,Thant to withdraw

U ELF,

Then¥ Mr. Chagla considering the situation talked of

% basic points they were -

(1)

(11)

(114)

nizxte

The U,A.R. 18 not a party to any sgreement recognizing
the Gulf of Aqaba ae an Internationsl water<way'or
guarasnteeing freedom bt‘paeeage to Tsraeli shépe.

There 1s no universally recognized rule of Inter-
national law on freedom of navigation applicable %o
such bodies of water as Aqabe. |

The etatus of this body of water is etill g metter of
controversy.mmd will like to refer to the recent
publication of the U.5. state department the Digest

of International law relessed by the department of atate
in April 1965 (Vol. 1V page 233) containing a letter
from the Secretary of State dated Jatiuary 15, 1963 %o
the Attorney General setting forth the views of the #
department regarding the extent of territorial waters
and the cioeiag width of bays. On Agaba the letter
states ae follows: "The Gulf of Aqaba: the exsct status
of this body of water is still 2 matter open to

controversy”.

20. Patriet - July 5 (1967), p. 2.



(iv) Even under Geneva éonventian which is deing quntea
often innocent passage of foreign strips through the
tarritorial water of another state ism not a absolute
right but remainaAanbseet'ta gecurity requirements of
that state. |

(v) 'The Genersl Assembly 4id not recognize much less |
accept the condition which Ierael attempted to attach
in 1957 %o ite with-drowl from Shariu-el-Sheikn,2!

Mr. Chagla then went on to refer to whet we oalled the

"Sorry reocord" of Israsel in defying the armistice sgrecments

in adding Arab territory to iie area and in expelling Arade

from their lsnds end housee. Nr. Chegla also reitrated

Indla‘'s four point plen in the aeguriiyAeoanuilc He aaia

India was committed to the principle of gettloment of intere

national disputes through pesceful meens snd the right of a

all nations to live iﬁ frecdom, and where pence is threatened

or sgegression is committed we find 4t impossible to remein
silent or psasive.

' Iastly Hr, Chagle denied that the withdrewl of U.N.E.F,

had precipitated the confliot and-ﬂgé.ﬂ. wae not th§ party of

agreement recognizing Gulf of Aqebe as an International water
way or guaranteeing the freedom of passege to larseli ehips,
Therefore 1t was not establighed under Internationsal

Iaw that there was the right of free passage through the

strait of Joran. There was no warrent for asserting this right

which could be enforced by erbitrement of arms,
Thus Mr. Chegls defended the U.Thant's aotione.

21. Patriot - June 30 (1967), p. 7.



CHAPTER _FOUR

POST CONFLICT  DERIOD

It took s little time ofter the ceasefire for the
world to realize, that Israel bhad bgaome the strongest power
in the Near end Middle East. Isrsel had shown that she had the
nost etfective Air force end arnmy in that area. VWith a
population of 2% millian ac sgainet 40 millian, in the setively
beliigerent Arad nafiens this wos a étaggering’achievment.

It 18 olear that Ieraell supremacy will de the dominating
factor in %iddle Egstern poliﬁies for a long time to come.
Only the overt intervention of Russia or the U.5.A. the two
super powers could slter the bhalance. |

Israel's viectoryr represents o maasive defeat not only
for the Arad world but for the Soviet Union. For the past
20 yeare the Soviet has been playing politics in the Middle
East with the snswering objectiive of removing the military,
pelitiocsl and economie influence of U.K,, Frence and the
U.S.A. gnd, replscing it by her own. Ironically this was the
reason why the Soviet Union had been one of the first
“eountries to recognize the state of Israel.‘ Since 1955 when
ghe began the Middle East srme race_wi%h 1ts deal with Nasger
she has mede colosssl, economic but principally wmilitary
investments through out the entire area inocluding Algeria,
¥gypt, Syria, Iraq, Yaman end Somalra.

1. Churchill Reudolphs Winstons - The Six Day ¥ar, p. 92.




37

The Isrgeli vietor& represents a set back to the Soviet
Union far graver even then the cuban missile orisin. The
mein g question hanging over the Middle Eaet today is whether
the Soviet Union will secept the situation of whether like
the ties three yeers before in Vietnam, she will feel that
her vital intereots ere involved and will sesk to reverse it.
Afier the war the period was most irriteting there was a
difference of opinion emong the major powers and other
countries. De Gaulle refused to condemn Egypt for its action
in closing the Gulf of Agaba and declsred in a specisl
emergency cabinet session that "the probleme reised by tﬁaev
navigation in the Gulf of Aqaba the situation of the Palestinian
refuges and the relation among the neighbouring sountries in
the region should be settled by intérnatianal~6iscnaaicna |
leading to an sgreement smong the permsnent menmbers of
security council. The French Government explicitly rejeoted
the 1des of tﬁe comnon gotion by the Maritime powers” to force
open the Gulf of Aqaba,’ snd etated that "the first to open
fire wauld be considered mes the aggressor.”

The U,.5, played.a more or less undeviating course bhasged
on 5 points laid down by Johnson on June 19th. The bdasie oim
was with~drawl of Israeclies troops from the areas conguered.
in the fighting in return for an Areb agreement to éraé the

claime $0 be gt war with Israel, The Americans looked a bit

2. Moinstreem ~ July 24 (1967) p. 12.
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lonely when they absteined in the twe':eeeut votes in which
U.N. Generszl Apsembly overdhelmingly denounced Iercel's amexation »i
of the Jordianian port of the Jeruselem. The U.S. had taken
the stsnd thet the full amexation has not happened end that now
any how a U.N. resolution is not the best way of desling with
1t.3 If the Israelie Ared episode has no lesson more thsn any
other that, no nation ean expect third parties specinlly big
powers to be more concerned about pesce in its r&gion than
those directly there. MNoreover, governments thet showed little
interestec in the rights and wrongs of e confliet, display the
grectest gnxiety in cesmefires and subsequent adJustments,
Tashkent was possible becauee for one thing Soviet Ruesia kept
one step shead of the U.N, and several dialomatié'movoe beyond
the west and for another the two leading powers the U.S5.4, and
Russia were sgreed broadly on the term of a settlement between
India and Pgkistzn. No one knows whether President Johnson
and Mr. Kosygin were agble to reach an agreement but one thing
is elear theat now, ss in the Pre~Tashkent manoeuvres, Communiat
China's abotructive attitude has not influenced evénta.#

Whatever may be the different attitudes of the major
powers towerds Middle East problem in post confliet period.
Indian Government's atiitude was not influenced so much by
them ge 1%t hat been in the past,

The military convuleion fhat rooked Viest Asis left en

3. Hainstrecm - July 22 (1967), p. 4.
4, Hainetresm ~ July 16 (1567), p. 9.
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indelible mark on New Delhi. Xo section of opinion wase iaft
untouched or unsffected by this over powering experience.’
There wae hardly any one who could be found exprescing
publication at the Israel's victory. Even among the ewatantre
back benchers and a good section of the Jane Sangh there was
no gloating over Arad defeat in the menner in whidh 8araér
. Patel's son was found to be indRulging in it. This was
particularly noted by the socialist of the both bhratde ~ the
S.8.P, and the P.S.2, |

Though they were the severest orities of the governments
vwnst Asian Policy. They were far from happy over the disaster
that have nor tsken the Arab world. This {8 in g very large
megsire due to the imete anti-imperiglistic fret treit that
is in the very marrow of this nation., "Nosser in the Indian
mind hass come t0 represent the apirit of naticnal gelf respect
undbending to western pressure. That was why one could find
and notice in New nélhi in the laat few days a deep sense of
hart that such a leadership has had to suffer humiliastion at th
the hands of theme who were backed by the Weat.“5 ‘It 18 &
matter of rebust patriotism of this nation fhat fow would
applaud s pro-west trimph. | |

In New Delhi ctroles it was recognised that the Israel's
must have fought as s determined people with all the thoughtneses
nd discipline borﬁ of Jewish fortitude., And yet there 1is hardly
any epplause in the capitsl for Israel’s lightening militery

5. Mainstreem ~ June 17 (1967) p. 20
6. Ibid ~ Jume 17 (1967) p. 11,
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exploite. Thie is meinly becouse of the swareness %hét_tsreal
in this context was really playing seme body's else geme. The
impression hes been inforce by officisl sources that only a
1ittle over s week before the flare up lsrael received as many
88 500 air crafts from the western powers there by more éhau-
doubling of her gir force strength thanks to the 6;3&
attitude in security council for Israel hes been treéﬁeﬁ by
¥r. Goldberg more ae a client setate than as a young aslly of
Waﬁh&ﬁgtaae?
It will teke o long time for the progressive forces of
the world to sssess the losses they have suffered ae the
result éf the amazing success of the Isrsell imperiamlistic
combine in the west Asian war - sald the paper Mginstream talking
about the Husing on west Apiasn war.

Cand
ENT VIEWS IN INDIA. —

DIFFE]

The stend of the Government of Indis on the crieie was
peverely criticized znd termed as 'pro Arasd’ more then Arads
themselves. It was slso disoriked as contrary to the concept
of non~alignment. This ”biaaaa& atond" was gccording to
critice hampering her in playing eny mméiaterj role between
Israel aaé Arab %o resolve the tsngle, which she ims otherwige
capable of. But 1% cannot be viewed only in relevant in this
point. So first of a;l Inaia'é government stotements ahéuid
have to be elaborated. - |

On July 22 the Genersl Assembly wound up akfrgstraieé

7. Yoinstregm -~ Jume 11 (1967) p. 4-5.
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five week emergency session with o deciaion o sdjourn and
legve the search for west Asian settlement to the security
council,
| Indien foreign Minister M.C.Chagla expressed his convios
~tion that the secnrgty oounoil wonld find e lasting solution
on the west Asien orieie. He added that India would press in
the security eaua011 £or edoption of the principles of the
nonméligned notions. He told a news conference that he has
certain the security council would give priority to withdrewl
of Israeli forces from occupied Arab territories., MNr. Chagls
said "the oggreseor must not be allowed to enjoy the fruite
of aggreasioﬂ?e If a eclution of conflicts by arme inm
tolerated this would mesn violation of the U.N. charter. The
importsnce of the polioy of non~glignment and the linke of non-
aligned countries among themaeiwea hed beén strengthened after
weet Agian orisis. The non-aligned countries should set up a
common platform for eelviag najor world problems which would
“greatly contribute to sage guarding pesce in the worla.“g
Redio Belgrade in » commenfary on Mr. Ghégle's said Mr, Chagls
talks could be associated with poesible naw efforts of non=
aligned nations to find a solution to the probienm.

Government of India‘'s stond was pro-Areb. They esid
that Indis is hacking ﬁrak countries agaiﬁst Israel becauge
we have vitel économic relations with those countries. The

argunent was in support of Indo Arad friendship that we should

8. The Hinduston Times - July 23 (1967) p. 4
9. The Hindustan Times - July 23 '(1967) p. 1.
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10 Argbs because we partly shaore Islem with them. It

back.
condemned in strong and megnivocal terms the Iaraeli sggression
againet her neighbours. The more formidable of these was under-
stocd to have been put up by Morarji Desal who was reluctent to
come out in support of U.A.R, agnd to brond Isrsel for escelating
the war. Sri Ashok Nehts figured among the cabinet ministers

- who were afraid of Johnson's anoyance. apaét from this
QOVGrnmant of Indiag generally stated that he feel that

approval ahoulﬂ not be shown of the way in which Israeel was
created and is fuactioning unlike the other Afro-Asian

countries which have liberated themselves from foreign rule.
Isrsel is the result of an act of imposition from outeide

the creation of this New State 1p not in %ine with the genersl
trond of the Afro-Asisn resurgence. The Covernment's stond

ie in fact that the state of Israel is epsentialy s foreign

1 After an hour éﬁafgﬂhalt meeting with the Prime
Minieter Mr. Kosygin on sep in the Indian defence Minigter

¥r. Swaran Singh completed his talks with the Soviet leaders

on the Vest Asimn orisis the two countries shere the basio

creation.

- approach that the most urgent need in to restore the status quo
in the ares es it was before lsraeli attack on the Arsbs. When
the 1ssue comes up before the U.N, Genersl Assembly India and

the Soviet Union will.be working closely. On 18 July Mr. Chagla
expleined the Government's West Asis policy which come under fire

fofrom geversl congress and opposition members. He based his

10, Organizer - July 2 (1967) p. 2.
11, Indian Express - June 10 (1967) p.5.



defence on the "justice of the Arab aguse¥12 end the country's
"national interests”. He still 1aid the utmost importence on
the withdrawl of the Isrseli troops. It was "gbmolutely
necessary thet Indis should have s friendly Vent Asia. MNr.
Chagls seid, 1t had trade tevths tune of i&.100 orores a year
with those conktries. Helf a lakh Indien were ltvihg there,
It was essentisl for Indie that the Sueg chould be in friendly
hands and that oil should come from countries which were
friendly to India. Aleoc India "muet support” certsin forces
in the Arsb world,- progressive, socialimtic, non-asligned

and seoular. 4;;41/ | ,

Thus to end the state of war India and five other non-
permonent members of the Security council evolved a resolution
to be placed before the council early next week on 28th Oet.,
which seeks to reconcile Arsd and Iersell view points and the
reaolve the weet Asian dead look. .

The most important feature of the resolution, was that
it called upon all etates in the sres "to terminate the state'
of helligereney snéd underlines the right of every étate to live
in peace and freoe from threats or acts of war."'> Informed
sources here express the hope that the U.S. would persusde Iorsel %
to accept the formuls as it goen a long way to mee¥ the Iorseld
point of viev. The resolution will call upon the U.N. to send a
special representative to west Asia "to oontact the parties

considered and co-ordinate efforts to achisve thn‘pnrpasea of

12, Indien Pxpress - July 19,(1967), ». 1.
13, Indian Express - Pet. 28, (By e political correspondent)p.5.



the resolution end to submit the report to the Secretary
General U-Thent withid 30 deys. Indla took the initistive
in the matter becsuse some other non-permsnent members
requested it to meke snother sincere effort t¢o break the
deadlock and also beceouse the big powers were unsble to find
a compromise foruula wcceptable to all parties., Even other-
~ wise Indis's interests demand that the deadlock should be
ended soon so that the Suez canal can be re-opened for tioe
inter-nationgl traffic, The Indian draft points out that
‘conquest of territory by force is 1mpexmiasi%19 under the
" U.N. charter end Israel should therefore withdrew to thoT  |
positions it had helid on June 4, 1967, 1 N
While the proposed resclutions ie stated to be
acceptable to Arshe, Isrsel is understood to be apposeatio
any reference to withdrewl to the June 4 position, dut India
end other non-permanent memberse felt that any aéaeaasiﬁn tb
Ierael in %he‘regafa would emount to violation of the U.N.
Charter itself ond U.K. would have more problems to resolve
inetead of ending the west Agiam orisis, 'Indie has further
pointed out ¢to other members of the Security Council during
informal discuesions thet both Indis ané Pokistan hed agreed
tc the U.N. demend to pull their respective forces dsok to
the ponitions held by them before the commenoement of the
ocfifliet in 1965. The resolution Grafted by Indla snd five

14. Indian Express - 28 Oet., 1967, p. 5.
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other non-permanent nmembers states that the Security couneil
decides further (1) that there should be s Juet settlement of
the quostion of Palestine refugees having regerd to v,m.
resolutions.on the subject and (2) the freolom of navigation %
through international waterweys in the ares should be
guaranteed in accordence with intormationsl lsw and praoctice.
Isreel may‘peaaibly object to the reference about %ha
gettlement of the refugees in gccordsnce with the U.N. resolu~
tions but informed sources point out that the Arabs having
been persusded to make the major concession of ahéiag the

state of belligerency and settling oll differences with Iersgel

by peaceful mesns. rael two should be prepared to meet the

Arab point of view which 1o eqﬁgliy strong on this point. What
is more aignifieant in thet Arsbe. Under the drsft resolution
not only amccept the principle of respect for the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and political indopandence of Isreel, |
but also endorse the principle of fresdonm of navigation
through Iutgrnat.s‘.cnal water ways in the region. ’9‘)‘ '

An analyeis of the sponsors of the Indlan draft shows
that they ;nelude Afro—ésién and Jatin American members of the
Security Council, The sponsore were India, Argentine, Prazil,
Ethiopla, HMeli and Nigeris. In fsct ths Inéian drnft 18
stated to be & conpromige formula hemmered out of informal
discussions held among Iqtin American and Afro~Asien memders |
since the last emergency session of the U,N. Assemdly. In the

circumstences many U.X. members ore stated to feel that Isrsel
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has no more excuse for not accepting the prepoaaévocmpromiae
and withdrawing to the position it oaéupieé,on~Jnne 4, 1967.

The poaition of U.8, sppears to be to support the Damish
more to fabze another draft resolution which sets out certain
regnlarly.formuiated principles and leaves it i0 the apﬁeial
representative to work out p ractical solutions through
discussion with the parties concerned. It is feared by India
and other sponsors of their draft as well as many othar |
members of the U,K. ghat eny such Nague formuls however migsw
mice it may look on paper would not only perpetuate the
existing fensions for would slso be exploited hy 1aterested
parties for delaying a settloment.

Thus the Goverament of India tried its best end 1ts
attitude towards the solving the probdlem of west Aeia war by
peaceful mesns and that ie why the orux of the Indisn dreft was foax
for the ending the state of war in west Aeia.

But these attitudes were » not reconciled by the opvosition
political perties. The Government of India's statement was
severely criticised by the different political partiee in thegr
own colour and in there cwa'set of principles. | ‘

fhe Genersl politicel parties was Anti Covernment. Most
of them were not matiefied with by the Government ét Indiats
policy towerde the weet Aslen orisis., The governments resction
towarde the weot Asien crisis wes called as an "Undiplomatic
Diploaaoy*i'E - Rew Delhi's resctions to the lsrazell aide
memoire expressing regmet over the incidente during the Arsh-
Israell wor in whieh Indian troops sorving unfer U.N.E. ?. were

15. Indian Expraae - August 4. (1967). p.6. |



47

killed or wounded is to say the lesst, ungenerous gnd undipiomatic :
too, Rew Delhi réfera in its eide memoire to the fact that at
the U.N. debste Mr. Parthasarethy "cendemmed the trencherous
and brutal ettacke on Indisn personnel by Iasrseli action.

Vhat was even more worrying shout New Delhi’s ettitude to
Israel is the fact that the Israeli side. Memoire expreesing
regret was kept back from the public efter its exrrival., Nor
have 1its contente been revesled even now though its reply was
delivered with all the sense of occesion reserved for protest
notes exchanged with unfriendly nations. In cevithing at
Israels apology eaﬂ[it naintaining, despite 1its expression of
rogret its posture of unneccessary hostility the Government of
Indis seemed concerned with justifying its esrlier stend, even
athhe expenid of antagonising e nation that hss mode per sistsl

efferts to win our friendship.'®

It was cited in an editorisl
that ~ "By every oriterion of International law Jerael's right
to exist ia at least as clearly eoteblished as that of any
other nations atate.17 Igrael akeruieea effective territorial
control, enjoye normsl diplomstic relations with other states
is a member of major International orgenizations including the
O.H.y 18 a aignétory to mejor treaties and so on, Tho,lict.or
oritéria oould be extended indefinitely and Israel satisfied

every one of them ¢o the same extend as Indis or any other sitate.

16. Indian Express - Auguet 4 (1967), p. 6.

17. Indian Express - ”Iergel'right to exist,” August 9 (1967)
Pe Do
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However or et leaat two counts, Iersel's International status
seems {0 have additional sanotion from the International
comrunity. The league of Nations mandate held by Great
Britein after world war I specifldelly referred to the purpose
of establishing a Jowigh National heme in Palestine, and the
U.N. approved and recommended the setting up of a Jewish atate
in Pplestine by two~thirds mejority in 1947. Secondly tho.ggg;xnx
of riat wes included in the Jewish stote under the U.N.
partitions scheme of 1947. The territory of riat was salso
- inelnded 4n the Israeli pert of Palestine under the Armistice
sgreemante of 1949 and hee heen constantly under lerseli
effective control. The use of force to open the Bocheded Gulf
of Agabda in 1956 had nothing to do with the occcupation of the
port of Elat by Teracl as Elate liec ot the hesd of the Gulf
of Agabe while the blocksde by Egypt was st the southern
entrance Xtke to the Gulf, Acéording to the most competent
international lamyaia including such world authorities as
Professor of Wyres MeDougal of Yale University the'Gulif_ef
Agabs is oleerly an internationel waterway and thus the _
blockede of the Gulf wae in violation of Internationel zew, 19
Thirdly the principles on which Isrsel'’s politicel
systen reste are more simlilar to those of Indis than‘any
other. Iesreel is not a theneraéy and gll the religionse
eommittoes have officisl stetus, in this respect Israel

maintaine the system in force under the British mandste. In

18, Indien Express - August 9, (1967), p. 6.

19, Perry Meyer - "Israel's right to exist", Indien Express,
August 9 (1967), p. 6. ‘
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certain ereas religious tribunels of the Muelim, Christian
end Jewish suthorities ocontinue to exercise concurrent ond
equal jJurisdiction. Apsrt from thies fect, Israel ie a
secular state with the visual probleme caused by religious
preasgure groups, fix just 28 in India snd elsewhere., Bui
the extent of religious influence in Iarsel 1a-me#ely akin
to the problem efvthe slaughter of cows in India, except

- that in Israel's oase the religious prodlems do not have the
- immense social consegquences that they have in Ihdiab’ga To
state that Israel 1s a theocrsey 1ike Pskistan 18 to show
complete ignorance of the actual foote, ,

In the view of Perry Meyer the men in faoculty of lew,
in Hebill University in Cenads Iarsel does not cleim %o be
the heme lsnd of world Jewry. To him there im & distinct
difference between Isrseli nationality and Judaiam es a8
religion, It 48 true he says that immigretion procedures are
gimples for Jews thsn non-Jewe under the law of the return
but this wes a special measure resulting from the Nagzi
holocaust. Isrseli nationality is enjoyed by & large number
of nationels many of whom oocupy gignificant positions in
the State. The position of religions minorities he observers
in Isreel is not significently different from that of minorities
in other seculer demooracies.

But this view was reluctantly criticised by an Indien
gcholar Yogendra Singp?9A~ He was of the view‘that there s

194, 1Ibid.

20. Bgldev Raj NWayar, "West Aesisn VWer" (As-sociate proof of
political Science MoGill University Montreal (Canede)
August 25 (1967), p. 7, Indiaen Express.
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no Internetional statute book. No nation is dound by an
.Internetienai law except ae it chooses to 6o so end 1t ean
charge its mind.goA And for any aefion of nations, including
war snd sggresasion there can glways be found later the proper
doctrins end precedent to support it. This applies to the war
in Vietnam the blockade of Cudba, the Pearl Harbour type of
attack of Isrsel on the Areb countries in 1967 and the
invasion of Suez in 1956. Mr. Nagar does not regards the
queatton of west Asia es'a point of Infeiaa%icnal law but
right or just for one perty in eolladboration with a second
party to deprive through violence and foreibly thetr kwywhome
land end property. He regerds all Mayer's point legal
sophistry. Thue the both pointes of view are elshorated so
nicely that it is difficult to find out the right snewer bdut
it connot be denied that according to Internationsl law Iersel
has the right to exist.

P. Dasmg Gupte the specilsal correspondent of 'The
Hindustan Times' criticieed ths.ﬁevernnentg policy of Vest
Aeia., He ssid, "We have been told by responsidle Indians that
in sheer self interest to secure our line of communication
through Sueg canal snd preserve a sizsble market for ourselves,
we cennot afford to alienate President Nasser. These
considerstions clearly asmount to a speelal planning tor¢21

Economic conciderations have not dictated our policy towerde

20A., 1Ibid.

2. P, Das Guptas - "Kéaeer Reslsts Arab Pressur” The
Hindustan Times, August 11 (1967), p. 9.
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erisis. Other important countries Suez remains closed inspite
of perhaps partly becauée of our tot~l support to president
Nosser. Even if it pessed into the hands of an obsocurantist
regime alléwed to Pekiston why must we essume thet we would be
the one'’s instasntly to bde denied use of 1t. This 1s not the
only instence of our policy becoming merely an exercise in
polemios., Why‘should we be so much coﬁaa:aea.tapéiaapprove
Israel'e origine and legitimacy when the faocte of its full
meturity is slresdy established.

Vhile generally supporting the péliey of friendship with
Aradb etates éeverel members in the congress pesrliasmentery
perty's executive committee urged that Government policy
atetemshta on west Asia should be "blanced", Some of them seid
thet Indrs should play a "mediatory role” to bring sbout an end
of the oonfliet, snd statements which diminighed India's
effectiveness should be avoided. In particular members said
that one sentence in the Mr. Chagla's recent statement that
the “crcation‘af Isrsel has given rise to tonsion® in the
area could have been avoided.2> Prime Minister Indira Gandhi
who presided 4s reported to have'remarkad "We are not ogainet
the oxistence of lersel."” Mr, Chegls earlier informed the
members thet the situstion in west Asia was "serious". Peace tw
in this regicn(ia the parsmount considerstion, ¥r. K. Henuman-
thaiya seid while being friendly with the Arsbs India should

observe "complete neutrality" India'e effort should de to

22, Patriot -~ "Pemce Effort Streseed™ Jume 6 (1967), p. 3.
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mediate. He suggested that the Prime Minister should take the
initietive of convening a conference of other powers who might
be helpful in bringing echout ceasefire in the pres, Mrs.
Tarakeshwari Sinha esid the Prime Minister's statement on the
subject made in the congrees perlismentary party somedsys ago
was very bslenced "The ptatement of external affoire Minioter
could have been "more baianeeﬂ."23. Por inetaace; the
references. 0 newspaper or x@eia version of the threet to
attack Syris could heve been avoided. Without including
such things, India could have anyerteé the érab world.

Mrs, Sharda Mukherjee though supported the Government
of India's statement, but he said that the first aeataneévin
Mr., Chagle's recent statement that the creation of Isrsel had
given rise to tensione could have been avdided, Saint Bux
Singh convener of the party's otanding committee on foreign
affasirs, who was a special invitee, and ¥r. Chendrs Shekhar,
shared this view. Saint Bux Singh suggested that the government
should have consulted with the opposition on the West Aslen
developments, |

Mr, P. Venkatashbbish said Indias should have cordial
relations with the U,A.R, and other Arsb countries, but Indias
should etriotly sdhere to neuirslity so ss to pley the role of
a mediator. Statements wﬁiah diminished India'a effeciiveness
nuat be avoided.

23, Patriot - June 6 (1967) p. 3.
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Mr. Bibhuti Misra seid Indiz ghould have friendehip
with the Arabs "but we muét look to our own intersets also
and there should be restraint in our telk" Mr, Mishra also
made reference to the Arab role during the Pakisteni
egeression on India.

¥r. R.S5, Panjhazeri ssid Indie should play the same role
in the present confliet es the U.A.R. played during the Indo-
Pakistsni struggle.,

Mr. S.N. Bighra eeid that members agreeévwithygovornment's
policy. The difference wee on style and was not on eudstsnce.

Thus we see the differences among the congress membders
wae regarding style and not on substance.

The argument that Inéis is becking Arab countries asgeinst
Israel, Because we have vital economic relations with those
countries was welcomed. But it does not mean that we should
lose one to galn the other. &ﬁd the dispute 18 between Iereel
and Arab. India need not take'aidee in. The maein point'is
that India need not to interfere.

1,H. Senkhdher's view wae that '4 oultursl fdeological
orientations of foreign policy con dring Ereater politico economio
dovidends than we have #0 far been able to'ggt.* He spid that
our central ides of policy towsrde west Asia seems to draw on the
Aradb injured feeling of the British creation of Isrsel, withia
their heart land. ¥as not Pakistsn similarly ereatad?z‘ Ve go
out of the way to esteblieh nermal relationa‘iith Pakisgtan dut

24, Orgeniger, 'M.H.Sankbdhsr, (leeturer in ?blitico, Hiudu
¢ "o"‘lsalg"'fege s July 2, (1967), p. 5.



not with Iersel. They ere as patriotic se Pakistanle. But
Araba have not reconciled thomselves to the exiatence'ot
Isracl though we heve fully and officially reconoiled to the
creation of Pakistan. This analogy hed some réynéouaeion on
éur rereign policy, but the eympathy for Arabe remains as.
inexplicable as our anti went attitude on most international
question. Some pondrables have been appeared to which govern-
ment has ignored in the - India verses Israel Pakiston
eguation. Arsb for however they might pamper India, politicelly
end ideologioally, they find grester affinity with Paﬁ%g:;a.
Thie truth was conformed by the ettitude of J,rden end/Arsb
Statee on the Keshuir issue. We have ignormed the Muslim
world support for Pékia%aa¢ Secondly Pekisten's formstion

oved more to internal politics, the Iersel was result of
International developmente during the war.

While in the Aradb Israel confliet the whole world hase
 ‘'chosen to maintain en attituae-éf ganded reserve,only Indis ond
Soviet Ruasia are not, India has thrown common sense to the
winde end blindly espoused one slde, without recognising other
pide at 8ll. In the ocase of Russis 1% wes not stupidity of
the kind that hes brandeé our policy, it was shrewed celeulation
and past of the tacit of keeping a vulnersble arsa of the world
in fitters.2? The reasson ie that, area has a actusl and poten-
t1al values for western world, end so any disruption of it would
suit the Russian dooks. An important fector is,% Aradb defeant
has befreyeﬂ ~ Many Rueeian or say Soviet differences out of gear.

25. Orgeniser - (Delhi, published by Shri Brij Bhusan, editor
K.R. Malkeni) July 30 (1967, p. 2.



VWhen Mr. Chagla said that the government stood by ite
polioy expleined by him snd Prime Minister during the eurrent
crieis es 1t represented India's natienai interest and of the
.In@ian people, Jana Skngh lemsder Balra} Madhok got up to
question the statement, M¥r. Madhok challenged Mr. Chagla to
hold e public meeting and elicit the views of the peo@le.zs
Mr. Madhok wae sored over India being the firat country to
aqcord diplomatic recognition to the Arsh lesgue representative
in India. Though Indie's foreign Minister had repeatedly
aunoﬁnced that India believed in peaceful cowexlatence, no
notice was taken of the speeches of President Nesser in
which he haé threatened to wipe out Isrsel from the world map,
the Jena Ssng leader said.’! He said that » oountry's foreign
policy, "should be based on reciproeity with an eye on nationsl
interesta snd there should be no room for sentimaute."aa

The Swatontra party lesder C.Reojgopalachari stated with
8 question™who is the eggressor"? The use of force instead of
argument or diplomacy is the essence of sggression, Nasser
wished@ to block Isrssl's nevigational facilities, He 444 this
by the use of guns. This is aggression seid the Israeliesn
"No" say Naoeser's friends, "Israel should have contended herself
with arguing about i%,vand ghould not have deemed to have en
aot of}war eatitling.“zg |

26. Pagriot,- (Delhi} Junme 9 (1967), p. 1.

27. Patriot, July 12 (1967), page 8.

28, Ibid.

29. Swareiys, (Madras, Editor ) July 8 (1967) p.1.
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The Germen chancellor under the Keiser cslled en Inter-
national treaty a sorap of peper, when in world warII German
arnmy wented to merch thfeugh neutral Eblgiui the worlé wae
then horrified at thie bresch of treaty. Todey the position
ic worse. No one can trust the promises of Great Powers,
whether written on paper or on stronger materfial. The thing
to be done 1 to ensure Isracl's safety where it has been
placed. The Great powers should forget their own.intereots
in that region and unitedly help Ilarael without injuring the
Arab States, The Arabe should give up the notion that the
very presence of Israsel smong them is en injury end thet her
prosperity is an intolerable evil. Though not elucidating swatwn
swatontra view point though not a member of swatantra party
K. Santharsm in his article "India's fovreign policy” said the
objective of foreign policy is also justice. Here we have
failed grievously in the dispute between Isracl snd the Arsd
Nationa. It 13 certeinly a good thing for us to be frigndly.
with the U.A.R. and other Arasb netions but it was eltogether
immorsl end unjust to enconrage thenm in their attempt to
annibilate Jereel.’C The menner in which we heve defended the
aggressive getion of Egypt in closing the pes outlets for
Israsel and our angry out burst agsinst Isrsel, when it tried
to defend itself against this aggression is something of which
all Indisne heve to feel ashamed. It 1s good that Shri S.K.
Patll) has ocome out boldly and openly sgeinst this disgstrous

30, Swerajya, July 22 (1967), p. 4.
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- policy. It may be recalled that neither U.5,5,R, nor any,Arab
nation condemned Pakisten's aggfeésion agoinst Indie in 1965,

It was not theke fault but wise on their pait to be neutrsl,

8s partisanship could not heve helped either oountry. Likewise
we should have kept sigzctly neutral in this dispute between
Arsb and Israel and directed sll our influence and atforﬁs
towarde the prev?ntion.of hostalitiea.” Now tha¥ Iergel has
obtained a rgsponding'vintary, we ore calling upon that small
country to remounce sll her conquests without any guarantee

of her future exiaténeé. We have no means of compelling Israel
to go back nor sny strength to get the Arabs to recognige the
State of Israel end assure her for pesceful existence. The only
honest policy is to leave the matter to those who have the power
t0 teke initiative and use our utmost efforts to dring tovaaopt
a common poliey.

The opinion held was that the crieis in west Asie
obviously called for India tzking some sort 6! a stand on the
issue. But it only helped %o revesl once more the archale and
muddled etate of pur foreign policy.32 And the Areb ILesgue made
capital of this pitustiocn by lssuing a stotement that they were
pure of India's support. As if Indin'e support could be had
for the ssking or taken for granted. The Prime Minister made

matters worse by repesting to the executive of the congress

31. Swarsiva, July 22 (1967) p.5.
32. Swarsdya, S.K.Rau "The end of Noﬁ-Alignmeﬁt“,June 10 (1967)p.4.
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Parligmentary perty the repeated and hactiﬁe&aﬁ references to the
ablding and etrong U.A.R. friendship. Somsthing much more

" positive was expected of a nation which had sseigned to itself
the role of the ocustodian of world pesce, and which hed played
80 gaeful a role in Suez cenal ctieis, In a desperate bid to
maintain the myth of the Arsb ocountries being useful to Indias,
the Govarnment had sought to teke cover unfer certnin legsl
iecuesn 1nval§ed.in the confliet., Here it is 8 sfmple cese of
@ amell country and circled by nations which are bent upon
orushing her. And even though India does not recognige Israsel
by contributing her troops to the emergency force she hes
accepted the besic principle of mointaeing pemte in the Mjddle
Eest. Government of Indis has silently noded its heand at
Nesser deolaration that the Gulf 4o territorial waters.
Whether Nasser in aealiug.of the Gulf has the sanction of
Inter-national law behind him is rather doubtful. At eny rote
1t seems to be e violation of 211 coutious of equity that a
amall country should be denied sccess to the ses Just decause
the Gulf 1s under foreign control. India's role in the world
as a crusader for pence and non-alignment has meant nothing
more than being bdossed by tho Arab countries. DBut when India
was the viotim of Ohina snd Pakiotani oggression Arsbs adopted

a neutral atau8.33

The Prime Minister's statemént 414 not cerry the full

support of Parlisment was evident from the repotions 1t

33. Swarajya, June 10 (1967), p. 4.
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provoked in both the Lok Sabha and Radye Sabha. Berring the
communist and other opposition parties were unable tb shere
the Government'es view that it was Isrsel that had escalated
the conflict with a view to avoid ocontroversisl statement
opposition lesders, took the initiative to meet the Prime
minister. But she was reluctent to chenge the draft that
she had prepared,;shh would not disclose the basis for her
oconclusion, that Isrsel hed escslated the sonfliot. ALl
members agreed thet India should play s positive role in
bringing smabout oessation of hostalities they agitated over

| the haste shown by government spokesmen including Prime Minieter,
in coming to oonclueion when even the security counsél and
Becretary General had nét bﬁen able to form e definite 1des.
This blaming without full information on one side India did
not contribute to the lessioning of the teasinue.34

The Prime Minister had no ghewer to this srgument and
ghe had 1little to may, when Prokach Vir Shestri asked her, if
President Naseer and his eoﬁntdrpar%e in tha.Arab Kingdoms had
not been prooclaiming openly that they had decided to obliteraté
Isrsel end in furthersnce of their objective, Egypt closed the
Gulf of Aqaba to Isrsell and other shipping claiming the Gulf
a8 an inland Wetar w8y . Aﬁﬁ what weas worse»Egypt had mounted
guns on one side of the Gulf to blokede Isrseli shipping.

President Nasser has declared that he will never acecept
co-gxisteance with Isrszel. According to him Isrsel 18 a child

54 . Swﬂra:!x 8y June 17 (196?)9 Pe 2s
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of U.8.A, and had been nurtured with the enormous wealth and
power given by that country - He has procleimed that if war
breaks out between the Arabs and Israel the war will extermi~
aateliarael and no other countrywill have the right to |
intervene and seve it. It seems President Nasser ham overlooked
the fact that he cannot tolerate the existence of Isrsel, he
cannot also claim to be a leader of the non-aligned country
which sdvocates his pesceful eo~exietenaas55 -Just as the
Vietnam war cleariy shows that communist North Vietnsm cannot
tolerate the existence of a non-communist South Vietnem ss ite
neighbour, 8o also the antl lerael stend of the Arad countries
led by Nasser shows that they cennot tolerate the existence of

a Jews State as their neighbour. DBut in the caese of Vietnen
there is no inconeistency beosuse all the Communists proclaiming
co-gxistence as a temporary measure #c¢ not hide their belief

that non-Communist nust ultimetely be exterminated in some way

or other. In the cése of Arsh countries mome of them claiming

t0 be votaries of non-aslignment and peasceful co-existence,

there 1s grsve in-oonsistency if they maintain that Israel has

no right to exist as avuaﬁiéne Peaceful go~existence with Ternel
is a test case for the Areb Frofession of peasceful cb—existenee.gﬁ
Ko doubt lersel aleo has the duty to remain a pesce loving
country by giving up any of her polioy that smack of expensionism
unfortunately Indis lIsreseli relations have been a week point in
the‘foreign polioy of the congress government. |

35. Swaragxg, S.G.Manipilll "Aradbs & Co-existence" June 17, ¢
197’!"6;

36. Swarajys, June 17 (1967), p. 6.
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Indien Anti—Iﬁréeli foreign policy seems %o be based on
two consideratione (1) Isrsel ies a Jewish State which does not
believe in pecularism snd deserves no encoursgement from India
(2) In the context of Indo-Pakisteni enimity Indis should tske
en Anti~Israell attitude in order to ?etaia Ared countries.
If only this, she has aligned herself with Anti~lsracli Areb
States she hae only betrsyed imconsistency with her professed
policy of peaceful co-sxistence. It is not too late for India
~ to meke a slight change in her attitude to Israel. A generous
attempt should be mede dy our leaders %o make the_Arabs respeot
the right of etistence of the Jewish State in West Aeta. It
will piave our poliecy of co~existence peccefully and will produce
useful international results. India as a mmember of U.N. is
bound by the charter not to 4o anything that would thwart the
practice of tolersnce among natxcne.v Noreover under Article 51
of our Constitution we as a nation should endevour to promote
international peace snd security hy'maiuteining Just and
honorsble relations between natione, If President Nascer nesne
what he seys about the extermination of Israel, Inéia which
claime to follow Gandhism in International Affairs cannot
support him in his viole#t venture if 1t 1s conceded that
Israel hes expentionas desires and the remedy for 1t ig given
in the U,N. charter - regional actions. The initial misteke of
the non-aligned countries is that they do not give sny
importance to regional srrangements asnd so in India. Arsd
anéd non-Areb States could have defended any of the neighbours
of lerael from aggression. That would have been better way



62

of facing west Asien pr§blem than the present polioy of
professing pesceful cosexistence, snd at the some time denying
the right of existence of Isrgel by threatening to interminate
it. -
' In a2 novel 1984 by George Oswell the tyrant fesling
unreeeonable hamper by the unvarying precision of words

ordered im a2 new language, tailored to his personal require=-
ments., The result was "Newspesk" e langusge where words could
be given any ﬁaaning at will dut 1984 1o atill 17 years away
and that for HMrs. Gandhi not soon enough so 'Newspeak' or some~
thing similer has been pressed into service to lend the
semblance of jJustification to a stond that is the direct
oontrediction of all the ldeals that the Government of Indias
has so loudly profenseﬂ¢37 The unthinking support to the
Egyptian claim to the right to seal international water ways

on the plea that they oonstitute her territorisl weters is
unfortunate. Assuming that U.A.R. claim 18 vslid in Inter=-
netional Lew -~ and this is far from certain -~ the principle of
selective closure of water ways one dislike its fraught with
danger to International commerce and pesace, In such anx event
one feels sense, Mrs. Gendhi would not be in such & hurry to
device specions juetificetion. The one single shred of
Justification for the aggressive acts of the U.A.R. is the
feported threst of Israel té take militery actions aghinst

‘37. Swersiya, 'Our ¥iddle East Polioy', A.K.Sen, June 24
(1967)' De 60



Syria in reprisal for sedbotage rasids by Arsd gurillas from
Syria. For identieal actc of ooverst infiltration end
aggrension in Kaghmir,Government of India sent ite army to

the gatee of Ishore., Pakistaen then hed for more reasons

than Syrié non to complein of aggreaaian.se Pakigton had not
aspired to destroy Indis nor attempted to blockade the Indian
coestline, How the Government of India's present stend in

the Middle Past orisis can be quared with 1te attitude in the
Kaghmir, Wer is something that is 1ao§plicabla in any lenguoge
of ‘Newspeak'.

Aocording to the Communist Party of India once agein
Prepident Naenser hae challanged the full might of with one
etroke electrified the whole Arab scene to such an extent that
even the reactionery regims of Saudi Arasdia Kuwait, Jerden heave
%o line up in a common Arsb front. They declared it a
imperialist intervention. This way Nasse® has rsised the
struggle of the Pelestine liberation army to a new level and
underlined the urgency of doing justice to the legitimate
demandes of the Paleatine Arsh refugees, but dy choosing directly
to confront Isreel and its imperial bgkers he has emashed in
one blow, The imperialist conspirascy of trying to divide the
Arabs by providing military sid to the most reactionery fuudal
rogimes in the region, in order to set them up as a military
alliance to'atand sgainst the force of Arsd nationaiiam,sg

38. Swaralye, June 24,(1967), p. 6.
39. New Age, "Vent Asian Crisis" (New Delhi) June 4 (1967) p.2.
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The Isleuic pect which embodies the western conspirasey has
received ite unceremonius burial. The 1967 is no longer 1956.
The ignomiocus defeat which met the very first attempt b& the
NATO members to maske Security Counoil ass a platform to condemn
the U.A.R. testifies to the iaeraéeeé gtrength of Afro-Asien
‘Solidarity snd of the forces of freediom and pesce, As a far as
the Gulf of Agaba Indis hos slways held that it 1s en Ared
inland sea under the joint sovereignty of U.A.R. Saudi Arsbis
and Jordan and the Israeli presence at the end of the Gulf ie
the result of ferontorial sgression, and is sn open violation
of U.N. reaoiutioae. Terael with Arab countries having a wer
from lest 11 yesrs has never complied with U,R@ roaoluticns.
The imperislist wént to hang or to their plunder in west Aeis
end this is the reason that they more build up all thege

years Israel es their gendarmeric in this regioa.40 ﬁe in
India cen only hall our Arad brothers for their flaiming
petriotism end couresge. And Prime Minister hae done well to
teke o firm stond on the wer. Not Indie's mission in world
affsirs but over our national interest also demend this stend.
It is however sntagonism that oven the S.5.P. and the P,.8,P.
Swatantrzs and Jane éang have taken exceptions to India's ntond.
Ve fully endorse Indla's Government stand to resﬁore pssce in
Viest Aaie.41 Terael's formal aocceptonce of ceasefire does not
wean that it hae resiled from sggreesion continues in very
presence, The sgfreseion has left no doubt that he will now

40. New Age, June 11 -(1967), p.6.
41, New Age, Juné 11, pmgm(1967), pege 6.



nake anothér foul did under the acver of cessefire and
"nego%iationa“»‘z This teriiter;ai expansion wholly 1llegal
has the full Backing of U.S.A. and other imperislist because
what passes into Isreel possessions becomes 1ndiraetly possession
of Anglo U.S. imperialism. They have also made it mown that
Ayud countries must recognise Isrsel before any settlement.
The Rightist circles are wing not only to pressurise the
Indian Government to give up its present stend dut also to
down-grade Soviet Union's friendship te?arae Indie. Z¥They are
pressing to that India must take what they esll 'a neutral
stend'. What 48 not always seen im that in 1956 1t was
imperialist powers Grest Britein, Frence who directly invaded
U.A.R. and long Isrsel waes & belligirent sccomplice and that
the U.A.R. wan wesk %o face an epuh ageression., Great
responeibilities have devolved on Indis whose friendship with
the U.A.R, has more then once stood on test fire. It ie
gratifing that Indle is being acclaimed in Ared countries for her
firm stend during the orisis. Deputy leader C.P.I. Hiren ¥
Mukherji C.P.I. extended full support to the governmente
efforts to secure the with~diaw1 of combatant forces to the
4th June position end to stand by the Arsbs in this hour of
their nead.43 He wag very critical of auggeatinhs that the
Government should sbendon its policy of friendship for the

Arabe because of the temporary military success of Israel.

42, New Age, June 18, (1967), p. 1.
43. 2P 1‘1 t, June 9, (1967): Ps 1
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He warned the Covernment agsinst being bamboozled by military
strength end allow the strateglcally important sree of Vest

Agis to pses under the control of imperislist powers.

GOVERNMENT'S STAND

External affairs minister M.C. Chagla defended Indiae's
policy of mon-alignment snd the Government attitude to the
Vest Asien orisie. Nr, Chagla expressed a sense of pride at
the contributions which Indre had been meking in Internationsl
effaire in the 20 years after independence snd referred to the
reiging of the Oporheidd issue at the U.N. He 8nid I heard
¥r. Nathpei apeeeh I aémirea %he-elaquehee the barked wit, the
poisoned dagger with whioh he tried to slab the prime minister
and my humdle self, end I sald to myself that these great
qualities might have been used for worthier ceuaepg' He should
have used these qualities to proise his country to fight the
enemies of thim country to point ocut the world how very often
India had been misunderstood. Mr. Chegla sald India was almost
the first country to propound the doctrine of non-glignment
"I think that the grestest contribution that J.Z.N. made to
politicial thought won the contribut's in regard to the
doctrine of non-alignment. At that time ours was a voice in
wilderness. Now the polarization of the world bYetween U.S.4,
and U.S.S5.R. wae cousing to en end, MNr. Nath Pei had eaid that
India'e influence wae at its vader at.preaent‘mr. Ghégla added
"I want to asesure that -India cen feel proud of the honour and

respect in which she is held." Other non-aligned countries
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worked up to India for guidance and Ieaderahip.44

AT THE Utﬂ-o -

Mr. Chegle also thet the U.N. had been "reduced to

| impotenoe".beeauée of Indie's gotion. "No eounfry haafﬁried

to uphold the dignity and the prestige of the U.N. more then
Indie. Even in last ecrisis U.N. ghowed the greatest

confidence in 1ndia.45 M. Gh@gla ebled that he éaawprové

from documentary evidence the propriety of the stepe taken

by India from time to time "in the Vest Asion ecrisis thet all
along we were trying to ask both parties to exercise rnetraiht."
Referring to ﬁhevforthsﬂming visit to the U.A.R., and Yugoelaevis
he said he was not resentful of the "unflattering things,®

gald by Naeth Pai about it becsuse the expected it of the
member. But he was surprised thaet Mrs., Vijaya Lakshmi paendit
shall have eald the same things. "I am reslly surprised end
pained thet she, with her vast imowledge of diplomscy of
International affairs should have said that I should not go to
gather wisdom from President Nasser and Prébidant Ti%o, but

- they should come here to gather wisdom from ue,"

We have often heen t0ld why dont we keep quiet, Mr, Chagla
aadaﬁ "let us not torget thot Indis 1s a member of the Seourity
Council 1t has got to review and pass judgments on world evente,
Faxtew Is 1t suggested thet 28 a member 0f,€he Seocurity Council
1t should teke no notice of what is happening in different
parts of the world?

44, Patriot, July 19 (1967), pege S.
45, Pa.ttiot; July 19 (1967), page 5(
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Mr. Chegle disputed the ergument of Mr. Maseni, that

- India was isolated end hed lost its influence beceuse of ite
Vest Asian policy, and seid ~ o large body of world public
opinion had supported the nén-alignmsut vresolutions before
U.N. Genersl Assembly on west Asis. He also ridiculed the
comparision of the Arab Iarael.with Indo~Pak hoptalitiee aond
sald it would mesn asccepting Pakistsn propgganda that Indils
committed eggression on it. | B |

| He alao took the opportunity of defending his much
eriticized first statement in Parliement in which he had sald
"The creation of Isrsel se given rise %o tension between
Isrsel and the Arsbe.” Mr. Chagle said this was the factusl
statement and sny one who knew the history of Middle Eest end
the feelings of Arabs rouaéd by creation of Isrsel would
reslise it., But that 414 not mesn India 41d not recognise

Israel.46

Mr. Chegle ssid 1% was not Indie's view that other
motters 1ike navigation of the Suez canal, the Gulf of Agabe
and recognition of Israel should not be discussed dut "firet
thinge came first."’ Mr. Chagla reiterated that 1% wes of .
utmoet importance that there should de withdraswl of Ierasell
iroops from Arsh ferritories. Nr. Chegla mainteined that
I&éia*a policy was on West Apia - both in consonance with
what wae right, with jJustice and with our national 1n$ereata.
Mr. Chagle s8id 1% was wrong also to suggest that our
forelign policj woe evolved on the basis of personal friendship

47. Ibiad,



69

for inetence the friendship between Nehru end Ngsser.

: The reasson why India stood by Nasser and "stonds by him"
was that he represented the forces of pragrese, gocialiem,
non-glignment and Nathpai question that are Saudi Arsbie and
Jorden progressive to this Chagla ssys that the exis formed
againat India by Saudi Arsbias, Jorden Turkey, Irag ond
Pokistzn., President ﬁéaaer 1s opposed to Muslinm fanacliciam.
Therefore 1% it is in intereat‘of India to support end
strengthen the cause of which President Nasser stonde,

Thue giving suswers t¢o oppesitions. He eaid that
fhough there are many msm mis-understandings in sctually

government stond wae based on reamson and right judgment.

At O St i St



CHAPTER FIVE

WORLD RE-ACTION

On Monday June 5 the world awoke to find Israel at war
with her Arad neighbours. Acrose the Atlantic the news broke
at a loss convenient hour for those involved in the crieie.

It was 2.50 a.m. when Valt Rostow President Johnson's specisl
Agaistent for national security affeirs wes roused by the white
house duty officer. A4t 4.30 g.m. Rostow by then established

in the eitustions room at the white house woke the President.

Soon after the dawn the Rumsian teletype machine in the
pentagon begen to chatter printing out cyrillic characters
which were immedistely trenslated snd relsyed to the White
House situations room on another machine. It was a memcage
from the trenilin, Officials were tsken by surprise -~ for
this wpe the firet use of the hot line since ite inetallation
in Auguet 1963 following the cubsn missile orisis. During the
course of the week a dozen messsges were t¢ be exchanged
Koaygin wanted Johnson to know that Ruosis wae egeinst war in
the Middle East and would not intervene 1f the U.S. soted
similarly; and Kbéygin hinted that the two super powers
might work together to reetore peaoe. |

At 5.55 om press eearetary George chrietiau relessed tho
first white house statement on the wart It eaid -

"The U.5, will devote all 1its energies to bring about
ond end to the fighting and a new begining of progress to

assure the peace and development of the entire area. Ve osll



8

upon all parties to supgért the security council in bringing
about an immediste ceasefire." At B.15 a.,m. Rusk, YeNamere
Rostow and Christan were present with Johnson at the first
policy meeting. I[hey aisenssed the posaibili&y of co-
operating with the Soviet Union to bring asdout a cesse-five,

At o mid-day briefing the state department prees
Secretary Robert NMedoskey &eelaﬁed_thaf the U.S. would be
"neutral in thought word and deed". The statement was
inepired by Rusk and Rostow snd he checked with boiMoghem
' before he mede 1t. But it violently entagonized the Jewish
community end memy U.S. politiciens; and Johnoon soon
realized that a political blunder had been msde. later in
‘the ofternoon of the first day, reporters were asking
whether NoCloskey's statement on neuntrslity meant an
absndonment of Isrsel. Johnson ealled in Rusk bdriefed him
and eent him to make a fresh declaration desoribing the U.S,
a8 "non-belligerent" Rusk stated - "I want to emphasize that
any use of this word "neutral” which.is a great concept of
international law, i not sn expression of indifference end
indeed. Indifference is not permitted to us because we
have a very heavy obligation under the U.N. Charter, and
espacially as one of the pornaneat’membere of the security
council to do every thing we can to maintainm internationsl
peace and aecurity."

Of oourse from the start tot the finish everyone
inoluding Ruesia, Egypt and Iersel knew that the U.S5. would



never sit 1dly by 1f it were to be a question of the
destruotion of Isrzel. ‘

Thus in the U.S8.A, where the medis of mese communication
and particularly the big chains of newspapers form e powerful.
pressure group because of their economic economic and politicsl
position the préas was by aend large pro~Isrmel, For the
highly combustible situation that errupted suddenly in the
Middle East, the "Arsb provocetion® in genersl and President
Noeser's 'aggressive' attitude in psriiculsr, wes held
recponsible by the Americen press. Although it 41é not
econdomn President Nasser as a warmonger, he was, however
held responsible for the withdraswl of UNEFP and the Aquaba
blockage. According to 1t, the President wes in seorch of
bogeye to Biywed divert the attention of his peoplg and it
waa toward off the oriticism of hie domestic and inter-
national policies thet he launched upon such an adventiurous
course spot lighting the situation in the U.A.R. on the eve
of the eurrent»crieia The New York Times (weekly review)
wrote on May 25, 1967 that Naaser.

f..0s.Was goting from weskness. His politicsl edifice
had been erudbling eround him, hie domestic ecbnomy was in
Ahambles his troops were tied down in s seemingly endless
war in Yamen and his prestige had déte:iorated in the Arad
world to the point where his fees in the Arsd world taunted
him shout hiding behind the U.Neecss .7 .

The U.S. press conld not remain oblivious of the U.S.
intereasts in the Middle Egst fully aware of her stakes in
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the survival of Israsel as a falithfd ally, the press in the
U.8. followed & cesutions approach, trying to aoﬁnael
moderation so that statuas quo in the region could be mein-
teined. The reason for this approsch was thst the §.S.
wag alteaﬂy having her hands full with the Vietnam wer and
therefore was not in a position to intervene decisively in
the West Asien crisis. The press for this reason urged the'
necessity of "delicate diplomeoy dirscted towards the twin
objectives of protecting vitsl interests while seving the
fooes gll arouna.1 To schieve these objectives the
Americen press suggested two alternmatives. First was to
get the security council sdopt a strong rescolution asking
the U.A.R, to 1ift the blockege of Agqaba. If such a
resolution or itg implementation failed s wes feared in
view of the Soviet Union's stand snd Nasser's non-gcooperstion
the second alternative could be the direct intervention by
the maritime powers including the U.S, to achieve that
objective. A sense of urgency was also demanded beceuse
"an Igreeli action would be ineviteble unless the U.N. or
the worlds major maritime powers prevent the cloeing % of
'the gult.g Hegnwhile Isrsel waes praised for the restraint
she was displaylng gnd was asked %o maintain i¢.
Provocation by the Arabs and the Russian "miscsloula-

~tions" were held mainly responsible for war that eventually

quoted in "International Hersld
June 9 (1967).

2. The New York Time, I.H.T. Mpy 27-28, 1967,




broke out Israsel was ssaured thet her destruction wonld nét

be permitted in any caee3

but at the same time she was asked
to stop fighting as early as possible. It was fesred that

too much of the Arab humiiiation.at the hsnde of Isrpel would
only worsen the situation. Arsb charges sbout the Anglo-
American intervention in the form of air cover for Iarael‘s
attaock were forecefully rebutted. O1il embargo ageinast the
western countries by the Arsbs énd aleo shapping of diplomatic
ties with the U.S.4. and the United Kingdom were referred fu
as evidence to substantiate the contention.

Americen prese counselled moderation to Isrsel which
had come decisively victorious out of the war and tried to
appesr reasonable to Aréba.‘ It asked Israel to asccommodate
the justifiable and understendable anxieties, frustrstions
and humilisticns of the Ared pssts It told the Arabs %o
recognise Israel's existense before demanding complete
withdrawl of the latter's fbrcee.e The Washington Post
however approved the Israeli idea of sn autonomous "Arsbs
Paleatine” on the west bank of thé Jorﬁeﬁ river. The press
also asked Arabs to be united not to fight Israel dut eccept
1t o8 a fact of life and work for mutual development end

7

prosperity’ in the interest of permanent peace in the region.

3. Vashington Evening Ster, I.H.T., June 7, 1967.
4. Ygehington Daily News, I.H.T., June 12, 1967,
5. Washington Post, I.H.T., June 9, 1967.

6. Atlenta Constitution, June 12, 1967.

7. New York Times, June 3-4, 1967, ’
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For the disturbance of the peace in the regioa the
partial responsibility was laid on the U.N. Its mistekes in
withdrawing U.N.E.F. was deplored and 1te ingction and
weakness in dealing with Aquaba blockede was criticised.
However 1te utility as a forum for 'private’ and 'delicate
diploﬁaoy' wag not questioned,

As regardes the resction of U,5.8.R., in Ebacow the
news of the war broke at 10.47 a.m. Moscow time, All day
after the momentous amouncement., The Soviet Redio énd newe
asgencies were scousing lersel of aggression sgainst U.A.R.
Later that night Tass reported that the "Soviet government
had condemned Israeli sggression and had demanded that Iersel
cease hostiiitias.a It sald that the Soviet Government
reserves the right to tske sll the steps that may be
necegsitated by thg aituation;g American press was of the
oplaion that "Kremlin wante to aveld war % so cioaa to its
n10

door steps Even then it was the Ruesisn srme eid and

‘moral aupport ﬁhich ensbled the Arabs to misunderstand snd
miscaloulate the whole aituation, neverthedess in the opinion
of the western press the crisis in west #sia short of actual
war wes in Russisn interest. ~ According to ¥inneapolis
Tribune: "The prefabriceted orisis is Just what Russia wente.
It puts the U.S. over a barrel in the Middle East at & time

when 41ts attention haz been concentrated on Vietnem, 1t

8. Raudolphs Vinston's Churchill, The Six Day VWar,

9. Ibid, page 149.
10. I.H.T., June 2, 1967.
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embarremeen ﬁh& Prench and further weskess British influence
in the sree and it pute Egypt in 2 etrong position to convert
the Red sea into s Russian lake.” |

Soviet Union's attempt to save the situation for the
Arabs in the wake of the June events by convening the speoisl
emergency seasion of the U;N..Geaeral gssemdly ocame under
heavy fire. ¥r., C.5L. Suez berger in his enalysie of the
Foreign affairs of June 19, 1967 called this as an ettempt
to come. Out of the self dig pit". The Chicego Tribune
desoribed Mr. Kosygin's speech in genersl Assembly Emergency
session as "Sterile ond pedestrion performance «...
unlesshing garbage caw full of typical soviet hypoorisy
propogenda, sour graps and pure invention."

The question "who lost as o result of the wary the
U.5.8.R. or the U,8.A.? The majority held that it was
U.S.S.R. which loet in the orisis of her own creation.
Suggestions were thrown to the effect that it wae high time
for her %o review her Middle Esst policy. GSome of the News
pepers like Baltimore Sun however thought that after the war
1% wes édmerica which was "being vilified by the Arab states,
whose ffiendehip and goodwill 1t has tried to cultivate ....
(end .... has esrned a measure of Akeptioism if not
mistrust®'Z in Iareel.

The British Government's reecction af”fhe situation

in theMiddle East wes very close to its smerician counterpart.

11, Yashington Post, June 10-11, 1967,
12. ‘I.HITQ’ Juﬂe ‘4’ 1967¢




Dealing with the forces that were opersting behind the smoke
scieen of erieis, the Guardien cérried an article by ¥ictor
‘Zora on June 1, 1967, according to which:

"The conflicting intereste in the Middle East 1nvolv1ng
the nationalint powers and the monarchies the oil compenies,
the Arsb refugees, the Suez canal, western ieaaea and the
like meke a highly inflamadble mixture.”

. The withdrewl of the U,N.E.F, and the 'Gulf Blockegde'
were viewed as a caloulated plece of '‘Nosserite intronsigence”
by Britieh press.'> It however advocated a policy of delicate
diplomacy including the involvement of the Interngtionsl
court of justice and an_adequate'actien by the maritime
powars in order to open the gulf, In pursuance of the latter
the British press went a head and acked the western powers to

. test the blooade by e physiocal demonstration and even the show
of strength if need be.14' Isreel's reatraint was appreciated

and ghe was asked t0 maintein it. In cese she failed the

press warhed that Israel would "take on the reeponeikilit&

of aggreasion and lose the diplomatic support they now rely cn.’s

The British resction was to defend Israsl. They defendead
even after the sotual war broke out om Sth June. The deily
Teleggagh ( 6 June ) held the "original act of belligerence ...
and ... no help in countering that sct either from the U.N.
or from the west" sgolely responsible for the war, The Times

| 1%. "Ineight, The war gave that went wrong" The Sunday Times,
(London) 28 Moy, 1967.

14. The Times,(London) 1 June 1967.
15. Ihid.
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was 1little objeetive to inolude "the war plens of Israel”
besides the Arsb intrensigence arme sale by the gr&at'pawers
and the 1netrectivénaae of the U.N.," to ghare the responsibi-
1lity. The Arad cherges of Anglo Americen intervention were
promptly refuted and the "0il blsokmail” was strongly
condemned, It was th@aght that the oi1l etoppage wouldm notA
heve any immediate effeect on Britain snd U.5.A. rather it
would cause a positive loas of revenus to the Argd states
themselves thou ite long term implications might make Britein
and U.5.4. uneaay.’ﬁ In the interest of permenent peace in
the region the British prese demanded s definite internstional
‘guarsntee thagt Arsbs would let Isreel exist. A sort of ired
Israsel peace treaty prior to the complete withdrewl of the
Israell forces from the Arasb territory was concidered as the
best solutions by the Gﬁardiaﬂ of 8 June. For the pame
objective of stabilizing pesce in the region, The Times in
the f.n. demanded an amicable solution of the refugee problem
and asked. Israecl and the internstional community as e whole
to accommodate genuine Arab anxieties regarding Jordan. |

At the U.N. Rugeia sought to condem Israél.aa the
aggressor while Britain and U,S. preferred to meke a straight
forward and urgent call for cesse~fire. But although the
three major powers moved along predictshle lines of poliey,
the fourth major power France surprised all the politiecel

pundits for the first time in recent ymara-17

16, Guprdian (Manchester) 7 June 1967.

17Q ehmhill RcSowfo‘So" TheSix Da? W Ty P ’500
The Times (London), 7 June June""é%“g"1 . ‘



It was expected thet she would éupport Isrgel. In
the past che has done No: in faot Israel's Adr Force was
composed of french-built air eraft. When the news of the
war reached Paris. French public opinion resoted with
spontaneocus expressione of sympathy with Israel. Even the
traditionelly anti~Semilie extreme »ight become passionate
Zoiniet overnight., Veterans of fhe "Keep Algeria Prench®
Campaign paraded boulevard charting "Isrsel will vanquish"
to the same ihythmie beat sp they once shouted "Algeric
Franceise", Inspite of these demonstrations for Israel the
'rrench' government decided to preserve n studied s.ﬂene‘e;
De Gaulle announced that 'Frence's ties with Israel were less
important then Fronce's long term and carefully nurtured
interests in the Middle'Eaaﬂa If these were not to be
endangered France had to meke a display of neutrslity. In
faot De Gaulle war displeased beceuse /Ehan on his way through
Parie had disregarded De-Gaulle's advice not to toke initiative.

The french position wes ably summed up in the BRC.TV
progremme, The Vorld Today, by Edwerd Seblier, a leading french
political commentator on Jume 7. |

"There 18 no doa'bﬁ that there 1e nothing in common now
between the position adopted by the present Government and |
~ the lMollet. glvernment in 1956....... there is a growing
difference between-the oold~-blooded position edopted by the
De Gaulle government end the very pessionate position adopted

18. Ibid, p. 150
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by 90% of the french people in faovour of the freedom to line
ofTercel." 2 | o
In efteet‘da-ﬁaalla'e neutrality was modified by the
proviso that he would oppose the coﬁntry which had'aifacked.
first. 4s 1t was not then olear who hed fired the first ghot
this declarastion was on a per with many others that have
fallen from the enigmatic lips of the President. French
aoticn was oriticised by the New Statesmen which termed
Genersl de-Gaulle's stend as an expression of "utmost
cynieism".ao There was some oritigism of the attempts by
the U.S.,4, and the Soviet Union to by-pase Europe and
particularly U.K. in their enxiety to solve the West Asian
erisis within the realm of their hegemony in the region.
(25 June) that
"imerice and Rupeie really rule the world. While fhay g0

Ronald Payere wrote in the

on with the game of trying to force the other's arm down on
the table the rest of us can do nothing but hope and tolk.”
Contrary to the offioial French policy of strict
neutrelity in the crieis the large section of the french
press followed the attitude adopted by the British and U.S,
press. Nevertheless the pro-Gaullist view was also represented.
The former section termed the offieial policy of neutrnlity as
the "policy of rupture with the west.21
Another paper la Figaro (Paris) published an ertiocle

19-0 Ibm{
20, IuﬂoTtg 24-25 June 1967.
21. I' Aurore (Paris) 27F June 1967,
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by Raymond Aron wherein he described de~Gaulle's policy as a
poliey of "indifference to the ideologies and to the internal
ragionm regimes of the otates ... and gaid thet "the peversel
of alliances was anachronistio.>2 Taking cudgles on bshalf
of De-Gaulle Jean Claude servan schreibre replying to Joseph
Alsops artiole which oritieised french poliey in Middle Eest
wrote on 28 June that it was in Praonce's national iatereat
to adopt a neutrel att®ude in the erisis. He held that "
"relntions between underdeveloped oil producing countries and
the Vest will not be improved stubbornly keeping to a coloniel
style polioy.” IThe Is Nation (Paris) aleo eew the "efficacy
of Franoe's role in the bringing of a pesce settlement in the
Middle Eaat.23 The European papers were divided in their |
gttitude on Vest Aaia.24 Aceordingly the french poiiay;was
viewed differently by them. A Danish peper The Information
held that France wans the only major western nation that hed
the trust of the new countries.2” The Italian paper
"Corriere della Sers" (Milen) described Nasaei as the
“Creature of five and mud" like Hit1er" »

One thing which was worth noticing in the European
Press was thet it wae more European than Western., It deplored

the game of ouper powers in Niddle Esst in whioh both Europa

22, I.H.P., July 8-9,1967.

23, I.H.T., July 1-2, 1967. -

24, Article by Frank Gilee in The Sundsy Times, 25 June, p.6.
25. I.H, T« 23 June 1967,
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and the U.N. were left unconsulted. VWhereas the 'Ia Nation'
only @emanded the 1nc1ﬁeion of Europe, fhs Middle east and
Chine" in the super power consultations on Middle Epst". The
 Combat (Peris) emphaticslly esserted thet U.,K. and France
with their guperior knowledge of the problems of the Neer
Egst were dound to play a more eignificant role in the E West
Asian orteis.?® the L' Ossernatore Romeno' of vactican in its
c¢lassical prophetic atyle conveyed the bibliesl messaege of
peace which has "universal value and aigaifieaﬁea5 to all the
direct end indivect victims of the war. The West German wae
pro=-lesrael decsuse of "its own particular guilt feelinge
gbhout the Jews" except one right wing‘mnnch paper.27

There was complete unity and singleness ©f purpose in
Soviet press's approach towardes Vest Asisn Crisis. According
to 1t the developments in Vest Asia were largly due to the
desire on the part of the U.S,A. and U.K. %o extend and
strengﬁh&n imperinlism snd neo-colonialism in the region.
041 and other interests were the force behind the deﬂire.ga
To schieve these objectives wrote Parsvads "The U.S, imperiamlists
ruling circles of Isrsel and Arhb reaction sre stoging a new
plot to suppress national liberation struggle of Arad people.
This the paper thought was evident from Washington's Qdootrine
of 'Local conflicte' end small wars of which in Vietnam was a

parallal.zg

26, 1.H.P., July 1-2, 1967.

28.'?13&&" Commentary by Viktor Meyersky: New & Views from
oviet Union, Vol. XXVI, No.115, June 5.

29, Ibid, 23 Mav. 19R7.
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To substontiate these eeﬁtentions, the Russlan press
quoted the pieaense of the American sixth fleect in the
Mediterraneen and its "movements towerds Enst se an Evidence.BO
The efforts to open the Gulf bloekage by the U.5, & ¥ U, K. in
co~operation with the maritime powers were critioieea.31 Tﬁo
Americen dreft recolution in security council for an appeal to
all oides to displey "speciel restraint” was éaacriheﬁ as
‘hypoorisy'. The press held the view that Israel was a party
in this imperialist conspirscy énd was working im coalition
with her U.S. and British mesters, On their behealf and to
fulfil her own similer objectives Isrsel indulged in
fprovocative military perade, and "hellicose statements”
directed ageinst éraba.32 ‘For this reason the Russisn Press
was more oritioal of the U.8.A, & U.K. than Iasrasl. The stand
of the Arabs sgeinet this 'imperialist conspiracy' was just
snd morsl according to the Soviet press. The content anelysis
of the Boviet Press's opinion on Middle Epat indicates two
types of Soviet interests in the sres declardd and the other
imélicix, The implicit interests can be traced into the
repeated mention in the Press of a link between U.S, action
in Vietnem and her designs in ¥iddle Neet. Perhaps the
Soviet Union wented to force the U.S,A. by thus embarrassing
it before the world public opinion, thus to relent her on the

Vietnsn issue.

30. Igvestia Commentary by Nikolai Polyganov, June 2, 1967.
31. Provads, News & Views , 5 June 1967,
32, Izvestia, 'Dangerous ecourse’, Newa & Views, 19 Mgy 1967,
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The Soviet Prese in view of these intereste reminded |
Arebs of Russien'e earlier friendly gestures and emphatically
apsured the same in the future. The need for this assertion
became imperetive with the emergence of a taeiing after the
war among the Arabe that Russia had let them down, Izvestia
warned before the war broke out that "those who commit an
aggression will meet not énly with the United strength of
the Arab states but also the resolute reeiateuae from the
Soviet Undion and all peace loving countries. After that the
"treacherous attack of Isrmel's srmed foraes® waz condefmed
by Preveda ae absolutely unjustified and prodatory end of '
piratic » nature". Israel was accused as the "permsnent
violater of pesce in the Middle East.">> It was asked where
are Isrgel end ite patrons going? How will fhe State of
Isrpel line in future with a more populous resourceful bhut
hostile world eround it.>? ,

Baoides criticizing the U.8, imperianlism, worde were
not minged to condemn the "petty burgeoin adventurism’ and
'big power chauvimem" of Red Chinsg. Ghiﬁose offer of arme
and other assigtsnce to the Aradbs was interpreted by the
Russian Press as an utter abourdity"and the Arabs were asked
not to take serinusly,35 The Soviet FPress supported the
stend of the TFrench Preaident De Gsulle who was trying %o
free the Vestern Europe from American tuﬁlage. And for

3%. Izvestis, on the decieion of the C.P.S5.U., 25 June 1967.
34. Izvestin, Fews & Views, 11 June, 1967. |
35. Izvestia, Commentary by V.Petrov, 23 June 1967.
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this Prance was assured a sincere end friendly understanding
from the Russian people.35 |

President Tito happened to be in Viena on June 5. He
was an 0ld friend of Colonel Nasser and he made 1%t plain that
he regarded Isrsel as the aggressor. He was the firet
Communist statesman So comment on the out break of hostilities.
He pledged full support fof the Apradb oountriéa in'their *ijust
confrontation' with Israel. Hie pest friendship with Nasser
stommed from the mid 50's when an attempt waso made to form an
alli:auoe of non-aligped fonrs including Indis, Yugoslavia and
Egypt. |

Eleven other Arsb countries rellied to Nsseer's support
thet Monday: Jordan, Syrias, lebsnon, Iraq, Saudi Arabia,
Kuwalt, Algeria, Horeceo,'?émen.'sudan and Junisia., Of these
countriee the only one which from the out set vigorously
joined battle with Israel wge Jordsn. Drawn into oonflict
ageinst his will by the pressures of the Arsb world King
Hussain snd his army played en honoursble part. He fought
promptly snd with tenacity. Syria thevmost malevolent towards
Israel of all the Arab countries, did little in the first two
or three days ap arf from firing acroas the border; but a
fierce vengesnoe was inflicted on her at the enda,>? King
Teisal of Saudi Arabie sent a messege of support to Nasser.

Meoca Radio gaid that Ssudi Arshien troops had entered Jorden

36. ggavadg, (editorinl) 29 June 1967, I.H.T.
37. Churchill, R.S5,/Vinston's, The Six Day Wor, page 151.
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"$o fight on the eide of our Arsd brothers".38 In Kuwait the
~ Amir Sheikh Saebah proclaimed a ‘defensive war between Kuwalt

and Zionlet gangs in occupied Palestine. The Amir said !'The

hour of secrifice has come'. Before the out breek of war he

had already sent & detechment to Egypt which hed been posted

for the apecial defence of Bharm-el-Sheikh.

A review of the Indisn press shows that by ané large the
press oplgion was pgainet the officisl stond of the government
of Indim. Becides the realization that Egypt would deliberately
~ provéke Israel. The Indian Press disepproved formers demand
to withdraw the U.N.E.F. and the blokade of the Gulf of Aqabda.
It was held that the demand for the withdrawal of the U.N.E.F.
not only indlceted President Hageer's desire to vindipate his
theoretical rignkut bohind it was the understanding of the
situation that his solemn pledge to g0 to war with Israel in
retaliation agginstvan attock on Syris by Isrsel would not be
fully oredible as long as the U.N.E.F. was around. The Hyndu
(maarés,tg Moy 1967) therefore desoribed U.A.R.'s request ae
fraught with grave cochsequences" and the'viaw'ﬁaa-enéoraed
by most of the Indian prees. The legal aspect of the Aqaba
blockade was not diseussed in detoils in the Indian Press. |
Nevertheless the importence of the gulf blooksde in respect to
the Isreel's economy eopecially its oilvimporta end trade with

reost African snd Asian countries wae fully emphaeised.39 In

38. Ibid, page 152.
39. The Hindu, 20 Mey, Times of India, 23 May 1967.
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view of this the question whether it was in the interest of
peace gnd atobility in the ragien to olose the Gulf in
emphatic No.1. Writing on this aspect of the 'Gulf 1asue' the
'Té¢mes of Indis' wrote on 8 June "whether or not U.A.R. claims
to sovereignty over the 8Gulf of Aqabs are finally susteined
the obligation in pesce to maintéib 1t a8 e free watorway is
undeniadble.” When war started in VYest Asis these two sets of
President Nasser - the U.N.E.F, withdrawl end the Gulf
blockade were egingled out as provocstion to Israel which
forced the latter to open fire.4° Consideradbly vocal
opposition was roised ageinet the closure of the Sueg csnal by
the U.A,R. Reseniments were voiced that the olosure was
cauning haréahip to Indin Pakistan and Ceylon. India was the
worat sufferer becaupe the closure deleyed the food shipments
bouné for India. In view of this the U.N. security council's
resolution for stationing the U.N. observers in the aresc was wwx
welcomed as 1t was beginning towards the opening of the ocansl
and leseening the tension in the araa.41 The Indian resotion
towards orisls was pro-Arab more than Arsbs themselves,
Patriot, which earlier justified Npasser's demand for the
U.N.E.F, withirawl end Blocks@e held ‘Anglo American
ocongpiracy' end the impeprialist ambitione of Isreel respinsible
for out bresk of wara42 Pgkistan reaction towards orisis was
pro-Arab, The Ppkistan Times writee "Pakistsn end Muelims all

over the world heve supported the Arads not decause they are

40. Indien Express, 10 July 1967.
41. Indien Express, %¥ 12 July 1967.
- 42, Patriot, (New Delhi), 8 June 1967.
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Arabs or decpuse Russia and China are supporting them dut
beceouse they ere Muslims," The tendency of describing the
whole affair ss a tunel between the western end eastern
blocks and between this race and that ia deplorable thie will
not lead the Arabs anywhere®. _

is every orisis does, the Vept Asian Crisis polarised
varied economic end political intrests of the world oemmuaity.
Thou it is difficult to analyse the motives of these resctions
two trends were clearly visible, The support for Isrsel came
from rich industrslised non~communist world end Aradb stand
wao backed by non-capitsliete, socialists non-zligned end poor
emerging nations. FRictions were, however, there and the two
of them -~ Prance and Rumsnis were glaring examples of non-
conformism, Thus according to thetr inherent political

systems each country reascted towards the orieis in its own way.

P
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CONOLUS IO

Keeping in view the Indian'ataaa towards Vest Asien
Crisis, 1t oan be concluded, that the relationship of the
interwar years which oreated e deep sense of fellowship and
unity of purpose.amcng the peoples of the two areass is atill
continuing. Since independence India and the leading Arad
countries realized that there destnies were linked together
by facts of Geography, Culture and psst history, no lese then
by the grim reslities of International politics,

Vhen in July 26, 1956 Precident Nasser ennounced the
netionalization of the Suez Canal Gompaéy, many Vestern
Governmente reacted infavourably to the decisioh, The
Government of India declored that 1t was not a disinterested
party, becesuse it igs a user of the w#ter‘way snd 1ts economio
life and development was also affected by thedispute., Hence
the Government wae then interested in averting e oonfliot.
India eaid thet the settlement of the problem could be only
on the bsaain of the govereignty and dignity of Egypt. |

In the recent orisis the stend of the Government of
Indla a:ouaad opposition and criticiem in the country and
ebroad. The Government's policy wes opposed by meny politicsl
partiees and individuale. It wao naturzl because of several
developmente in the Vest Asia iu.partiaular and the World in
genersl in the year preceding the 1967 conflict. The world

balance of power under went a certain change; the relationship
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between the couniries of West Asia slso witnessed gome change .
India's relgtions with the parties to the conflict are
concerned, could not remain constent. Sinc;'the last confliot
in 1956, Indis herself had been a party to Indo-Pakistsn and
Ihdb-éhiua conflict. While determining India's policy toward
the Arab countries many Indien's wanted to consider the
attifude of the Arabrdountries“tawarde confliete to which
India was a party. In short though the sttitude of the
government of India towards the 1967 conflict remeined more
or less the gome am in 1956, the attitude of a lorge section
of public opinion became less sympathetic towards the Arad and
thus more helpful to Israel. |

Ag we have seen, in the initisl phase of the conflicet
India tried té solve the problem. And for this purpose she
spoked on behelf of non-aligned netions snd puted many
resoluticns, 8Six point peace plan and non aligned countries
resolution was put before the security couneil., Vhen on the
request of U,A.R, the Secretsry Genersl gave orders for
withdrwl of the U.N.E.P., eriticism of Secoretary Genersl's
p rompt ection were heard from various quarters. They
nmaintoined that groater delay might have contributed to a
reduction o6f tension in the arez, Secretary Genersl defended
hie sotions and argued that any peace keeping operetions
were dependent both in law and infact on the coneent of the

host state, he also emphasized the distinction between o
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pesce keeping operation and an enforcement sction under
chapter VII of the Charter.Government of India's stand and
attitude towards the withdrswl was somewhat on the aide of
the Seoretary General, India was eoméletely in pgreement,
both an legsl and practical grounds, with U.Thant. Indie
etood for the restoring of peace. India elso planned to
ask security council to give a call for cesse fire. Indien
delegate Mr. Chagle went to represent Iﬁdia in U.F. Genersl
Assembly, Prime Minieter Igdira Gandhi held that Isrsel
was responsible for escalating the pituation and was
responsidble to keep world pesce im a grave peril, Here
Indis 414 not favour the sctions of Iersel. India supported
Arabs but, it can be snid that India's efforts were towards
s solution of pesce in West Asia.

Mr. Chegla's speech in the U.N. Assemdly cleared
further India's views. He made known India's view regsrding
ceasefire U.N,E.F, withdrewl and the legel status of Gulf of
Aqaba. Here also the attempt was to defend the action of
Seoretary Generale | |

In the post confliot period, Indis took the view that
after cessefire it took a little time to realige that Isrsel
had bdecome the strongest power in Near Middle East. It was
said that the vietory of Isrsel.not only represent a massive
defeat of Arsb world but also of the Arab world. Here
Nasser in Indian mind csme to represent the spirit of

national eelf repect unbending to western pressure. But
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India's stend was severely oriticized by opposition parties
and was termed 'Pro Arab’; It was stated that the choice of
words were not proper, they could have been avoided. Here
Arabs sttitude towards Pskistani war wes slso brought into
account and it was deﬁanded, that we ought to adopt the seme
line of action.

In this context world remction was also ¥aken 1ﬁto
gcoount. How the westernland oéatern. the two blocks
reacted. How they realized that they have to take into
account the fact that Isrsel had become the strong power
in Middle Egst. Put their effoﬁte were also to brimg adbout
a permanent solution of the problem. Thus it cen be ssld
thaet India oritiéieed the action of Israel as aggreasive,
but the effort of India was towards reiaxiug‘tenaiou and
bringing about a peéaeful solutions of the West Asien

problem.

LR
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