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Union.· th€l internat;i~h~l 13y~t$rn has b~em pp~fi$i$d frqtq a 

bipolar World to a, tnUlti}?olar VIOltf.d with th~ t}rtited stat4~~ 

as the Ptedominant Wotld power, -~¢·P~M th~ two Wbtl~ w~, •. 
'the end o! Cold War ar+o tpe dis~olt>H::ipp of tl'l~ soviet 0'p).pf1 

are t:lie mcst itttportc.q1t events ih t~~ w<:>rid Pdtitic$ ~ !t h~~ 

infiu~;tid~d artd coht:im-loU.s1y :in~11-l$lP.~itj.S,l ~v~ry il:idtion ~p:~ 
' 6 

woJ,~tids~ 

pop~l~~ qem,ocracy in the world, I~pia's ~elatio~s with oth~~ 

qountrH~s, especiaLl-Y with unite$ $tate:s, is r>;q,t out: of tpis 

· far reacping upheaval in th~ ~lbh~i ~ystem, 

Ip this oonte¥t, I paVe trie4 ~~ best t9 UI1derstand th~ 

chapgin~;J mobd of the 1\.merica.n po)..itt:l' mak!3rs towards Sot.J,th 

Asia ahd notably to Irtdia. the Very constraint of tndo-bS 

:tcelatiq:h$, i.e. the cbifta:lntnertt of Comtnupism put~ti,¢d by t:h~ 

United States $ihce th~ World war II ahq Iriqia'$ triepd$hip 

With th,e Soviet U:qion, ha,E.l ei1cled 1 Now :f.t is qpite 

expect~ble that thes$ tWo gia~t demQdracies will come olos~ 

t<:;> each other. 

respecta~le poSition~ in th~ wotl~ ah~ ~h~ir ~ssumed role ~n 

(:tl I). 
r I''" 



the i~t~rn~tioQal P¢1itios b~~-m~ tthe ~~1br hutdle~ ~h 

makin~ a goo~ te~a~iohship o~tweeri tpes~ two count~~~$ 1 

when ~~htinuDtis pt~~QUr~ qp ~~~1. ~d ~~Wh the NPrt~ ,, 

Prolif~t~tic.m tr~.aty qpd tt\:i qp~~ ~~~ ~i:!-rlc~t eq:-e on~ f.h~ 

teoent tis ~olicy hot ~o aJ,.lqW tt14~~ to d~Y~lp~ mi,s$:\.t¢ 

tec:hnoipgy ~nd :fiord~pg l<V$1E!i<f1 td <:Hi:fi.q¢1 t~e c:ryo~t;l!nic ;r:-bel<!~t 

engine qefi+ ~ hq.$ ;t~v~4:J.eq th,e t)$ intE;!ntti~n ip ~ post C~t4 

wa,r Wo:t~d wh~te nobpeiy w~lJ, ¢h\ill~pg~ ;hhe ¢1om~nt;lpe:e of t~~ 

United ptat~s 1 My ~ftort in ~hi~ wqt~ ~s ~o 4n~~rstan~ th~ 

changiqg peraeptiop!=l <# t~~ UJiite4 $t~tes ~b-~U,J;: ~n~ia ~fl4 

the TfiQ!.j Ol! OOQSt rCj.i,tj. t S wqi,cq 15jt t 11 ~ah p:pEnteflt the 

countrt~~ to workout a fri•ndly t$l~ttoh~~ 

two 
' H~' ' 

Ch~pt~r on~ Pf ths ~te~eht di•~~rt.ti6n 4$al~ wi~h t4~ 

intern•tional dh~n~e in ~aper•l •rid it ~how- how th~ ~h¢1• 

-world .h~s come up with th~s Gh~~ge~ ·rn th~ s~¢~n4 cnapt~r ± 
have d$alt With thQ Indc-U~ ~~t-ti~ns in Ph~ ~old W4~ 

pe:rioq, \tfh~r~ ~ det:~i1 qest;.:tipt~i:?tl 11~13 been $'iv¢n ort ~hE>! 

vatiQu~ ph~§e$ of tn~o-US t61attbij~. th~ t~ttd ch~pter ~~ 

qbo1,1t tn$ reteht chaqging rnRo4 ~f t.lte 'US ~~jllinisb:'ation to 

India. constraints which are 
'. I 1 .. ' . ' 

preVenting th~rn tO make ~ tld~~ ti~, rn~ conalbdihg bhapte~ 

attempts to eval~~t:~ thd WhQle ~ro¢ea~ of IQd~-US 

relatiottship aPd trii:jS to wotK~Ht !3. f?tactioa,l .folt-rnula nrom 

all the$e ptoces$e8. 



CHAPTER - ! 

INTRODYCT.IOJt · !' 

Tlle dis:rnbe:g:r:CIE_ion_ of ·the S.o.vie:t Union as. a supe-rpower 

i-s the most. important --eVieiit.:- in_ tne- l..a'S't decade- of the 20th 

century. It hacs dra&·ica.Tly chang€d: the world geo-political 

structur€ -whi.c:b: ha=s-t:..xken. 'S'rrape a:f±-er Becond World War, and 

it has entaiTerl· rmpredic:tabl=e consequences in both the world 

balance o-£ fo:r:ces; .-:::cHid- rnEe-:1:nat-ion.ai rel.ations. Few years 

back, nobody ,thou:ght t·hat -th€Te would not be any Soviet 

Union and Germa'ITY ·w.oul.d_ he_ unified. B:ut· reality speaks and 

history g,oes i:t~s- own:... .w,a;r .. _The _postwar- -.e:Fa col I apse d in 1 9 8 9 

with the bleBcsi-ngso o_f_ G0rba.r:hev"' s ~pnli-:cy of Perestroika and 

Glasnost. Re.riin -Wall coTiap.:S'ed ·and.:. -whole Eastern Europe 

came in the gr.i:p o:E chan.g.e,. In the, w,ords of Barry Buzan, 

"The ending of th.e Cold w:ar has created a remarkable 

fluidity and. openn:e;ss= in t±re who.l.e pattern and qua.lity of 

international re.l:a_t±ons. A.Lt.ho:u-gh t:he events of 1989 were 

centred i-n -:Elrrope, -.t:t:rey --r:e;g:r;e:s,e:n.t -charrgEs of such -magnitude 

that it is ,a,gpr.qpria:t--e ·t:o. t-=al:,k oE ~t:l=re -end of an era for the 

interna:ti.o:Ral s_:y,s:.t:enr as~ a ,wJa.-o:lc.e:: .. ~"-1 He even goe.s to that 

* 1 Barry Bl:lz:an, "New Ea=t.teTn of g.Lobal Security in the 

twenty first Ceriii:rry" Tnt:ernationa1 Affair, 1991, Page 
431. 



extent to say that historians will also come to mark it as 

tpe end of the 20th century. 

Now, really the changes in the international system is 

drastic anQ. it must have a :fq.:r;--'reaching impact world over. 

Everybody knows th~t ther~ is no opmmupist gQvernment in the 

East Europe, nq Hone¢ker ip aast G~rm~ny a$ rto Ceauseso~ tn 

Romariia. T1he new rentolution; as ie calJ,.~d by the westerh 

writer, which started with the Solida,rity government i.n 

Poland, has disintegrated Yugoslavia in some warring 

factions ~nd make Czec::hG>s+ova~ia int9 itJ.t;i~pendent two 

natiops. the whole con¢l~J:>t of :fJa~t. .,.west t:h~nking }:;eo$-m~ 

irrelevsnt ~t l~ast in $utop~ ~~k~~ th~ tor~~l dissolutio~ 

of War$~~ Pact and With the creatiCij of fiftt¢n $ore st•t~s 

it1 place of the Communist s~perpowe:tr, the Sovi~t Union. 

A !utther ditrtE!t1~iof1 h~~ peen ~q,~ed to t:h;i.s chan~t~tlg 

s~en.att~ ~s so~~ df t~~ dr~thwhil• ~~Pdblics o' soviet Union 

and ~~st Europe countries are pl~nning tq g~t the Europ$aP 

CommunitY (E;C) memberst).ip. tJndt3r $\.lrC!~ $~t14at~t111,, wh~re ttept$ 

is no East-West conflict, it opviously diminishes the 

importance o~ NATO . and its \'fi~titqr the Urd.t~d States in 

Europe, Unqerstandbiy, after th$ ijni~ic~tion o~ Germany anq 

the f<?rtDal· dis sol uti on of the wars~w ·Pact, NATO has lost its 

imwo:rtande i this :!,.~ very m1.,id}t r~v~aled in the worq$ of 

Pierr~ ~assner, iiwhile the commtmity {NATO) can easily 
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survive the demise of COMECON and even prosper from it, the 

dissolution of the Warsaw Pact ~pd the qecline of the sovi,ett . ' 

military threat, at least in its immediate and visible form, 

pose much more serious questions for the ,surviVal of NA'!'O. 

Aft€1r ail, a military alliance let alone a military 

organis~tion, can hardly thrive without a potential 

adversary. a 2 

The Soviet thre~t mada· NA'!'O an~ us military power 

vitally importaht to Western Europe. NAto .:j..s, and from the 

viewpoint of Europeans always has been, about the defence of 

Europe. 3 So when there is no Soviet Union and no menace of 

Soviet expansionism 1 NATO 1oses ii;:FJ J;>r~"le cal.l!3e like otht:3t 

military organisations such as CENTO, SEATO etc. We know 

that NATO is the framework thrOl,l@'h which Ametidans were 

integ:r!lted i.nto the t:ask of deterr ~ng and, if hecessary, 

deft:mding Westerti against attack. 

commvnioition and cooperation in this pommon task 

stren.gth~neq the :rela'tion$ betw~~n th!3 Unites States and 

other NATO countrieS, But. ctt present; most Soviet troops are 

With~raW~ from the East EUtope and ~rom Ea~t Germany, whic~ 

* 2. Pierre Hass11er, ;,Europe beyond Part1tion and Uh1ty 
dis integra Lion or reconst.i tu t.ion ? '1 ·l"nterna tional Affairs 1990 
Vol - 6q - Page 465. 

*3. Kirkpatric, "Beyond the Co-'!.qwa.r.'', Foreign Affairs 1990, 
· Vol - 6 3· ( 1) Page - 14 . 
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obviously will lead US to rethink about its presence in 

Europe at least mili~arily, At t~e sa~e ti~~~ the relatiVe . 
decline in the US economic power, the rising pressure of 

budget and trade deficits made defence costs and the 

'Superpower' responsibili~ies of the United States seem less 

necesf3~ry to the de:f:ence of Europe and more dif:J;ic'l.llt to 

justify as to finance. With the coming of Clinton 

administration this new idea 'is sure:).y gaini;nQ" strength a.nd 

the path is shown by the farm~r ijepublican ~resident Bl..J.Sh 

when he and the Russian Presid~nt Bor~s Yeltsin signed the 

Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty :j._n Moscow on .January 3, 

1993. So it is no surprise when ~ormer US Secretary of 

State; J'q,mes Baker talked about the nort~milita:ry role of 

NATO in his Berlin speech,, though, t:.his new role will not be 

welcomed by the European ~owers lik~ France and Ger~any Who 

are trying for a single European sociaty and market throUgh 
•· ' 

E~ and never wanted to recognise th,e U$ a~ a European Power. 

Th~ Process of enqipg th,~ Cold W~r adtU~llY began with 

th~ coming of GorbacheV in power in 1985. Bis soft attitude 

toward~ Westetn powers and libera:j. pblicy tq re~orm $O~iet 

Society altered the then US Presdident Regan's view towards 

Soviet Union. Though Regan was one o! the great mempers of 

the new Cold War who were disil14sio~ed from the detente of 

1970s, and was highly antagonistic. to any type of Soviet 

4 



desigqi lie met several time~ wtth his Sov~et ¢9UtJ,terp\irt 

Garbochev to ease the t~n~ion b~~~e~n the twd Juperpo~Gr~. 

At 'fi:r;st, everybody W$.S sP~!iliC!~ous of Go:t}i)aqh.ev'~ policy o~ 

Per;estrcika p.nq Glasnost a,nd the ~~eedy ch,i:i~'l~$ o£ soyie~ 

attitucls taWarqs $Uroh~ a~ wel~ a~ towar~- U$. But 

'Gorb~qhev's restraint in the Uae of fO~¢¢ h$~ tfansform~d 

the situ~tion in Eastern EUrOpe, opeped the Way for a 
democratic revolution and altered relations with the unit~d 

State$ anti western ~Ur~pe.~ 4 SO !t t- not an·e~ag~erati6n to 

~ call Mikhail Gorbachev an "event trlakipg man" i a rnan whose 

actions_transform the historical ooqt$xt in whtch he acts, 

Gorbachev has not brought democracy t¢ the sovi~t 

Union. But he has sponsored a new tolerance of diversity and 

restraint · in the use of force that have had a profoundly 

liberating effect. He loosened the reins that have tightly 

controlled Soviet Socieey since the Bolshe~i~ Revolution ~ 

largely eliminating censorship, permitting religious 

freedom, freeing emigration, allowing small ownership, 

overhauling the structures of government, chan~ipg Article G 

of th~ t~en Soviet Constitution ~hidh gave c~su a one party 

dominanc;:e and providing ~lE;lction~ ~ith competitions. Al,l 

those ~re internal cha~ges, but it h~d much wider impact bn 
the eptire world politics. Because thos~ were the main 

-~~---------------------~ 
* 4' Kirkpatrick, ".t3&Yor.Jd the co:J.q war" I Fotei.gn j!ffairs. 1~90, 

Vol :.. 69 (1)·, Page -3, · · '· ' 
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· constr~int(:l between the so o~lleq 1ihe:t:al ¢,ociety and ~o 

called comtnunist tc>hl:\.1 it:ariah:lsm a.rtP. Wli,ic¢ obviously were, • 

the prime causes of the Cold War. Whe~ the ~&ture and the 

optlook of the society oh~ngect towards tibe~~li~rn or to $c3.Y 

towards capitalism 1 whole Ea~terp E4ro~e cam~ o4t of Soviet 

nand and ipsteq.d of '1E!n<i of tdeolqgyri j capita,ltstrt prevailed 

over socialism world over. it stP.rted. in East: Europe and 

went'towarqs Far Ea~t ~nd Latin Ametica shaking the ground~ 

of communist rule in many cd~rttrie~ including Castro'$ 

stronghold.Cttba. 

the importance of ali those events in ~li.~ world can be 

realised when we see that ever since the SeQond World War 

the Soviet Union had shaped the teiations amon~ the major 

powers in the west. As Kirkpatrick puts it : "· .. the Truman 

Ooctrine, ·the Marshall, Plan, NATO, Containment Policy, t;he 

Regan Poctrine and large American d~fence budgets were 

element$ of the American artd west European response to the 

stimulous of soviet expansionism and force". 5 In a similar 

tone Phil Williams commented ":t£ df.fferences in the 

Social, Political and econorflid systems of the two major 

actors are secondary, however, tpey are certainly not . . 

irrelevent. They (,ire Partidulariy important in explain.:lng 

----~-~~-~-~--,~------~--

* 5. 'Pee Kirkpatrick 

6 



the tendency of policy makers- in Moscow and Wash:i,pgton to 

, attribute the Coid War e~clus1v$ly tot~~ ~dv~t~ary~h 6 

' 

In.this $ituation the whole $~Curity conc~rtis have been 

changed and a new friartd$hip st~rt~q tb begirl from President 

Regan's period. A series of surnrnit tneed .. ngs betweeh General 

Secretary Gorbachev and President R.~gan had !;:lultninat'ed in 

the Washington Summit of Dec~mber 1987 a.t which the !NF 

Treaty wa,s signed to r,emove ~11 land--l;>ased medium-range 

nuclear missiles from Eurqpe. Bitrlil<it:tly in June 1988 

Presi?ent Regan visiteq Moscow. AJt:nough the superpowers 

faced it impossible to reach an agre~m¢nt on long-'range arms 

reductiOn$ before Regan left office, it was clear that they 

had entered another period of rela~ation in which they were 

increasin~ly willing to t~ke st~p~ tq moderate and regulate 

their rel~tionships 9-hd t;o C<Dopera~e on securities iss4es 

and it was obvio1,1sly th~ beginning of tl:le end of that zero,_ 

Then the annus mirabiliS 1989 n•s mad' it clear that 

the soviet Union and the United St~tee now have it in their 

power to ~~t and end to the 0¢1d W$r - ~he ~~st important, 

expensive and dangerous phenomenon o~ tij~ second half of our 

*6. Ph11 Williams, '1US-Bov:i.et ~~a~ t~o~p : BeYY'Zfd the Cold 
Wqr?" International A#ff%4;t:J2.i 19$9, I?at;e 275, 
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tumultuous century. 7 . In 1989 there wa,~ a, gradual l:i)P.t 

significant shift it1 the Wa!$hingt:oq frotn Wa:t-riness to . . . 

confidepce about the h~ality of Mospow' s comn'}itment to major 

reduct:l.onf? in convent~onal fordes. lOY the e;mq of th~ yf3ar 

Secret:a,ry of Defence biok Cheney was gl~nnirtg American 

reductions on a scale that ha would hav~ tej ected a,s 

dangerou~ folly when he took offic¢. At tne Maitq Summit i~ 

Deoem~er 1989 between President George Bush and Mikhail 

GoJ:"bachev, the convergence of America,h g,tJ.d. Soviet positions 

on most issues was unprecedented. ~heir relationship seemed 

likely to t;levelop With minimum t~naioh, 1ow risk and at 

greatly lowered cost. Both the leqders well unPerstood that 

thei:r;- bipol~r competition wiLL r:j.o longer provide the 

dominant framework for ordering the system and disciplining 

the behaviour of other states. 

The declining influence of ideology of both soviet and 

American foreign policies ~nd the dhang-ed perception of the 

.sedurity dilemma of Cold War period brqught the two 
' superpoWers to cooperate in different: field~ and to be more 

friendly. In May 31 - June 2 (1990) visit, Gorbachev 

initiated agreement: with the us Ptesi4ent, Geotge Bush, in 

* 7. ]1c0eorge BuJ14y, ''From Cc::>Jd War tbw~rd TrU$ting 
Pe~ce'' Fot'iegn A.ffarrs, 1990, fi9 (1), Page - 197. · 
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Washington that l~d to ptJ;at$gi~ a~ms r~duction tr~atty 

(~TART), r~dliding lon,g-r~nge nuclea,:,:- a:tsenals by 30 pe~cE!nt, 

'11his treaty ~a!Tie into e~ist¢n(Je 9f+ 31 ~.:TUly 1~91 when Mr. 

Bush visited Moscow at the invit@.tion of his Sovi$t 

counte:t;'part.. However 1 witl;l the sh()+t: coup it1. 1\il,gust 19i:ill, 

tpe fate of the soviet Presiqent ltl~dBrrne nutnberf;:!q, t'hough the 

coup had failed, dorbachev h-d to r~~ign at th$ year end (28 

After the end of Gorba¢hev eta, US p4ministraticrt 

starte~ to take a vety ca~tious ~o1icy towar4s the breaking 

S?viet rep4plics, bedause it W~~ 4 f-l~xionai situation anq 

was dangerous to the Qloba1 politi~~ ~ith feW more npolear 

powers doming suddenly. ~ven Us policy ~a~er$ wete hesitarit 

to reco~nise the republics as independent stat¢s .and feared 

fie~e~ ethnic clashes a~ong tl;le ~spUblics, HoWever, a• like 

before, Su$lh admin:i,.stration was giving growing :importahce to 

the Russian President Mr. Roris Yeltsi~ ~nd his reform 

. policy. This type of attitude wa~ clectr from ene official 

briefing after ~ames Baker's vtsit of Moscow and othe~ 

republics in December i991. It says i "The richness of our 

relationships will depend f~om repUbl!a to republic on the 

degree to which they embrace democrqcy and ftee markets. And 

9 



on th_e republtcs fUlfilling theit <;l.Sf3Urant:e tP the United 

St ·t.-.·· ··u· lea S"'.·a·.:u··r·.;ty."B · a eq op n c .. r ~ ~ . 

Now the question is; why should the Us cate ~hether Mr. 

Yeltsin is a real or fake qemocr~t( as lohg as he supports 

American, interests ? Probably the a,nswer is that to the 

extent that Russia is a democ~acy it Will pe m~cn lesE3 o~ a 

threat to the us, sinde democraci~s are less likely ~o 

initiate wars. Dul;"ing the dold W~i: th~ us 4-.:ld not rea,lly 

have the luxury or burden of cnoositig its fri¢nds. It SifilpJ,y 

had eo identify who was ~ith it ih the Qrartd struggle wi~h 

the 11 Evil Empire '1 l~d by MpsdoW; and those people C3.:Ltnost 

automatically became qllies. T)loush Amer;icR did presl:3 for 

free elections, free ci-t~ets, they were nat ~oi~ critetta to 

get economic aid ~nd milita.ri ~upport ss Was seen in case o~ 

Ferdinan4 Marcos of Phi1ippihes, Zia-ul~Haq of Pakistan anP 

others. But with the collapse of Soviet union, the us }1a,s 

both the burden and the luxury ~i cho~~ing its friend $nd 

only fPt that it is ~teMsing for mbre ~efuddtatic reform in 

the Sbviet RepUblics as well $S tar other do~~tries. 

* B. ti,mes of Indi.4 - 24 iJec~mber lQ$),1, 
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H9wever, relation$hip between Atn~ri¢a, a,nd RUs~d.a and 

ot;he~ R,~tn.tblics becatne morEl! or l~EI~ :h:i~ndly; Tl?-O.Ugh it ~13 

13ome sort of a C<:!>tnpl~~ l:>argain, ~ t trt~;in1y 4,epen~~ on the 

Americ~n aJds tiind t:h~ l:))rea){aw~ry Sov~~~ RWpl.lbl~<Ps tesponse tto 

more de~ocratisati6n. on 1 F$bu~ary iS9~, th¢ us ~residen~, 

George f3Ush, and the R.ussi~n Ptesicl,ept;, Boris '.(elt:sin signE\!d. 
' . 

a j~int declaration at Camp D~vi4, to ~egiQ ? ne.w phase 9# 

friend~hip and coop$ration b•tw-~n their na~;iop$. Th~~~ 

joint q¢~1aration $aieL liR\,lsaii.a an~ tih~ United, States do not: 
regard ¢~en oth¢r a~ potent~~l. ~~v~::~t-~aa,ries, Fi"CI\11 now qn, 

the rel&tionship ~ill be ch~fatet~~~d by friendship and 

~artnet~P~P toung~d, qn mut4~~ tfUst and resp~~t, and a 

com~on ~ommittnent tp de~b~~~¢y and ~cono~i€ fteeqom,~ 9 

JammeS Eak¢ri the US ~ecretary of ~~a~e,~ also visited Mo~qdW 

in the roontP. of f~bwrary tt? Gii~ou~~ vari94s ~ilat.er~~ 

issues I J3ush admini.stratior). ~P:ow~:Cl it:,s w:i,lLil}gness tb 
I 

st.tpport Russi~ and five othet $.qvi~t ~~at~~ td! get quidk 

m~mberl3hip in. t:h,~ :t:MP and Wot14 ~f;\+1~ wh.i¢ft Wi+J, furth~~ · 

market ~tiepted q~Qno~i~ r~torm• ~h t~~$~ ti-Wly indep~n4~nt 

~tates qn~ to get hillio~~ o~ ~~+l~t~ iP tp~ir refo~w 

proc~~~. !t ip r~great•ble tijat bh' t~~~~~lt dethJOti~d 

stlpe:tpq\tfer Mo13cow is vi:rt"LJ.ally b~~gihg ~~ the do.or bt 
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washington to get more aids to provi¢¢ ~de~ and b~§tp 

n~ces~ities to th~ RUS$i~rt$~ ~P~~h ~~ow thei~ b~l~tetal 

relationship I both Moscow apq wa~qigtop !Showed q v~ry 

friendly attitude to ~olve oth~:tt ct1ld~~l p'rob+eftis li~e Gt.llf 

· wa·r I Ca.mbodian Peac.e ,E',:)('obl.ems; .A.r~:p- :rs;p:te1 l?eac¢ tliJ.lks ¢tc. 

And lash~y 1 theit- te~a,t:i.ons t,eached t:lie niijh ,Pl<;ltea,u whl;!ln 

the President BU$h and Pltesid~l1t Yeltsin ~is-ned tlt¢ , .. ... . . . . ' ·.. . I. .. , ... 

strategic A:tms Red,uCJticm 'l're~t,y (si;rAAT) on, 3t~ J~n,u~ry ;i.99~; 

to sav~ the world from a pO~~ible riuci¢-~ ndlocast ~y 

reducing two third of their nuqlear ars~nats. 

A remarkable change has taken plade :j..n the ttlird Worlq 

Pol~tios atter the end o£ cold Wa~. One of ~hem ~s the Afgan 

Crisi~ wh:j..cn gave a new turn tro the Co+d ti'~t in 1979 when 
I 

Soviet forces entered in Afganistan tq defend the communi~t 

backed goverpment. With the he~p d~ us-~ovi~t a;teement with 

waring Afgan faction~ and ijazibull~ gove~nm~rtbl sov~e~ 

force~ Withdre~ withlh 19$9. ~pw Islamib -~v~rnment of 

JBurnna;i.Iddin Rabbani is ruiin~ tlie:rre iri $. tl\ore Compl~:k 

r si tuaticm and Civil wa~ tota:U.y has. nqt P\.\t tp an end. Othe1r 

not;:al;:>le chang'e is i:tt Cot"(lbogia Wh$:1fe .tm Peac~ Ke&~ing Fpl;'qe 

was moni~Pting law ~pct ordet sib~~ti~ti to hoi~ a peaceful 

elect~d,p ~nd tr~nstet the p9W.er ftP~ the n~t~¢P~+ govern~$n~ 
which lf:! now running tlpder p:tj;asid~ql: ~!::!r:'Pi~ort) $.ihanPuk. 



the most important event of thta p~riqd W~~ the gulf . 
w~r which was the ~esult Qf t~e S44dep rr•qi ihV~sion sf 

Ktlwait on August 2 1 1990 .. J\11 eountrie~ criti~ised this 
' 

sudden Iraqui attack on it$ trJLt+Y t;Hl-r;i.cq neigpbbt,lt 1 but it 

ant&goniged the us interest mo~e in th~ Midclle E~St, w~i¢h 

OJ;>Po~ed Mr, Saddam Htt~se,in to g,~tt q. sh~t a,~aittst the trn:lted 

State Is soi¢ supetpowe:r role i,n th~ wc:rrld•. w~~h ~he help (r)f 

the UN re$olu,tionl the us an4 ~ts ~lli~s defeateo Iraq with 

heavy ~9m~ing in tpe war o~ J~A~ary~F.eQ~~~ry and fr~~d 

Kuwait irt 199+, Thi~ victbry e~t~plisheg Un~te~ State~ ro~e 

as the '?latcfidog of $Jloba,l pf:lace ~t: l:lqe co$t gf Iraq a,nd 

a,;Eter that world b~<\l~n,e totai~Y 11hipola;r wqe;r~ t::h~lfe i$ n.o 
counter balance to t;JS powe:r: 9-tid ¢ver:.Y ~,J<;>lit}tt:rry; espe¢;ia~ly 

deVeloping countrieS has to belia"\}'$ S,t;cor~i:q-9 tp the t1$ 

interesta. Jl;).rnes P~tt.as J?4J it Ve.ty }De~ut~~4J,.1y ,. T~~ 

tinite4 tst~te$ V{ar ~.-h tl'i¢ <3t.tl.t i~ an ~td::e\'n~tr: t;:Q ted:t;'e~tS! 
'I 

to rei:!lubord.l.nat. ~ I < • I ' ' ',, ' ,,, • ~ ., ,, ·' 

Euroi?e to P$ :PoW¢r; to itl~ttntLdi~~~ l:rh!S\ Tltlrd W~rlQ. i~tP 

subtrd.~stpn. In e. I;J!'af1se it :is ~h ~t~~Tr\Pt t;p i"egairt the 

posi t:i,oq of 9lobal fJ1Jptemficy helc;i tr¥ the u~ ~~ th~ ertcd. 9~ 

th¢ S~¢ohd World ~~r 1 "10 

-----~~-----------~-~---

* 10. J"4mes Petras, 11Gulf Wa.t' ~hd Nf#w w~±)4 d.r~er'1 gfl1, 2..,~ 
Marcp 19~1~ ~age - 482 1 



After the gu.t~ war· and defeat ot !'z;-aq, us poJ,.icym~k~~~ 

st~rted tq prop~gate th~t it i~ th~ be~;inihg ~t ' q~w WQtl~ 

order. In the Word$ ofi President aush 

11dut o:e thel3~ troublec1 titt\ei3, pu;r fifth 
o~j ect i ve .. ~ new world or<l~r ... o~tl 
emerge; a new era ~ ft"¢e ~b:l>T\1 t+he ti:rt~qit 
Qf terror r ~tronger in th¢ :put-sui~ .9t 
justice, ~nd more secure.in ~he qu~st ~¢r 
peace, an er~ in which tpe n~tions of the 
\./orld, East and W~st, Nprrb:ti arid S0>4tlj., 
dan prosper p.nd . 1 i ve ;in harmony. A 
hundred gene~a~ions have searohed for 
this el uci ve pq. tn t<:> ¥~a¢¢, whi 1~ Cf. 
thousand wars raged acrd~s tltE! $p~p bf 
human erideavo~t. Tqday, th~t new wqtlq is 
!3 t ~uggl ing to be botrt 1 ~ wcrrl~ qu.:U:,e 
different frOlf\ the one w~ }tp.ve knowp, a 
WDltld where the rul.e q:f :1-i:tw $U.PPLantr.~ 1 

·the rule ofi :)uatice, a WP~lq ~rt wli:i<th 
hat ion$ recognise tl1e 'shar~¢! 
f~$ponsibility for fr$edo~ &h~ ju~ti~¢, a 
world where t11~e ~trans ~e~p~bt hhe rig~t~ 
of the weak.'', 1 

But, is it thi~ neW wot~¢ ~rdet ~t$yai~ing ~~ the ~qrlg 

rtow; as tD$:tCeived by i?re$lid~nt ~4E!~ ~Ild, Q'$-m~er }j3~1{~r ? NQt;: at: 

<;lll. There a+e many critics Wl1o $Van $~'y tliR-ti tliis orqe:t i~ 

P:r~sicJent B4~ht "1iow~rcts ,4, n~~ wo~Jt#. P+'derii . . JJ¥. 
~&.f?flttme.n.t: Qt. ~.~.J.WJ. J0lst{.~~w-P: l;3, it $@pt. l99o. 
f'i;cak~n from A.detm k-opert 's ~~fiilcd.~ ~. ,/! n~w d.g¢ i,ti 
Inte:rnat~onal :rlplationa ? ·In~e.pl.~t~pna~ Aff~d.ra Vbl-
67(1991, P~ge - H19.J 



more deteriorating @nd more ~isappbi~t!ng th~h t4~ Cold W•r 
p~riod, p~rticularly t;,o the qevelapitlS hatipn~. ~9: this is 

very much revealed in ,Adam Roberts w0rqs : "+~ this has b$$J;'l, 

a century of false m~~siahs, th~~· is ~~ ~¢~$oh to thi~n~ 

that w~th the milla~niUM, reso4~~~s, p~pul~t~P~ growth tnd 

the env.:j..;r-t>nmeno are :l,.!lherently li&:rtl ~9 t?..ck~e wilthin (;ju~ · 

present internatiQna1 ~r~mewa+-k ~n¢ lQ9~ li~~ be~pming mqf~ 

ratl").er than lesE? $1eriot.1s, ., 1 ~ .1\p?J-:1;:'1± fr9tt\ th~$e :Pasic 
I 

p~obl¢~$, many new ~rqb~e~$ at~ ~eat~~-wotld qver. F¢r 

e~ample, most Gf t:tie de·vetpo.:j..ngj' coppt:):'ie~ nbo/ ~e~r un\t(~rttr,ed 

Us irt~erventioh ~h thei,r , gov~rnmehtal fHn~tion · ~rtd 

speculatio~ is the~e Ghat ~h&t It~q $Uff~re4 y~$¢~ra~y, m•y 
come trt+e to them tommorow. Off t}1$ 0~he:t7 s.t~e cont:i,.noue~ 

killings a:re t$king pl~ce 1~ 8o~ni~~"•t¢e~ovin• CiVil Wlf; 

Somaliem~ ~re ~tu~~t:ing unde~ heat}* ~~!Pq cr~tH~ titid c:iyin£1, 

de.m .. o .. d:t.•a..·d,·-~-· is s.·.U.PP.lr .. el'!lf3.·e~.: in M'i'.ti."'&t ~na t~rJ:ro·ish activities. :t . p l:'t . - .. . I a . 'I'.,.. >r." I , "I. . • + ... . ... ... . . . . .. 

and na:ht~:'o1:io bt,J.~il,"leS$ ia:t~ ~~p·:owtti~ qiay J.?¥ dr~:y. trhE1 9't~Jf1_ 

loetwee.n th~ develf'<:>~d at1~ ciieVE!lo~~~l~ dplArH::r~e~ \f.}tl$riing PtU~ 

the p<OC¥:t countri~s ?ire b$com:irt~ p<;)gli~:l; With ~e,~vy bu4g~? ~rt~ 

trad~ difitcit le~dinU to the d~bt~tt~~· ~~ ~~iW pew worl4 

otcl. er :t:~r wh_·:. ich 'Bush_ a. n. d h . .:is w.·e_ ate. ->r .. ?;i "'.-"··.a .. · :rtt.rt,e.·. rs_·.· 'ke"- il b mb ·o. +-~+ l::'r '*· ~v y ·• Q -·- ~. 

* 1~. Adam Roberts, ''A new a.ge in ,t.pt:~.lfn~tiion~~ +~lations ? 

,; Ihf;t.#;f1ational Affai:t!? 1991, Vol-6.7,, p~~e - 52+. 
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1\ctl.,lally the gulf wa~ irt tt~ bliqade~t ~~P.se is an 

efto:rt to reverse th¢ woo:tl~ hi$.tq~J,.ca1 G±'end,~ t,nat ?it~ 

moving to relegate the United St~tes to th.e ~tt~tus of a 

second- class power. James P~t~~~ ~P~ ct~-t~P.!3Gi it very 

bec;~.utifuJ.ly, He E!<itY~ 

tl'lili t~~y-+ceptreq gJ.Gbq~. Order ~h wli~qn • mal;:~et$1 t ipl;::bme 1 aJ\d 

:Jtesourcee sna.+es are de!fihed tl()t: py tecptloi9gipal marl~~t 

power, but by polit:l,ca,l ttd.lit~+¥ t3,brn;i,.panc~. pn<ifer thes$ 

:rule$ W~sh~pgpoh'l3 Gt!ithparati:V$ ~dy~pt:a~e in m~l:i,t~l:y pow~t 

would eh$mre t.JS global 13\1:11->retnaa:y, ape$. woulq und~:r;-tn:lne thE! 
' ' ' 

C¥:tpadity bf its ~ompettitors to. Tl\9\.lht em effedti\l'e ohalj.~~g$ 

to it~ t>G.f?ition. '' 13 AtttlJ.a~ly, thE3 n~\'{ w¢rlQ. o:rqer that ~u~h 

and l3ak;er hop~ to f~$hion. o4t: (?lij ttl;l~ Q4lf W4r :I.$ :Pased qp 

the not;i,on of ~rubordina,tirt9' E1Jt'~tl~ ~ilql, J~t>~n t9 P$ glot>~l. 

ends~ whi~4 are b~e ~4~ot •donomit ~~~••t• to t~. 

»Q~~v~~, the ~P~ ~t PPl. ~~~ h~~ ~~~ti$~t $ l~t a~ 

ch.;:tn,..,,e ih th,e J,11te.·rnat:i<Dt1~l ~c. en,·.~, W,,'he.:±i.. t"e dltl ttheor, bf ;::, •t.' u ,, ,, ' ' ¥ 

corttai.rtijll:!rtt of Ct:>Tl\tn\lni~Ht\ :L~ nb tij~t~~ it ftl~kef;t ~ v~:ry 

triQn~iy ~tmospher~ irt global -~itt~~~ an~ n6~ a pnanima4~ 

--~-~---~-----------~---

* 1.3. .James Petr~s, "dulf War ahd the 
oraer'', ~~ 2"-SJ M~~ob 1SH~t~ ~a.fi~ ·- 4/33. 
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decisi()n i$ possible ih t,}1e UN ~¢purity Council on any 

se:r:io1.,1s pi·obiem whi~h g@neraJ,iy wa/3 a pattlE;ft¢id of bi~ 

f :i:ve irt the pa$1:. The tie~ p~tq is ~lreaciy ~howq wh~p 

camboqian P~ace Plah was ~9r~e4 af~er v.ietp&~e~e armies 

withdrawl f:i;om Catnbodtq, a,nd now 1\r$b and. !~t'tl¢li bJ;"otpe;ra 

are discu$ing thetr proplems fac~ t~ f~ce ~hioh wa~ started 

Otl 30th October 1991 ip Madrid wi44 +Uil SJ?<Dhs~rsh;Lp o:E 

Unit~cl ~t~te13 ~pd sov~et:. Union. J1.t ~:r~s~nt: wor1cV .~ ma,j ot 

concern.. i. s. eco. Horhi. cs. .. ~ "· t e · d of '' 'bl it i' s w,'",'h,. & ... ire.,• by bi0" p -I-PS - .· q ' . : }fl,·, ,•' ·, .'f "0' I Zl ,. 

indust,:riqiieecl ~tate~:~ ar~ bl4~Y wi~h t:.pe~*" t~#d¢. iht:E1!restfii 

Vi8~a~yi~ the et1Virohtn~tlt8l pt~te~tio~~ Which ha~· become d 

!feW tl"l:teat to the moi$t qevf:!lqping ~q.t{~ps t:>t A,~Ji:.a I ~~rid$. 

an~ Latin Am$tica. Anbthet ~-1~r pe~ tr~~d is th~ 

strengtheping of intern~tional soci~~r tike !M~i world ~ank~ 

GATf, f:;j7 ( NP+ anQ. esp~dially tJ~ite4 :t-1~t:l~ns, ~ Uri,ih~til, Nat:. :loti§ 

should take the lead tb Sbl Vi;:! ali th~ p~hd:l,ti~ :i,.s~Ue$ tp 

implement its charter for whi¢h ib yta~ ip~ti~uted to t'nak~ 

the world sa~er frow war ap.d arm~ pqm:[j~titi!>r$ a,nd to make 

world prGsperous and. peaceful. 

In $-qcn a changed position, ind:i,a bei!l-9 the $econ4 

populou~ country an4 naving th~ hiSh potentiality to furth~r 

the world peace and Qevelopm~nt sho4+~ p~FS~e $U~h a ~or~igh 

policy l:ly wh:i,.ch it de\fi show th~ light to the rest of the 

VJorld. Du,ring t:Q.e Qold War, t[j.ird w<:>r~d 9tl:Lgpments were 

I· 
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important symbols of succe~s ab4 faiiure tn the ~lo~al 

competition between t:h~ United St~tes $.pd t11~ $~vi¢t t1n~op. 

Tnis fa<::t gave them e~, ~isefl11 leV'~+ on the q:ly;Ldect cent~!iil' 

though it. a1$o exposed th~tn t~ iH'ltv'q,tit~~ intierventiGn tn 

their own domest~o tnstabilitie~. But tpete i~ ho 

ideold~i!;::t:il or strate$J:i,¢ inpetiti ve :!:or €;fitejat pow~r to 

\]Ompete for third world aJ.leg4,a!1~(3 flOW, With th;t$ cl)a,pgeq 

condittiQrts, Indi~ ija~ to #~tni~k ~~~ g+Gh~+ ~er¢eption ~~d 

to i'na1<e i!i eq::able ;te~{iition.~h~f? W~ t;.h tli:€a ~q:).,~ ~1Jpetp9W~~ 
' 

Uni t¢d. state$ l:>~i:?ed l!>n a\n ec;tt.ta~ ~~!::>.ting ~nd, mutl4?ll int,er~$t. 

Th¢ Nat•i~ha Mao g~varn¢ent 1~ P4t$ui~$ ~ dif~$rent policy 

Unlike the past whio~ t• ri$del$,rf in ~lie ~h~~stng scena~i~· 

So tn hijis post Cold W~r ~~~iod, w~en eve~y thing is un4et 

the ctl.ttent o.f ch~ng€L Ipdb.., tis rE=latiqhship (n,\ght!: ~ake a new 

turn and th~t~is oti:t ~~in ~4bj'~F Whiph ~~11 ~e di$Cus~$d 

l~ter on. 
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.The major ingredient in the nt~tory of A$~tioan fbrei~n 

policy $inoe 1947 has been tn$ epb and flow o# ~he Cold W~t~ · 

be$pite the pressing dilemmas oo4tronti~g ~q~ Uhit~~ State$ 

in evety part ot the world an4 tM~ d~fti¢qlt -¢~isions th$Y 

have forced, the attemJ?t to meet the ~ontin,u;J.qg menace 9~ 

Soviet ~~pansion has provid~~ tn• dontinuirtg thread of 

American ~ction anq decisiorl1. An~ it is tr~¢ th~t most q~ 

the internationa+ eVeht$ ainc¢ tlie end· ¢f $ecotJ.<l World W?lt' 

were snapeq by tne Cpld War fever ~~tween tpe two gi~nts! th~ 

T..Jnited $tates and t;he Sqv~.et tinioq j The whoi~ world becp,m~ 

E:Htarp],.y dt vidieq bet\o{e~fl th~ tWO ~n,t~sbr>n.i.stid gt"oti.pS wn¢$$ 

inter~$t~ were contradiqtory 1to eqdh otper, Wh~rt us pcq_icy 

ma~e:tcs wi=ante<;i t0 cont~in t:h~ 'sd g~lle4 povi¢t ex:~ansionistn 

through, aili~nCe$ artd milit~ry 8l.i~~ to the alient state~, 

the so called free worlp; the Sovi~t Uhib~ tri~d its best t9 

get a13 tnuah ~ower as to in£1u~nccte tp~ ~~9i~i~.st r$volutiort 

in ottuat countr:l\3s to t£JI2t p4~~~a, Art1~~id&h to1~n!~1 P,e$;iS;Jn,. 

obv ioupi y 1 it led, t:o mqt}y qev~:).9PWsnts; -i-n¢J.. Ll4irtg t:h¢ 

:fo:Jttnat:l,.qp of :NA,'J;'o, Mar~ShaJ.. V1~n, W~tEla)~. ~a;ct ~ EJ~~'tlt.> etc. ~rid, 

--------~---~------~--~-

1. Ch~rles o. terphe lJr., .B-oreitgh Rolicy of tne Am.ericail 
f_e.ople (Second eqi tlon) Pretice~H~11 ~·· · .rnc (+9&1), P-~tilJ. 
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~eaame overburdened ~ith Cold War d~St~ipti¢rt$ ~h~ jarjOn$~ 

Ev~n a iittl~ eve~~ w~s not qut ql ~p~t~ o~ thi~ tQl~ W&t 

t~ve~. Rowsvar, hera i~ is n~t our ~6ri~~tp t~ dt•~u~s Cdi~ 

War, but to see Indo-~S relatiort•hi~ tn ~be ~at~~~ound ~t 

Co~d Waf', WP.iClh obviou13J,.y w~s ~ti~p~~ l;>y P~ ~olic:ry o~ 

cont~.i .. nrl)eht of comtnU,PiE1tn and its gl~ba1 ipt~re,ti~ world dver ~ 

tt is often sa,:l.d th~t Indi~ is tha large~~ ~n¢1 Ame:ric~ ;i,s 

the most p<::>werful dE:ltt\Qdracy in t)1~ '19tld. Sb pne ca,n ~~siiy 

assume that there would be ftiendly t~l8,:1:) .. dn~hip betw~~P 

these two and if not friendly th~re will pe more c;!q,.. 

operatioQ than conflict, B.••~ reaii.t.-u,. Abe~ oi ~a· ';'!- . ;r· '1 .. . I1 . • .. · . y $0. 

two counttries p.:te di~tap.t from op~ l3.tJ.ot:ne~ ~nd neit:her 

poses a direct militarY threat to th$ oth~r. A~ RUbip§t~th 

Alvin ~a,id · ~ 

"Despite ali of this and ~~~pit~ an ~ase 
• T ' ..,. ~·r-1 'I J' I 

of commun1t•tion b•tWi$rt th~~r ~~i~~s 
th~ough th$ ~edium p~ t~• Epfl~~~ 
~artgua,ge; the !rtqc>~A~~tio~i1 re4.~t~c>f+i3ltip 
has been ~ot~ t~¢ubl~d ~Ha~ tranq4il; 
more competitive tho/on copp~r~t~ve, 'wor~ 
oharacterized by misp~rc¢pt~PP~ qrtd 
~isunderstartdirtg thaq acc~~ate and 
considerate att~ntiop t~ the tl~~ds and 
concerns of the other."· 

.¥?. Rubin$ te in Z A1 Vip in N,ontn<;m p; Pifilrrl~r' $J book, Tb~ 
United states and India_;__~ Dimensions Qf. influenc'¢! 
Prqeger Pu.b11E3hers : New 'yoi-k~ t9B4'~'' (p)';lge x:ttt). . . 
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some sdh,olars call~s these reia.tior).~~tp a~ ~ 'lpv~.,.hate; 

relationiijh,j,p 1 )Jut why it 130 and hoW it :l$ evoiye~ ~n. the :P~~t. 
.. 
Fourty ·y~ars or so. 

Eveh, before India fbrm4-11y gafn~cl the . staf;\.t$ of fih 

independent state, it ¢stablish~d diplOmattc teiations with 

the Unit~tl States in october :f.91~ i Th~$ wa~ hailed a~ ~P 

event ot g:tea t si~pi t ic~nd~ art~ atous¢q oon~ .icl,eraple 

e~pec:ta,tf.:i,ons ~ It is also q;\,tite na,t~lJ1"al ~ ~(;ilc~u$e rn4ia 

~tart•d wihh a :tomahtici~e~ v~~~ion o£ ~~~n~lih p. 
R.oos~vel b; r s :roi$ in pi~~dln~ f¢?+ Irtdi~n: i:n~~n::>~pqence with 

Winstpp Cli.urdpill. 3 from the 
" ' ~ I 'I ' · ' 

world's ~tron,ge$;J: qemoqracy which also f<!>4$ht an an~i 

COloriiai ind1=pendepd~ struggl~ ~S eaFly as 1, 779 ~ And the 

Indian elite, which, lad tli.~ ind~~~pqence mqvement, W4$ 
. 

inspired oy the cohc~pt$ of ~il;Jettry o~ Arne:t-ica' $ founding 

fathers. . 
Gn:i.t~d St;.c:it~~ though!: th\3.t tndt4-~ \Y¢>l-il.d 

al:).y i ~~q~aus~ :tn4t~ ihtt~ri n~¢~ fl. t<>r: 
be tn~:i.J;! natur~i 

f:rdm th,\3 :British ., , I•! 

Ooloni~~iate 1 ttieit •Y•t-m~ af •bv•t~~•nt, ~~~¢-tion~1 

sy$tetrt i oommunica t i\::>h et~! ttidit;).h 

leacle;fs wer~ also mpf;ltly west.eq:ij ~~~u¢fite~~ ~van t-{Ei!hrl,.l 

-----~---~----~-----~~~~ 

3. N:ir1al 8. Sipffh, ''Can tn$ t1B and :tht!li4 be ri:f~O 
f:riendf3 'f '', A;siap, St{r'iey, s~pteHnb6Jt :J.B¥J3, p.,. i OJ.+. 
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lifE\ and . ' ',, 

qathbr:id.$"e culture. ~Ut VJht3n :j:n<fii~ to.o1~ ~n i±l¢i~weqdent patP, 

ot ~eve~opmsnt under Nehru'~ eowettrs lS~d~~~hiP ~nd ~ ndh~ 

Cl.~igned political :rpo$tU1~e 1 the tJEl aqmitr~-f?tt~tiop :Pee am~ $·t.i.n1hekL 

N¢hr4 1 ~ non-alignment ~s ~ cort6ept ofi ,t.hd pqlicY waa 

born q~t of his tie~ce n\3-tionali~m~ r~is atiti ·-colonie;l;L ~J'i!=l 

c;:olop:i,a,l political e1t,1i t1:1re; when every heW1y ~nQ,~p~nd$nt 

nati~n did not want to lbose Lheit independ~nP~ t~+ which it 

fott~ht :fiercely . 

. they haVe rtot})ing to do with Cold. war qnd t;he qrtns :tacEL 
• 

Inste~d, they wanted world pea. de ~n,q rf:ipid ecorldn\l,c;: 

development: by Keeping equa+ :Etiend,~h_.ip witl1 the (fr~it-~.(:1 

States as well as with the Soviet Vnio~ and it was th~ mdih 

motto of Indian foreign pol.iby at". the time o$ ind~pendence. 

' Ftom the very beginning O'tlited Statef3 ahg J;ndia started 

to look at the Worid fro~ two ~iff¢~ent artgl~~. Since 1945 

th~ m~ih prebccupatiort bf the U$ poliqy haEI be¢rt containment 
f 
I of corhrllunist Power a,nd ihflue;!t~ce in ~urope I J1,siq I }\fric4 and 

I.Jatih AmeriC$. But ~ndian Poi~cy wa~ to adopt ~n 

~--~--~-----------------

4. Ibid, p - 1012. 
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indepen~ent post~re in the ~ast-West ~oh~lice, tb purs~e th~ 

policy bf pon-ali~nrnent an~ se~k.:lti.£J ~ worl~; par~icula:ttv 
11 ' 1'1 

' ' newly $~~rgirt~ pou~tri~s of Asta ~p4 ~4t~ca, tt~¢ btQm ¢~10 

war infiuence. so ; wl1.eteC3.$ th~ tin.:lt.::ffl<d ~t~t~$ pursued, ~ 

policy of militaty ailiah9•• aqd a~--~i~# ofi ~ii!t•ry ba~~

all GV~r the world in the ham$ p~ ~b~t~i~m~nt o.t communis~ 

and mak~ng the free wdrld safe, rrl4t~ 1+ways ~~gu~q to ~~e~ 

and 
' 'I ! 

dom:i,nq.tion. 

Asia artd Africa and other ~ridetq~ve+oped ~rtd developip~ 

countries need is not arm~ but ~s~i~~-rt¢• iq t~•tr econo~ip 

developw~nt amO. sooi~l up~iftment, 9· El.:i,rnitAr+y w4¢h tnci~~ 

u~g¢d ~e0ognition of a~y popula+~Y p~s~d ngt~or~l m9vemenb, 
,, ' 'J 

it cohttad,icteO. us. int~prest which ~lwe.ys \.t~nted t;.o O.~~~liit 

ali ce>tnwunist desigttr. ev~n by servtng c::ql¢m~a,1 interest 9fl 

othe~ ~uropeart partn~r$, 

tnd9 .. Us Tr.ade. .t 

w~ th qisag:teement ftom the V$li"Y ~~~i~hing. 

5. M4S. Rajan , Ihciia ill NQ.~lci -4£f~L~:rs 195.4~!?€I New Delpi, 
1~64; f - 248-Ei. . 
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people .had their sympathy with the ihd~p$h~e~q~ ~qv~ment in 

India, it w~s m<;tRip.g qt=aclt.vaY ititQ th~ tn4i~ri tflp,tk¢t. I3y tli~ 

titne of "World war I, the t18 pedame the $!3coqd large$t trader 

with India. Br~aking the aritisn cio:tdon Uq. ¢ouicl incre~se 

its ~na;re in India;~ i~port~ :From +r7 ;i:l;'l i~0,7 t.g 3.8 p¢~ 

aent irt 1911 to 7 perc~nt in ~9~~-~~tg. tl~ s"•t~ ih Indi•'• 

exports! !t:'(jse from a t.o 1~ P~+ Cef1;t. €l T{le tJn-4-te~ st~t;€!~ 

al$o too~ part in settihg up of t~~a lr~n an~ $~~el Wotks, 

in which !?O miLLion dotla+s w~re ~pent: on ~merif:;a,p equipmerib 
' 

~rtd engineers. In independent India q$ $COrtG~i9 aids gtew 

more anq took a ill~j or p~tt tn !ncl,:}.qq inf:r.astructl..\:te 

building. $o ~t the P,e~itining Ih~P-'-013 telat:idfiSh~fl was ;tiqt: 

that rn~qp. bad, as it l:;>eq.am~ a!ter~~:rta~ ~ ' · ±t bec~me~ c:l.~at 

wl,ien We ~ee N(3h:tu' E~ famqu$ l:i:ro~d¢a~t of 7 S~ptem~e+ 1946, 

where h~F $aid : ' 1 W~ S?¢l1P Qur gte~tifis#~. to tqe peo~le of trie 

t,Jni t~d sb:ates of A111er~ca, to whC?tn ~~~tiny ha~ SJ,i veh a ~aj or 

~r~men4qus respon~i~ilitY ~tt~ ~e utili~~~ for th• 

further~nt::::~ of JPeaG~:! a,I1P nutna,I'l ft~edofn eht~+yWher¢. "1 

--·------~--·--------~--

I 
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But the first 113hodk oarrte ala ~C1l:tly a~ 1~4?-48 thrrottH.fl:l 

tpe Jndb-Pakistan W~r over K~shmir w~~P ~ndl~n 1¢~qe+$ ~~w 

that Us took a Pro~Paktst~hi St~nd. tn~tead Qf Pr9no~r¢i~~ 

Paki·st.an the agg:p:~$8Qr1 which it was, ttl+~ US $-ncl &r~t~in 

convert~d the s~t:uation intd an i~do~Pa~i~tArti dis~~t~ an4 

seeminglY !avoured Pakieten. 8 ~Q~~ ~~41~~s thqua~t t;:ha~ t~e 

tJS attitude w~s influepceq luy arl;t~tpf it$ qlb~est a,ll.y 

whiCJh it: self was f3t:.:tong1y . .in!~ti$~1¢eti by a, pto..,J?aki$b,a,tti 

lobby. Irt tha later ~~+iod$ ~l~~ Urti~~p St~t~a ~pd Brit~~n 

took p:po.-Paldstan:L Sltand :Lti t1n:lt~d N~tibri$ and enipported 

Pakisttani tesol~tion ~gainst In~~~. 

~~ Odtob~:t l94$t wnen ~~hru p.ai~ ~i$ ~i+~t vi$i4 tR U~A 

aS India'~ Prime ~in!ster, h. W~ht, ~i~h h~p~S •nd 
~~pectatlona, Qe~ore hts vi~iE h~ wr~le ~d his siste:t Vij~y 

LakshJti;h Pa,pdit, thE?tJ. tP4ia:' s &mbCi-~s~dor, \in Am~tica : ''I wqnt 

to b~ fri¢ndly wtth the Ameri~~hs b~tt al~qy~ mq~in~ i~ d~~~r 

wh.at V.,e stand f9:tr, I• Here nqw ~e ~ap $ee tpp.t N~hr4 til;'st 

went ~n U$A and not t;:o g.s.~~~· ~tit as ~u9q i~ w~s nott ~ 

very S1,1ac€H=!sful visit arid it ~¢ca,me-s ct~q:r:i wh.~n. Pean At:he$t;Dn 

8. s • .Nlritai sing}~,_ .' 1 Ca~ Ell~ 11$ ~(ill~ rt~~l~ ~13 te4~ fr:Leqt!~~;r 
A~iap ~Jr:$~¥r §f1Pt ~~3, p-lCJi3 • 



~iffid~lt men wit~ who~ J ~~~e av~t ~~& to d$~14« Td lodk 

at the dause Nikh~l ch,a,kraborty 4~sG:tip~ it b~~mtifully 1 

"The problems fbr P~§.n A.ch~$oh $-h,ltjl h~~ dolle9\gu~~ in qs 

poiioy·.rn~~ing ~~tup wa.~ that '::heY fourtp i~ ~~ft~cult to 

reconc:i,l.e the ~mperativeE! of Att\~r±¢~·-' s g~o~~i st;rateqy ,.. 

which has peen an u~d~viatirt~ lin¢ Rf dPhtront,~~ion with t~e 

soviet Up. ion ~ With the irtgspend$~t a~p~rati~tt$ qf t:n,diA J 

the E!l:!~~hc~ of y.tl)d~f.l tldn-!i.i:l-S~irnf:!hF W~l$1 to ~~~P 4Way frpm · 

mil!ti:tY atli~nce~ ~nd~r tH~ ~M$:i.~ bf ~t¢~~ P~Wer~ - in thi~ 

specific case 1 theJ.t pf the Upfted ~t!ilh~s qf Amer:j.ca~\~~ 

:tn the follo.win~ years !nclo-UE; ~isag:r,"~etnent widen~d 

trom gne issu~ to a:noth.er. Wn~11 tn9i~ recogpi$1ed Pedf?~e~ 

Republic of china unQ.er Chairrna.n M~o an~ eatabl :iE:;he!~ 

diplomatic rel~tion,~ ( vs beca,m~ tqtaJ~y d.:Le:!clppo~nt~d. !1Tb 

the A~erican gove~nment it Wa$ a ~h~ttetiQ~ blbW einqe 

accordib~ to it, emergence of c~iria ~$~ a :yiotory bf Wott~ 

·communi$tn; t;:he spread. of Which ~ad t:Q ~¢ $tOi!pe~. ":).o Agatq 

~-~~~-~--------~-----~~~ 

9, Nildd.). Cha,k.ravqrth,y, "In<io~tiS ~~r~pe¢tive : A Jiistb.rlct:J.l 
ove.rv,iew1; I Man ahd betrelopment; 1 (J) Sept 19£115, J?-(lO. 

10. k.P.Misra , ''Indo-Amerioap. j?.elatj.onf3 bitrergenees 
Outweig(l Convergence{31', Mf:m. ~ D.eyelabment 7 (3) I Sept 1,985 1 

p-70. . ,, . 
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tn 19$1 !n~o-Us str•ins ~Q~~to~~ij bn .• o~~~h W~t i$~Ue~ 

tnt t:L{9).ly 1mHa sul?~t>ittec;l tl1e ps in ~oti\;~.~mttirt~ N'bttih Kpre4 ~ ~ 

aggres$ioh, b~t q~4 pot ~upp¢rt qs rlecl4r~h~on of wap 

qg~inst North Kore&. 

visibll:ii ~t the time Q~ \]ajpflfi~~€! r~ac~ tr~~t:Y I when In¢ji~ 

refu$eq to sign tni$ t~eaty, but ~i~n~4 it$ own ~r~~ty wi~h 
Japan tn 1~t2, for ~we~rirt~ -~p&t•ti¢p$, ~cttialiy; !rtd~a!• 

policy o~ non-alignment and it$ rol~ tft p¢r~u4~~hS Qth-~s tq 

adopt it. - had .beeq ·a stUmbling bl~d~ in thy WP.Y of Ip~O..,. 

American frienctship. 

Th¢ ~mericah worlq-view an~ the co~dit~o~s in the 
I' I" 

qisc:overed in Pakif.ltBrn "a co}lnt~n:· fore~" to N~hru' s n.on-

Irtd,ia' ~ poU,¢y pe:tspePtiye w~t~ q,p~p~eq to jQ:i,q any ot1e of 
• ' I 

4$r~$ment for military a~d w~$ ~ign¢d irt 1954 and under this 

agreement E~senh.ower admtntstratf-0.11 l?t~rted t:o give hi4ge 

-----------~---~-~~~-~-· 

11. Ibid 



- 1-, I ' ' i 
sophiSt~cate~ ar~s to ¥dkist~rt, Dtil~$~ ~~li~t~d 'akist~~ ,~ 

th~ initi~l Middle ~a~e o~t~h~b bt~$his~timn (~BPOJ that t•~ 

rpt£!\11'6) 
~ I , ' 

and the sout~E:ast 
I" i' • ", • 

( siE;A.TO) , 
l 

Beas.··se •I '\:1.1'' 

armirv~r !?~Ktstart · obviot.lsl-y lt11rt !rt~i6.·i) f!ent-tt-nent Whi¢11 i~ 

Indiats ~ain adver~~ty in the ~ti~dopti~~nt, be~id~~ ie 

~rought cold Wat· to tndi~'s doot~t~~· $~mil~r~y it see~~B 

to b~ ~triving to negate Jndi~·~ n~~~r~+ pr~-~mine,nc~ 6h tne 

subcontin6mt. 
" "'1!' 

India~ Reacttion ~ 

Whep the i$S1~e was. r/3.i~¢q to the cbilOern of Us 

ad,rnitti~:q:r~tion 1 $isenliower trt~d ~b rnblii~y ~eh;n1 }py 

publicly ~ssuring him t.pat Us Atrn~ wth.ilcl, not be tif?~d a,ga:i-n~t 

~ndia~ an assurance ~hich ~as neve~ ~ept.' the late Krishha 

Mehort rtgnhly ~onq~red if th~re w~t~ guns which would fi~e 

only in one direction, In fa~~; iH e$~enti~1 respects ~~e 

two co4nt:ries tlpt~d ~qr aili!:lrto~s op accburi~ of different 

reason$1 Artiefic~ to cont~in c!l;)tttrqt+f\i~rn $;nd Pakist~n to fight 

tndia.l2 In re,alitY .. ' Qhb of tU~ ~utpo~es q# U~ militarY aia 
'I , ]I" 

-~-~~~--~----~--~--~---~ 
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to Pa~istan was <;:tlearly checking fpdia' s power ahQ. ;i.nfl1,1ehc~ 

ir: the region. on the other hand :Pakistan leaders were 
' . ' 'I' ' ' ' '., I ·1 ' '- • 

9ompehmt eppugn to qopviq~e '!Jp a.drrcj.,l!}i$trp,t;.ien to ~ive ~t 

more sopni~ticatsd at~s to ptot~ct bs ihterest in the $o4th 

Asian r~~iart an4 bY pt~misihg to a~t ~~ A spo~~~~~n of W~~~ 

Asic;tn o~l :rich IE;Jiait)id Qount:ti~s 1 W~~ch iq f~c~ it Ct:ru:lrct 

want~d A~:j..a tq pe free from gre~t ~pwer dqmin~noe ~n4 

ipflu~nc$ presumbly b~~ap~~ q~~ng ~t~et t;.hiit~~ it wanteq ~6 

crea.te i:j..ke-mipde<;I, r+Pn-alig:n~q ·n~t~phE! ati,tl n~tions f:p-ee 

f:tom g:r~at power it~tl~ena~ in A$,iA . wh~ch c<C?J.+t~ bffer .t~ 

opportlJhttie$ ~~ +ead.et:sh~p of ~t.iq~ ftS;J.tr.~onJ~, 13 tnQ.ia ~t;. 

l$a$t th~u~ht o:E em~tsitl-~ ~t:;~ an :!.ln~C?~t:~ht re~+¢ln'il.J. power~ ~n · 

'A"- ··~~""' t ···rtt:t ··f 'i: ....... Wi.th "".'',e'.'.ii>..':t' .... '"~.'itl <..,o·_,l"-.. '."'. tp·. p···l·a~ .. y' .. 1~ .. . +11,.1l"'pen.R-Pil. oe. . ·e o. iJQW~:jf I •· • • • ...., ;c . Cl.+ .L' t;;:b . 11 

SouthpEa~t, south, aqd Wa$t A~~*· W• a~ij pl~rifi~ lt by Ph' 

of ~~h:tru IE! :tamar~ in the }?~rl:!-£4tri~n.t i~ :)..Q5~ '' :tf you pe~p 
I 

into th~ future and i.f nothinsr ~bi~~ WiftDrig * w~r$ and t.he 

like - the oqvlo48 fn,.prth col.frttry in the \Voriq {q,ft.e:r tJ$~ 

The SoVi~t Uhionl ~pd Chin~) is lrtdi~,~ Thi$ V~ry inte~b~~h 

oppp~;q.te 

COiit&intnent Of COTT\f'!\Unlsm or tQ S~y ~gaipst tJ@ design ~f 

wori9 clomipq,tion, 
-p---------------------~ 

13. s~e, D. c. Jbal I• us PbJ.ioY towtu;d$ Ind.:i-~ 1;, The Indian 
qoyrn,sl o1f Politic~1 gcientte ; '37 (~) j Jan-l>:f~:r-ah 1976·, p-50, 

, 
2~ 



The united state~ goyernm~nt h~d ~ev$r cqp~~q~r~d lpdi~ 

to be o~ major pol~ntdAl ~igni.ti~~npe t¢ the fh~4t~ of ~~i~ 

or' c;>f tl+e tJ;tird worl<L · nt 197+ CPE\H~t~r Bbwl~f$, pnp~ a :Lopg 

servicirtg ambassador of USA to !ndi~ 1 mak~s it v~ty aieat 

when he said 11 Thus India has ~~en se~n as an :!.'f\lpoverishe~ 

nation str\lggl.ing bravety but p:t;·Qpe\~ly t~tA-:L~tY to gqve:rn 

for I • 

, humani ta+iqn reason$ t.,Je have felt ohligate4 tq ~s~i$t. "l4: 

However I he showed the c~use al? 1$hP.t4nC~ on thl== pa,rt qf 

American policy makers·apout india ~y saying 11 L~c~~I19 £irs~ 

ha,nd knowiedge of thE! ooit\plexit.iea o$ Indic;tn sb9i~i:y anct th~ 

hopes $P4 fears of itS people, it i~ riot ~~rp~isin~ that t1;1~ 

Kiplinges~ue impr~?$ion of I~dia M~ ~n aq9i~qt land qf 

Cobras; maparajah~, monkeys; f~mirtes, Polo players, 

ovetc:rotydeq with cows an<;i bapies I :;:~till. per!:!il?t:S in tll:.~ 

minds of ~c;tny top oftitials in our a~v~rnmept,nl~ Actqally 

there is a pequliar kihd of commut;ti~~tiop gap i because tJ.i,~ 

traffic o.f infotmatidi'l ~pq id~~s is *$.iPlY t>P~ \>Jay; nq,mely 

from Amerid~ to !nclia eynq ~ot sp m~c~ ~he other w~y rouh~\ 

st i 1 i it i3 ~ot tne rr)fiirl c~U~e qeh.irtd tJs ppl ioy mak~t>~ 

uneasirte¢• to deal ~ith India, w~~n aowl~rs ~l~o oonfeS$ed 1 

-~~--~~~---------------

~4. C]iestei; Bowles , 1'.f\ffiEi~4cq ~nd R!ls~ia. in Ipqia il Fore,i.gn 
Affairs; 49 (4), •July 1971, p -' 6JB. 

15. Ibjd - p-639. 
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"When they ~fils~rt th,ei:tc .ii19.$Ren9$nP~ by retus~ng to 13¢e th~ 

wo~ld 2!-Ei our 1overnhi~nt: sea~ + t, l~;;ideTs V{i thin t;he 

AdmirtisttEl;tion and Congress have ~eq;:j,rt\e oy f?tB,$"es :Pllz?;if3tl, 
' " 

frustrated, hurt and angered," 

On tpe other hand !,nd,o--iStt>vli.¢t£, :,;:-~l~tions itrt~rQyed 

radically ~;aJter St;:aJ,i!1 1 s ¢leatp itt 19~1 tind ].t re<lJ.Ghec;i o11 

solid pl~in within tW~ ye~rs, tn ~'~~ ~he tir•t Soviet lbati 

agreement :E¢r rnc:lian eoc;motnid ¢l~v~lQPtn~P.1= w~~ E?!lgrte)d ancl 

Sovi¢t l:i.g:f¢t=d to 8¢t 1Jl? a $d:~eel mtll ~~ ac:>Rato ~t $. cOf?t Qt 
140 million dol1av. rhi$ ~gt-~m-~h had ve~y importart~ 

implic~tipn to th~ !nd~~n ~¢1.t~y ~4~~~~ ~n4 bto~dly to t4~ 

Indian ma~se~, beoau$e i4 cam~ ~ft•~ the bs rafu~al to set 

Up a public seotor ~t•e1.mi11 ih ~q~ia. Neliru $ls6 Visite4 

the S<;:>viet union in i95B 4nct Wt!~ ~1v~h c;1h $nthl,isiast.io 

welbo~e, Marsha~ Btil~Ant~ ah~ ~i~itl KrUsh~hev retijrne~ t~~ 

Vi$it ip b¢cember of the $61-Jtl€1 ye4r al)d gtAve tli,e ar1 

import ante stmport to tnd.la on ~#$hntir p.hd Goa. ~ub th~ casa 

was tot~lty ¢p~bait~ with uSA ~rtd ~~ i• ~ell k~oWp that in 

the debat$ in the $e¢H.1:tit;.y t?t+ilt;!i1 G>t t:r~~ tJ .N. on Jarnm4 artti 

kashmir 1 the \Jni t;eq Stq.t~s ~n<.i :!,.~~ cHLLes to9kl b+atant;ly 

pro~~aki•t~ni ~osition- i~ 19511 1-$~, ~964 ~nd iU was 6rtly 

t~~ SoV~¢t ~et~s.~n ~~~1 ~nd 1p~' art4 tij~eq.t to V¢tb in 1964 

that ~aved Kashmir t~r tndia. ~i~!latl1 United $b~tes too~ 

al:1 al)ti -- tn~:ua pos:i, ti~p qh ~he GO>~ j,$E)~$ ?-hq in a j oin,t 

j 
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commttrt~qtte With, t};i~ PbrtuQu~se Foreign Min.H~ter pn ~ 

pecembet 1955, p~1~$s, ~he~ ~~cte.~~fY of st~t~~ oailed G~~ 

~ 11 Portt.1.gpes13 piovinc~ '', 

j, .( 

AS both these i$$\1~9 emot.ioi:'iall , 1 I 1!1+'-:!r., y 

heavil'~J on !ri4 iart fcrlfi:!Jgrt ;'"\hl.:i. • · 1. . ':r '''I . 'Ll.l ,, .. 1,'1-:, :· ' .!t'l',.i, .. ~::y. ' '" w.~ l'il l,~ ~lf<lfi? 

'' ~ mc:u;: t.~t o~ qe~~ t~g:t·~qt •. i th.~J w~¢h watt t~~~ ¢i~:n:t<TI¢ftfliP~ 

~ubject~ ~h!Ph o~nc~~n u~ gf~~tl~ , .. ~~~P.\ u~• i~ ijho~i~ ~~ 
. I 

pur mi$forb.trte that tne two Gr¢~t IPqwetE!, tl\e tJn.~ tt~d st~t~Hi3 

and the Uhited Kin:do~ shoUld ihv~~i~61· b~ a~· i ~t us."~~ +' . ,g "II . . . .. . n . t . , ... V ~~. nl ... 

D. u.s t.d ~.e .. ·glirt.ert.bs,: o.r .. u.rlfavo~~bl~ ~ttjt d• ~f U~A 1fi~ia ·• ::::1 ..... 
1

, ••• l .. U. ,, .. , 1 +·.,If" 

sharply til ted toward pi Spviet, Uni$n, $t;>:Vi~t ~t t i l:tt;g4,~ 

was 
''II I 

anoth. er aa.us.e :fio· thi·· .,..,.w d~velo:· e,.,t. I . ;r . • fil He , ' ' I .. p!Tl. 'p T'·i.;w 1-:\ · ..... .lo. i't""' , .. , ... 
, PI:! IibOv :)..~t W~1;).3~,n. 

thought J:hi;it bY' :\.ts611t ii: wpu~~ nqt · be ·aple t¢> :PliiY 4 

dominant power role in Asia/ ~hat it wo~l~ Qe d~triwental ~d 

.soviet. interests if . eit:he:r USA. ot Chin~ w¢t~ t;q domin,at~ 

substant~al patts of ~sia and b~qde i~ is in the irtteres~ ~f 

the $oy~~t Prt:i..on t¢ prontqt:~ cl,iv¢tl3it¥ in Af?Iia EitP.d w~lcc.Dt'h$ t;Q 

qomin9 into being Qf cth~t tnd~~~n4~rt~ ~~ntr-~ ot poW$t i4 
Asia with whorrt the Sovi~t Uniort wou1tl, ~e able t;:9 w<Qrl< qlqS~ 

friendly relation$ oh the p~s:i..s qf eqhlali~y and mut4~l 

----~------~----~------~ 

16. . , $f3e, .. 0. c .. ~ha. . , 11 U$ . ~oJ ~ oy ;_pq~4rcra tn4ia '' { The tndi~p, 
Journal of RolJ. tJ.Ga~ ~J.~P,c~~ !l'~r.p·~4f 1976. p-554. 
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bertef:i.t-~ 7 Chester Bowles als~ shoWed s~~e rea~pn~ when he 
$~~d hh~t there had b~~n qo c~epr n'ti~na~ poli~~e~ t~ g~t~

day tb day operatiQtl~ of Ne~ P~lhi a~bas~y ~rd S~Vi~~ 

operation$ in India were much ~QF~ c~o~eiy O.iteRt~d by th~ 

foreign P.~ttce in Mosco~ than tis op~~~tio~~ direct~d by the 

· state d~partment in Washington+ 

Then oame the Chines~ att~e~ &n nrdia i~ O~tpber 196~ 

a,nd, it proviO.ed a v~ty g~~d. ®.)i>p<4ir~'tPity to ~wt;>ra>v~ Indq>~ 

1\.tnericap rel,ation~hip. Pue to C4~al:l c;r~s:l;s, at ~ir$t Sdvi~U, 

union Wi=\$ nef.ltral, p.nd as it wa~ ~ lfar between a good, friel)~ 

~nd a sociaiist brother, they p~ef¢r~ed to be neutral. At 

the same titTle power itl wa.sh~ngtot). p. c I was with Presid~n,t.f. 

Ke~nedy, on¢ ot t~e m6st ab1~ p~iicy m~ker wn$ wa~ rati,qu~~ 

in out l.ook p.s well a$ flrienaly to 1tHiia. ' Wh~h Nehru a$ke4 

f~r. tr~i~itarY $uppiie~ ~tom tn¢ Uni~e4 stat¢~ after out 

ihitial set bac~, they sent imm~di~t~ mi~itary a~d wor~h $ 

70 tnilliqrt and I~do-Arrieri<::an ~e1ati9ri$hi:p rea<;:hed all trim~ 

high. for a brief ~p~ll 4ftef·t~e ¢hi~~s~ ag9~ess~op alsd, 

the relations between India ~mq t:P,~ pnit:ed St;:atefjl C(;:mtim.I,e~ 

'to be e~ttem$ly happy, BUt it wqS, & short iiveg ph~nom~rtqn, 

~~------~-~~---~~-~----~ 



After the +ndo~cn,~pa, W<;tr ~11 iSJ~~, tnclia serious+¥ 

eHnbarked Of!. it13 def~ii!=:l.=. pi~P.$ {:),tid t~e rpotle:p'li~a,t:l.bn q~ hi~ 

r~, thet~for¢, t~que$t~d the bnitetl st~t~~ . ' 

for a $ soo ~illion ~~si~tance t~ ~e ~~ant ov$~ ~ ~e~iqd b~ 

five years. Even President I<etipeqy was ~onside:tihg the dea),. 
. 

with India but p~ wa~ assassinate4 very S<Don And the de~1 

was canc~lled ~f JohnsQrt a4~iQi~t~·~ion, Bo~l~s trie4 h~~ 

be$t tq tphvindQ tij~ U~ a~mihi~tr-~iRht ~u~ he r¢gratte~ ~1 

sa..yin '. . 91 

be rlil¢~ aga,in in tij• atat~ dS~It~~·H~ ~~cl PeHt~~qn i.e. ~f 

w$ he~pe<:i +ndia evan modE'!rate,ly t¢ ~4i~c1 up it$ <ftefene~ 

c~padity, We wou~d ups~t out Mlb¥al ~lly", P-~~~t~h18 . k• 
a,ls¢ said t,nat ·~sind~ Wt~rl~ war lf I rnof?t of 6tir tni14, tat¥ 

'I 

asfiiiStat)~¢ dt.ltE!ide E14rope; I teit; f h~~ peen gi v~fl. hot fci:V 

legiti¢ate purpo13~s of def~nce ~tit ip effect as a ~ribe ~¢ 

pe~s1;1ade the 

policy."+ 9 

recipis.±H: 

lt was 

Uf3 for, ~:\.111 
I! 

what u~ 

aqriJih:i,.e;trat;.ion h.:1d a),:ready givt;!Ii tp J;?~~.i,.~~ap for it~ 

military build up. ~ut qS a re~4lt of ~~e pre~s4re exert~d 

by the pro-paki$tani elements wit:hirt the Pent~gop and t;.he 

State Qepartment, ~ ~l~Q th4t h~~ ~~ij~ ~•~efbll1 pr•pared td 

---~--~~--~---~-------~-
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~elp l~dia in. the t~sk of mQ~¢rni~!h~ it~ ~rfu~4 force$ ~·~ 

· ijHt<-1·'·_; 2d a:~--+ ~.:: .. e~' I' 

In auoh a situation, it H; quite na.tt1t&J,. tn~t Ind~~ 
" ' 

woi,.ilq ~urp too/~tcls Si:rVi~t tJp:ld~ arid it; ~4-so happe!f~q 

likewi~e: W¢ also ~riow tl').at ttpe qn~teq s~at~s haP. P..tsg'u;i.$~ 

suppot't in Ayu~, ~han'$ deme).ncl to sqlve Kashtnit i:?st.le ap th¢ 

time o~ Chin~s~ attadk ~hich dit~~tly s~ppotted C~in.~. $o 

:tndia yei'y rati0pali:Y w~n~ te> Rl.t~~:i,a, 1.~o g'eh s<DphisticS;te~ 

,,. B. Ch. · •· ·· .. t U6 i'l. • " 1 · ~" 1' 9· a 4 rlit•te' :. e: tn' ;..n" t' h"' 1 aL .. *- the· sa·:· m·J E! . L. ·• ·.· ,qviil.Q "0 ,.j)p lP ~r!EJ,;_r, , ·If.' 'H~,, . , .u,., ... 9 , , l:~·Ft . . .. , .,, , 

r d · · ·· · · t · t · r.r t · viE:~· ted. Mosc±o · &nd rehHrti~d to ~1eW 11 +at1 n~~o :,_a +P);j e~ri1 . . + .. . , . ,. , ,W .. , . . . , . . t• .. 

Oelhi Wikh ~11 th~y had asked for 1 ~hd ma~e. TP44Y Ih~i4'~ 

28 divisions, its 700 :t;:>lane air force .:hid it;~ small b4ti 

t L 1 '1 "'liAi .. 'thS i"'t' ·u'··· .. t 21 compe en~; navy are a:t:"ge y El'-+PP . ~l'.:.l ·vv+ · ... ov~ 9 , ~q. J,pmem ·. ·, . 
Accordinq to $owl~~ irt tht~ WaY • ~aj~J opp~ttUhi4Y t6 U~¢ 

theit qwn milit~ry a$Si.tande to pto~ot~ Sr~~~-~ ~olitic&~ 

s~abili~y i~ Asia ~-s mis•ed. 

20, B; K. Shr:i V~/3 tav~; 'i I,tu:to-NneriPflrt ijela tiort ~etrospect a~~q 
F?rosp~;?(:jtH I .tnterhatione(l. studies 1.~75, Vol 14; (~)I p ~· ?4 ~ 
21; C./1!=$tef i3owier .:.·· i?~ 642 .·· · · · · 
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Irtdo-Americah Edohti>mie Relatiop.s J. 
, ' ,. , , . , - ., ' . . ' ' I,. ., , 

Ihdo~Arnerican ~c~tH:Jtnid tei?l.t;\.ohship was not sp hot as 

their pol.itical relations were., out of the total investment 
I ! ~ ! ' ' . ! 

of $ 21.3 billion in In4ia's fir~t two five year plans, the 

United States and its allies c(jntrtbuted. $ 5. 2 bill. ;ion, the 

U~ itself contrYbuting $ 3.3 billio~ 1 as again$t the sov~~t 

bloc contriQl.ltion of ~ 943,8 $i~liont 2 ~ Si;nce December 195+ 

l.intil + ~Pl, the TJSA cc:mtribut!:ld $ 8 ~i+1ion in loans and 

~t4tlt~ to ~lq~t¢t H14t~' ~ ~poHtHhy ~nP, t'Q h~1J? ~eed it~ 
I 

Peo~le, ~i~on ad~lnt~krat!o~ cldi~ed ih !~72 th~~ t ·~ 1 r · 

qppro~imat-~ly $ io l::ii~l~ort h9q p~~r £liven to India for 

v~ribu$ d,ev~~op~ental ~nct food progt~mme. For several yeqr$ 

in the mid fifties and ~ven in the sixties the amount of 

econc;:>,tnid aid that In~ia rece.tved frortl the United stat.es 

cohstit~t~q more than nalf of the total foreign aid that it 

received. A~ar.t from aid there was e~ten$ive traQe relatipn 

between the two C04rttries. Most rt6t~~le of thes~ 4ids WaS 

the food aid programmee under PL 48b, un~er ~qich severa~ 

million tons of wh~a~ were given to +pdia to sav~ otJ.r people 

• from the severe drought and the followed starvation. But 

the irony is that this vast amount of .economic aid and food 

did not generate good will. 11 Per}iaps the most important 

reason fdt this was th~t 1 ip the tot~l perspective, economic 

22. D.C1Jha, "US Po:}.icy Toward India", P. 43. 
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relations were ove~shij,tdowed by potitital r~l.atic;ms~ Which 

~ere far fro~ happy.rt23 

Ptes iqent Johnf!on; s policy wa.s to ql..ltho~iz~ ep.c;h 

shipment of food aid after frp.rttti~ ~~lls from the us Embassy 

:i.n :New Pe1hi Which ref1ecteq! tn4~41i officials partie oyer 

not peihg ablii:! to Plan futtlN3 fqbd d.ist:r:i.but+on with dthr 

a$surapb~, The 9aus~s ars h~gtHv ]trtown ~o the !tt<ii:i.~tl 
I I ~ 

leaqers ~s well as mas~es. The Ph:i.t$d ~tates wanted Ind~~'s 

supportt if not ~uppq~t at 1ea~t $ilence, 6n Vi~tnam iss4e, 

Whenever t:P~ subj 1=ct of p.i.<J. d:arnE! ~lP before CGhgress or ¢,)ne 

of its dotnmi t r.ee I some 0911S:fre~smart o:r o~her W<l~ bqund t,,o 

j urnp up and ask Wh~ t the tridic;th~ hefd Qoqe i11 ret 4tn r ot 

e}tpr~ss his ~mq:Zerit~nt that, a!tet hav-ing rede~ ved sc;J $uol1 

a].ri, th,~e ... ·· Q,
1

PV .. e:i,::-rime,.,-,n,·~ l:)f,·.· tn,··
1
ti,ia ha.d fai. ied to f:jupp··ort Athetip-~tl ~ r:-:-- ·r~ H~ r • 1'.~ . '• r .,1, l· I I . ' ' . lj 

fari=~gt+--polict ob~~ctiye~, pl: ~lzlto~nti to kpq~ wli¥ M9~<:b¥/ -~ 

tea,pip~ ±hdi4n oovetl'J.rnent shoHl~ R~ s~pt>qtt~P.. ~ 4 ~o 

ol'::htiG>u~:iy- 1 ari irliprE:isedt?tt ci¢v~low¢~ in. trtdia th9,t when W¢ 

·were in dE:!sPerate ne;ad of food, tlf~ US was f:q:tcihg HS r.P 

change our fot~ign poltcy in t~tur~ of fbod. ~t¢ti Mr. ~oW~~$ 

~d~its tt! "Duting !pdta!$ £pod ort~i~ ~f 1~65~~6 1 P~dSid~tit 

Jon~son rather obviously attempteq to 45~ out w~eqt shipm~nt 

~-~--------------~~-----

23 1 S.{(iShrivastava , "lnqo-Ame:pig~p #.elption$ : R.etrPE3Pdpt;, 
and P~::ospf;?ct", P - .;?5--:;26. 
24' . .tbiq - p. ~7. 
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to pets1J.E:tde Inqia t':p take a Md:~;e tolerant v:i,.~v( of QUt 

~i~itary acti~~ti~$ tn V:i,.~tnam." 2 S 

rndc-Pa~istan War of 1965 was another i~~ue wher$ 

~nd:i,.~n opinion went a~aihst U$ pql~cy. Thou~h i~ this wa~ 

tJs :ternaiped n.e'utral, J?akistan fq~ght w~th all us rna,~~ 

weapon!$ and it ty~s rtq~ donP.!=thh.a9. P¥' AnlF!ticap A.qtn:Lhi$~rat.ion 1 

rather it $j~dpp~P. 4il ~:i,q~ 4h!i tn~i:i.~~ry h~+l? to ~C?th t;h~ 

d'"".·.·up' .. t' t·1'e.··l:j.', ', ~"~,h· J-.1 1· 'tLl'.w ".·J A ,ql Lh,, t1 h'.ld ... b '1"''11 '·h''r· 't""_<j .~...~ ._, fl· 1, \== 1 c .. !!! !do~'1 ~H·-l:·, ~:+.~, ?~- ,~q"T !J~ e,a, t;<:J. l,t~. 

rnqi~ ~Pf thf:l O'ntt~fi $t~t~~ ~~ ~ oofi~~qi.4~tfi:Je of its ~ef:l~e>n~¢ 

tq t.li~ oh~ii~s~ ~9'9't~~~~ion !::Sf +S~~ ~'4i9~ty P.~~~J~f-!.t~~: 1'Th~ 

Unit¢~ $tate~, fa~ frp~ betug ~$e~ 4$ A n~U~t'l ~bserv•~~ 

wal;l how perce.i ve<i BrS ~. t4ci t su1)~or~er ~f; Pa]<:ista,n:l., 

iilt~rest;,f:!! an4 vtf3wett w:i.th cqn,~ig~:r~b1~ ~u$p~¢ib!1. pbrq~;r~n~ 

on outhight postiiity, ,,QG Act~aLht thj.$ su~pi¢iop. start:~q 
'I 

Wh¢h thE;! Urti teq St~b:l$ cq.rtcelled P~j,.llle ftiin;j.~ttE;ir $.hast,ri ~ j;j 

propQ$e~ v;j.sit before t~e I~do-Pa~;~t~~ War. 

~ith th~ coming of M~s.rndira Q~nd~i irt power in 1$$~, 

a new ho~e was aroused in both side~. But verY soon thi

new hope was replaced by disagreements ~nd frustrations. !fi 

26. $utnit Gan.gti.ly , 11of gre~t ~xpectatic;;~ns ah~ bit;ter 
disappofntments : · JJ;'iqo .. rJB ~e~q,fridrls unde.t tbe Jdhil$.pp 
Administ::reztion",As.ian Affairs 15(4), W:itlte.t 1~8$-89, p-2~~ • 
.?5. $ee, Bowles , "p -· i$4·6; ' 

, 
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March 1966 Irtdia wa~ qhite c~iti~~l ot ~ U$ ~nnbuncem$~~ me 
a decision to resum~ sai¢S qf ¢~rtain 'non-i~thai' mili~aty 

equipmept to India ~nd Pakis~aq - a move th~t Pakistan H~q 

been trying to persuadE! the Unite~ State!!~:? t;:o c:tdopt and Iqq~a 

Qpp0$ed, for it woi+ld benefit ~a,Jd~J;:ati more th&n rn<;ii~. 2'1 

Mrp. G~pdh:i visited f:he Q;tii~-~d $~<13,t;;e~ ~p Mcrvoh 1966. !39~~ 

~id~s tlaimed it ct$ a ~ubc~s~fui vi$it, though, t"~re wa$ ~q 
~ I 

suc~essf4l accor4 and p~~t or qiq ort ~h¢ &g$~~a. Two otthet 
I • ' '- • ~ 

mOpt cphtrove~siaf is$Ue~ ~~ten Wideped th~ g~p b~tw~~~ 

these two natioba in the l~sti phase of John~orl'a 

adrni:n,.i.~tration 1 are tl).e rup~e dept~iuation of 1966 and t:he 

11 $elf-,hel:p/~hor~-tetiter 11 ast£d]..\lti,ltF!l polici~S of Ameri¢:a. 

Thow;jh -A-mericans claim t-hat: tJ,s hati hot~iirt2J to dp with :ru~~e 

dE!Vall.lP.tidn in 19661 ~ctua,~:(.ty it waif3 U$ p~esp~+e thtpll,g-h 

World a4:n,k whip~ for¢~d Inaia to d$~~1~~ it~ currency. Iq 

di~ p~~ ~tt~S good r~~~i~• tq ltld~~- P~-ith•t tb~ ~Qtld rt~t 

tn···c._· r.nta~:ttiett~ona 1 ¥on~t:ary· lri 1Hd nor t.h.
1

•
1
e,·· u,n,·.i.t.e.·',d.·· s.: .. +-a.te.~s nor. ~ . '· ,. '.. + ' '• + ~~~. ,. ·l. ' I 1 • '1·· ~ ' . I ~ ., I 'I" 

.. . ... . tH' I C' . nt. \r H Ve th' kJ H~ 0f a>tt:ta as 6 .:l..sti!:irla"- t.o f i.cha an,y P· ,~r ~ou.,.rx ~Fl ..• :.~ f'H·•t""' . .,...,. , ,P .• , i"'i··l'f .. t .,. 

th&t\ M:kf-l· Gandhi, t=ind. rrta.iap~ ~~h¢t~:C+y bqfl be!!:ln l~q t<> 

7-----------------~-----

27. Normah D. Pqlmer, The Qni ted B.ta tes and ;Iriqia, New Yo+~ 1 

J;>rq,eger PU~lishers, H)/34; , p ·- 3d - · ~1. · · 
28. Ibid - P - 32, 
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ta.cing: a severe drougHt qpd food ~ho:vtr~g:~ I bt.g: t:4e Dni teq 

st~te~ by this '$h~tt-te~h~t' ~~iipy t~ted to in~lu~n~~ p4r 

toretgn bolioy op Vt•t«~~ 4h4 to ~~l~~~b c~~ti¢i~m Pt I$t'$~ 

in th~ We$t Asi~n W~f d,f t997, 

19691 t " q 

further. ~H){on I $ ~nt i- rndii=tn st;<;ihd w<?-s kn,o~i1 f:tpm eat<l. i~;r 

perio4 when he $erV$.d as Vice Presi~en,~ ~h~~t ~o4ri~9n• 

•iThey sl:ia:r-ed a di$lil{e ~nd, ~is:!tt\.l~t ~t M:ts, Ganci~d. 1 ~ 

cons·ide:rq.ble antipathy 4nd bewild¢:tment reg-~t"ding tnd.i9.; a,nd. 

more po!?itive feeling regardipg pa~istan. n 2 $ Again, thi$ 

anti-Indian attitude is revealed from Kissinger's own 

writing "White House. Years" I when ll-$ w:r;i.teSt "tfO one ooU,id 

s~~ak for· five m:LntiteRJ with Ni~ph without }iearit19t of h~s 

profound distrust 0£ Indian mo~iv~$ 1 hi$ conc~:rrt bver SQyi$~ 

meddlirtg, and above all his desir~ not t6 ri~k the opening 

to China by ill considered posturing. "30 And :Lt: was q1.,q:·:l.,ng 

this p~riodl when Indo~Americap t~lations beq~m~ the w9r$t. 

29. Noi:ma,h D, Pa,lmer , The Urd .. teti S.tates .and India, P .. -38. 
Jo. Quot:at:iorl l:akt2n from P41me.r's bddk: ~ IP~4~. 
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Ir+ the summer pf 1969 whert thdia nationalised it:s 14 

biggest b?lnks, oftic,ial q.nd \ctnbffipia;I. opi,pion ih the Uriit~d 

btates ~a~ highly a~itibq.l fh~ ~ij¢1 wel~omed Supr~rne Qou~t~ 
~ ' I 

verqi9t against thi$ natiort~li~at±on ~oye. The Phited $4~t~s 

becarhe dlsappbirttecl' wlteh Ihdt~P ~6v~:b.1ment;: i~~truct.~q flO 

tlos~ 4ow~ it~ f:i,.V~ d~ityrgl ~e~kt4~ ih ~Pffl~ oi out ~t~~~ 

ca~it~le, over t.H~ i~~~e of d~Vi~t bniortr~ W.·.M~Uth~fi,·s.·.,·o,:.d .. ~ • • '1 '' r· 11 ')1' I' ~' · ·r,' •) r •' ' t-! .,.... , • ~ 

c4itt.itcj.t pei1t+!2 ih IJ:lr.ivC1.i1~ru.m. ttrq~f#ilv~t 1 th~ tnd!3t imp~:rt~h~ 

event bt thi E! pe-:tiod we;t~ ~h~ ~~t19laO.a$p +ttd.epefl,<;i~ti;oe 

Moverhen,t,· of 19711 when rdi;;> ~:.r~ci tiS came ·t t.ne. verNe o.·e . . n .. ~ A-~~ . . . ·t· . q., !::J 

divect ~onfrontatio~. 

!ndet>Eihdehde .of Bangia·~ J.. 
' ' r1 'o ''' ·'''I ., ' ,., '' 1 

A}ter 25th March 19?1, P<iki~tani atrn::( st?-rtt~d to 

suppre~s East Bengali peopl~ merdii¢~aly. Iti th¢ folloWirl~ 

mon~h ~bo4t 10-million people ~oqr~~ i~to· rn4ia and g~v~ a 
huge burden on indian gover.nmen,t, !nQ.ia:Q, goverhment tried 

to draw at tent ion to its Pakistani · CC!tlht~r};:!a:tt a,s well qS 

wotid :).ea.de:t$1 ~bout i t£3 Problem t<D fee~ s4ch a :Pftge 

populqtion and the s~Q~rity thre$t~ iri its ea.stern bo+ct~t~ 

But l:?¢3-k.d.stan continu~d its pol;i.Cly 9:fi g¢nocid~ in rLt:s ~a~t~rfi 

part under Y~hea Kha.rtis r41e with ~he United State$ prov~ded 

arms. When ~ndia appealed ~o Pnited $tqtes to stop arm$ ttp 

Pakistan and for q. Political- Sol4tion, Nixon adm:lhi.stf-atiop 

reportedly ~a~ned trtdi.a' that if ~y e~~n~e India i.rtterve~$0 



iq East PClkistan ~ :J,.t wot.tl<;l h~v~ · t~ 'pay very dE!a:tly tqr 

't 31 1,-. 

<;loVet"nment t:tiea t;.O oon~efiJ,. it§ ~:i.li taty $ppplie(3 t6 

Pakist~n in t~e +~7i W~t, a£t;.~r paVi~g declated t;.h~t it;. h~d 

sto~p~d them, ~s we+l kqown. 3 ~ 

when it l:>ecame r,:i~{!lr tl"J.?tt Bc!iJU~tan wotlld nc>t tak~ ~hy 

steps to ~top the e~odu~' ~f refuQ~e$ a,nd the u~itect st~~~~ 

'f/Ouid h~t p:re~~uris~ Pi=l.kistan to o/¢:tk +or a J?e~eeful ~N;l 

sett]e ertt ' . . ·,\-,Ill' .. EaU3t 
'•'I• I' 1 

tndi(ii 

~rep~a~~t~on~ tm ~eet tH~ tLr•~t hb~~~ W thl ~i~aive inti. bW .f::"'\'· ",''1' ''I~ ·~ , · · \ , ... J.~ '''•1'1'"'· ¥"1··"1~t"+ 11Y .,.•~ .... ,.R.,, .. · , ·····I·'~· 

of tef, t.icr.:.· ... (3leS!, A.· s,· :lt Was hC:>t tH-d''' drt ihtet-riaJ. rn::.tter .o.-.fi.··, "' ·. '"" ·' .. ·t··f' '1·· .... , .,, .... , .. , ... ~ ,.,. 

~aki~ta~ $rtd th~r¢ w~¢ ~ Nt~~nQ ~~b~tG dp~niah ~n ~a.v6tif ~k 

thte~ week tou~ of @i~ nat~P4S in J4ri~, 1~7~, ~~fi~an $in.ht 
put f6rei"n ~irtister m~t us ~:tesi4~~t ~i~o~ A~d qth~ts and 

asked them to pre$~ ~~~i~t$n b~ fi~d ~ ~oi~tta•~ $6lution.a~ 

He <;~.lso p~eaqed for not g~viag p~ ~qphis~~(;Jated ~rtnS, t.~ 

Pakistan,. 

~-~--~~------~-~-~-~---~ 

:n. Tlroes of Ihdi.a, l~t A4gust 197:L. 
32. Dinesh Singh , ''1ndo-tJ.9 RelatioflE3" ; ln.tWi tvce iJ¥. 
Defence §_tudies and Analysis Journal 6(1), 'J"i.J.J..Y.i973, p-7~ · 
33. See ·for detail; T.v. Kunh:i f<f.":islinc:m , The tlgfrjeh~J~ 
Friep.ds _;_ India and Ahu:.rica I Nf;JW Delhi; Ipdif.itf BC>ok corhp~~y', 
191~, p-76,' . . . . 
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w~re it~~$ ~lr~~dy "i~ ~1pe1in~" ah~ Wh~n ~i$~ih•~~ r•a~h~d 

New Delhi ori July 6 en rout~ tb p~~!~tAn an~ ehsn to chin-, 

he gav~ q. ripic4lous ~~nla~~tion of the cqn~iP~fpg flow pf 
U$ a~ms shipment t~ P4kiQtan, tij~~ ~ti wa$ • ~~ute~ua~.t~G 

mistake that would s~~n be corteo~~~~" 

Bu,t t.tJ.e :teal oe,~s~ b¢4:tnd t)s 417ms ~pipmen,t to J?ak,~~t:;9tn 

w~s muc~ more impor~ant wh~oh ha~ 4 ~19~~~ ~~wli~atiotis in 
the cliatmed tirtujllstapoes ot that p~riod. Ahq it i$ ve:rry 

much reveq.led from Kissinger's own writing : ''What m;3.d~ the 

crisis so difficult was that the Stfik~$ were so much great$r 

thart the common perceptiott of Uierrt. Tl1e issu$ burst upoh 1.18 

A majot 

American initiative of tund,ame;nt:a,1 ttnpqrtance t:o tne s+qq~l 

balance of power pquld not nav~ filut'-fived if w~ coliuded witq 

the Soviet Union in the pUblid hUrt(iLi.atlon Ot ch,ina'$ f~iehq 

~ apd t?t+r ally. n
35 Sd main thing wa$ to k¢ep ~a~ist,an as 

t.ne trusted ally wh~t was tn~ddtitlg fqr Sino-Americ~p 

fri~nd$hip thae tim¢ ~n~ Witop-Ki~~~n~er's main motivatt~n 

-~~--~-~------~----~~---~ 

~4. N9~maz: D. Palm~r , 'l'b~ tiljA_te~ ~~4¥~5. ancj Ind~fl;. p-45 ·, 
35. KJ,~f?~J?.ger, Wh~ t:e Ji0use .Y.~ar~ p. 913 [quo~CJ,t::~,.on tak~h 
'from Paimer' s book, p.:.4ij ·. ·· ., " · ' · ' · 
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behind tl'le subdor+tirlental poLLcy W?J.$ sh~p~d }:)y t.hi$ 

oon~idef'qtibp.. ori hi¢ ~tt~~ stay in tpdia ip ~\;t~Y 191~, 

~t~sihg•~ ~t~o wattled tij$!a th~t i~ ~~t btq%• ~Ptt in Ch~ 

subcontiheQtl Ohtrt~ mig~b iht$t1~ti~ ,#a ~n th~ ~as~ of 

dhitle::?e ~J ta:ck on tndia I it ~liotUO. ndt, ~~pe¢t tt$ h$lp aE! w~~ 

case in 1962. 

tJQcter thi$ cirdt.lmi3tar~oe~; India Qigne4 a "Ttl2aty <?f 

:l?eace; Friendship a!fd Oo-op~rat:ion'' qp, August 9 with the 

Soviet U~ion. Though thi~ treaty ~~~ h~•yilY t~it:ioisec] ~~ 

United States and other We$tern Pd~~~~, as bh~ failure ~~ 

India, s. hbnaJ..igntn~nt p6,stU:r~ and alil ~ s}laj;p Sdviet tilt: I it 

was most helpful·at th~ otitica,l; per;Lo<i df rrtdo-l?akistan war 

of Decem~er 1971, Whert Mrs. Gandhi w,~t. person~~ly to plead 

with N_ixon· and othe::r Western Le~d~rs to el{:~toi~e th~it 

inf~uenc~ on Yahya, :Khan, Ni~on tj..i.tf:t¢4 a dea~ ear while p, I<,. 

and others e~pressed their sympathY but f!llso h~:j.pl~~Eme$9.36 

i.;astly wp,::r st~rtE:ld. on ~~4 peceqt!J,~~ W~E\:;h P$.k1).$4~P att~ck~ti 

Wiuhin two weeks 
' ' ' I 

Pakistapt for~e$ were for¢~d to s~r~endet ~t Dhaka and 

Bangladesh was freed. However th~ rno~t imp0ft&nt fact is 

that thropghout the Who~e episq~b UQit¢d St~tas ~nd Ch~na 

showed a p:to~Pakistani pol~cy, Apart ·frp~ wit:hqrawing ~11 . ' 

~--~~---~------~---~~~~--

36. T,#.Kau1 ,'1 If14P~U$ Rs1ationa" . ... . . t~';' ( 

7(3)1 s~pt 19$5, p-4a. 
Man and 
~ '\ 

44 



.the United N~tions, Us representativ¢ at the U.N. George 

Bu~h openly ~ccused ~n~~a of cl~-r p~t •ggressibri. Howev~t 1 

clim~~ c~~e when.being tru~ttated b~ ~he ~~tr~~~ pf ~akista~ 

army United Statas sent a tas~ fotd~ o~ th* US $~~en~h fl¢et 

ernpow:t~d ~Ji th nuciear artns l.ntq th,(e Billy o-J: Bepgai ~ But the 

savl.· .. .b.t t.,r,ea .. t re.st .. ra:i.h.(3.·ta Chi'·,B ·s weit as us +-:a take ditec.:.'t . H .... + . . ,.n9' R-.,.. 'j'··l··· ·tt· • PI·· .,.l·'i . ,. 

Whe~ Nixon ordered t~a Rph~rptt~,~ tq ~ai~ into tne a4y 
I ,, 

of l3ertgal! Pi$ ip.t~nt:ion \-?~~ not ¢11))* ~q };)rqw.,.~ecl.t II1c:U.~, 

but to save mast Beng~l fbr Pakist~n. r~o~gh ~-~ belhi w~~ 

wo~rieQ ~~out th~ Am~tican m~V$, it di~ p0t snow any si~n of 

panic ~or that move; ~nd when Paki~tapi ~:tmy ip ~ast Be~g~l 

became ready to Sur:te!'lder I Wq,shin,<iitort had held up fp:):' 

twenty~tour hours the bhak~ ooMm~h4~r's reque~t fbr 

pertnissiol1 to $1-lr:tehqe:t befQre it 'f{atf gonv~yed t;.o tnd.ia. 

During t:hese crucial ~oment~, Wa~htgtort W~ighed th• 

possibl.lity of a limited actiop by tJS tnari,nes ~ 37 Nixpn 

administration also press soviet union' qot to S4Ppott t~dia 

by threat•n~ng to c~nt~l the ~r~po~$d Ni~on vi~~t tb Sovi~t 

Un:i,on. Bi..lt nothing worked in fa.vbur C)f U$ al+d, its ally 

Pakistan. !n,dia alf3o diq not +istep Arne,~·ioan tequeat for a 

cea!:le-fire. Even after the war eq9.eq; the United State§ 

37. T.v. Kunchi Krishhan , Tb(fo t:hjfrieilcpy Pri.ehds .1. 1pdia 
and America, p-113, 

, 
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gave a11 respohsibility to tpdi& fPt war ma~ing a~d tried to 

t;a,}te tpe cred:L t for th~ survi ya~ o~ West fa,Ri!j3ta!1 £:tom 

!ndiap occupation. Actui;i:q.y with sotn~ :prq.cticaJ. probl.~~$ ~ 

tJS cbuid not fight: tndia d~rectq.y 1 but gav~ full scq.ie 

f;:!U,ppott I even . in~t-rt!ctifi~- T~tkt$h piiots tt> f:I:-Y Americ{?.n 

jet planes t::o i?aki~tj!ln, 

iowest in the e~tly +97os. 

THe ltiof.jt ~orry ~hit~g ttorn thd.tii r ~ poiqi;". of v:i.~w W#f3 

that eVeh ~ftat t:h~ ~ang1$d~~h ~!bbt~b4~~ War of t911, t~e 

United States continued to jU,ati~y it~ p~sitions ~sld d4~ing 

the odrtflict. 

communique issued with chinese Prilmf! Minister at Sanghai; 

Nixon expressed us favour for the withdrawal of all Indo~ 

Pakistah military ~Orces to wit~in th$ir own te~ritories aqd. 

to their own side of the detlse .-fir~ 1 in,~ in Kashr!)ir. 

Because he knew fullY that ~ore tettitoriss h&d come under 

Indian control than I~diqn terti4oT¥ seiz~d by Pakistan. At 

the same t:Lme when Nixon adminiattation admitted India q.s 

the most powerful country of South Asia; it insisted India 

to · gi v·e proper respect to 9the:t $30}ith Asian countr:i.es 

notably Pakistan. 

!hdian adtions went again~t us int-~e~t. On j~rtuary 7, 191~ 

lndia announced that its diplomatio reptes~nt~tion to Nor4h 

Vietnam would be raised to the ~rnbass~dori4], lev~l, qtl, 
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anno\.lrtqem~nt that p:r;ought ah officia,l prote$t: from the US 

government and a firm rej ect:i .. o!l 0f that protest by Itid~a, 

TSe redOghition of the Pto, also eya~ed strong qriticism in 

the United St~tes. 

In +973; ahother ~ost pot i~~ue came to the forefrpnt 

0~ tpQd-Up relation~, whe~ Nix9n ~~Miqistr~tion decided to 

e$tabltsh q paval~oum-pomrnp~~qqtiorl$ ~tatiqrt on a sma~l 

~ritisH h¢ld · islapd p£ DiegO· Gq.:trofa in the m!ddle of th~ 

!hdiqn 0¢~~1,1, . At the f ir$t:. ~til9'~) it wCls propo~ed, to be 
' I I 

m~hned by 2 7 4 navy t?ersoqn.eq. $,q0. W&E! to h~ve a r~dio 

stqtiorl, 8QP0 ft rpq~ay and ~ amal~ p~p~pur. $~t later~ it 

wa$ d,is~lof.l~d thAt the bas~ W~\41~ be ~ble to a~commpq~~¢ 

aitdt~ft b~~ricirs ah~ Kd-~j5 ~~n~~t~ p~~ne~ bhdh were 4~~4 

to raf~~t h-52'~, th-t it Wquld Ul~i~atelY co~t S 75 milli¢h 

and thr:~.b the runway Wo4ld be ~a~e l-arg¢ enoj.lg:h to q.artcli~ 

carrier t~~k force. Reasorls ~h¢~ed by us qdmintstratiop ar~ 

that having such a facility US c,~ S~Qw it• dabability irt 

the Indian Ocean and can bring oopflicting parties in this 

region to the negotiating tabl¢. Actua~ly it was an utmQ~t 

step of American imperialism t~ qont:rdl the littoral state~ 

of the r¢gion and it obviously brdug~t Cold War tension in 

th,e ·!ndi~n Ocean an~a. In this aopnectioh we can remember 

Dr. Jaw~tkari s rema:r.l<;, "The M,glo~Am~ricah deci$ion to $et 

I 
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up a major air naval bas¢ on thil3 iS;l,apd \Y'hicl1 h~S hOW 

l?ecome operational, does not f>r'~l3age an ab:tilf>t return to 

Cold War pos~ur~, but come~ &S a ti~~+Y warrt~rt~ to the ~qtrd 

World of ah enttrely new ki~d of ~uper powet tivalry on the 

international sc~ne."3B 

Indian people reacted §harply, all newsp~p@rs 

critici13ed us policY 1n the Irt4ian Ooean ~nd accuse~ that 

they brought Cold war in our dodr~t~p. Gov¢+nment of Mrs~ 

Gandhi fear~d that it ~Q,ul.d P~i~g w~~e Soviet: activitie~ ih 

the Irt4iAn Ocean t6 ~~4alise t~$ ~t~¢hgth ~hid~ ulti~at.ly 

pleaded to keep ~nd~an dc~art ~ ~$n~ ~f peace and stropgly 

prote$t•d ~gainst D~¢~p Garai~ ~~~~- ~ut thp us pOli¢Y dtd 
I 1 lj 

not change 9-nd in M~y 1975 P:resid,ent, For~ oertified the 

expari~ion of Dieg:o ~~rei~ f9-diiittes anq t:cq.d it wi;ls 

~ 1 e!:lseptial- to "the nattortal intete$t of united .State$. h 3 ~ 
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Fokhrah 'teat 1. ... ~, 

Tlie United statef-3 ~iso pritictf3¢d he~vily V~qep India 

explodecl on 18th May 1974 an Updetgtot~n<;i nucl~!=t:t device far 

peaceful purposes at Pokhran. US 4~mipi~trattop st~rted tO 

review \'/pole aid programme~ to fnd~a. 

pressu+e On India by a th:teaten~ng ~#dtic~ not t,O give any 
spare parts and enriched nuQl~•r £u~1 t~ ~a~a~ij:t Pl~nt Wpioh 

was started in the :1.96Qs with th~ tf$ he+p. · tnd.:La, d~9li;rt~g 

to sign the Nuclear Non-proliferatipp Treaty ~nd it became a 

fighting issue between these two 9o4nt:tries and continu~ng 

still today. 

says! P~he shadow of the atomit dlq~d th~t ro~e bver Pokh:t~n 

on May 1s1 1974 hq,$ hung ove:l;'· !ndi!3, c;1nti the world p.nd 11.~~ 

adversely affected Indo-Americ~n relablo11s ever sihqe." 40 

However, by the end of 1974 !n~9-US relations were on¢~ 

again on its normal tr~d~. U$ ~m~as~a~or baniel P.Moyrtih~n 

had done a iqt in that;: rE;Ig~rcl ~pd it w13-s he who p:Lloted the 

j::tg:teement between Uhib3d Sta.q~s an.~ !ndia in September 197:l 

under wh~ch Unite~ stat~s a~r$•~ to ~rit~ off two third of 

india'S ~stimate4 de~t of ~ billiqn rUpe~s earned by sale qf 

--~-~-·-~---~--~------~--



PL, 480 wheat to Henry l{i$~inset ~lso arriv~d in 
I' t ' 

India. 
',, I 

India Q~ 27th October 1974 and $igped a~ ~greement to 

e~tablish Indo-US commission fot economic1 commer¢~~l~ 

scientific, tecnnologioal, e4~q~~ion~l and cultur&l 

cooperation, He also affirmed lrtq~al~ dominant ~ole and b~g 

size in the South A~ia. But lat~t·"'llen b$ lifted the arm~ 

embargo from Pakistan anQ. Showed ~bme un.&-d::ce~t~}Jie reasqns 
' ' 

to give huge arms, +elations With V$ b~came ~our. 

!rt the Nixon era, In~o-tJS ;elations ~as at the lbwast. 

A:fter t971 Indo-l?ak;i.stan war ~n<i l.lptb Ni~on'f3 QtiSte:t in tih$ 

Wat:er~ate Scandal in August +~7~ 1 a4,~trust; anci suspic;:ion 

grew between the$e tW() $reat dettipd:b;'loie,s. lUid tn$-in rea~c>h 

behind this suspicion was due ~o President fhxon' s high 

handed qnti-India policy. 

decided to resign for ~atergate Sc~rida~ whole India greeted 

the American people to fo:t:-ce ijith ~o tesign. swarn Singh, 

the !ndia11 Externq.l 1\tfairs MinJ~t¢rt t sa;i.d t;:P.~~ i?resi4~nt 

Nixqn' s ded!ision to re$igrt W~f? ilh the best: tr~di ticn ~~d 

detrtocracy. 41 

When Vic~-~resi4ent Geral4 Por4 beca~e t~~ President in 

August 1974; ~ n~\V' ligl;lt (:!If h1DJ:.1e -w~s se~n from rrtqi~n 

peopl~~ as Fp:t~ wa,~ V~ty 1iqe~i!il ~P;~ ~id not n~v¢ any a,rit,i-

-----+---~--------~~--~--



India feeling like his pre4ecessor Nixon. At the same pim~ 

it was cylso assumed that there wp4i~ not be a~y major chang~ 

in American foreign po1i¢y, ~~ Hettry Ki)..~E:~it\sr~r still 

remained on the ~~lm of Stat~ depattm~nt. HQ~~ve~, the n~w 

us President sent, a TheE:~ sage to Pr~tne Minif:1tet, Indira 

Gandhi, stressing the ' :l..mport!1l,hce lte a,ttach13d tb con.ti,nue 

good relations between the two cdu~tries. H~ was reported 

to be keen not only to main~~ih p~t further ~trertgthen tpe 

Indo-American ties of friemdsl)ip, 4i 

BUt the new hqpe of friend~hip was short lived. Within 

a few mont-hs relationship bet;:ween, IncH-a, and. United State$ 

bec~me as cool P.s ever. Elv~I) it pecarne irritating wlien 

United Sta,tes decided on 24th Febrpary 1975 to erid th,e arms 

emba:i:;'~6 on Pakistan an~ I!fd~a. Qn February 25 Y. :a, Cl+~va11., 
the Indian Minister for Exttetrtal ~~~airs, $xpressed st~prtg 

disapppi~tment a,nd deep regret at t4~ u~ d~cision, which, he 

charaqteriied ~s ~ r&trogt~~e •t:•~ that wo~ld have seri~Us 

oonseqpertoes for th~ hopes Wb h~d ch~tishe~ fo~ peace and 

~tabi1ity in the sU~bo~tin~h~ ahd fat ~~te ~~tUre r~l$tidn~ 

with th~ United Stc:lte$ ~ N1d I:,etn~ d:i,.l3appo4,P,ted by the Up 

decisioh chavan postponeq hi~ propos~d us vis:Lt 

indefinitely. 

42. See Arqrita .Bazar fatrika (Ca)dutta), 13 Aug 1.974. 
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simil4rly Indi~ got angry wi~h United States whep 

President Ford did not hesitatf3 tp it+t¢rfering in Indi~ t s 

internal affairs when he critidiz~d Indira Gandhi's decisiol+ 

of emergendy in JUne 1975. The United States oriticiseq h~avily 

when India expelled some American jo'Llrtlalisq:p and iT!)posed 

heavy ceh$qr$hi~ on the right of tr~e~om of e~pr¢ssion. Ip 

February 1976 the For:d qdtninif:!ttatd.on suspendeP, he~otiati9rt$ 

with In4ia over the resumption of ~ilate+a+ ~bD1,1Qmic aid, 

pa+tiaily p.s an e~p:tes~i<!:in dis~pprdval o£ t;ria,ls Q~ 

Political oppmients in tn.dLrL li~ 1\.hl~J:!·tc~n newspqpers and 

pUbli¢ opinion were also hi9'l1.ty G;ri.t~cai t;o Mrf;l. Gandhi 1 s 

stri<#t measure$ and fl,J-lthopii;:qriap rttle ~t tlh~ time pf 

national emergendy. 

tota1ly cool irl this period Rhd diG not improve ~htil Jan~ta 

by tp~ end of the :Nixon-f'~tq-~i13~:Ln~~r years, us~ Ind~~n 

relat.iotis had reacheq .3. Gerti:iiti l:l~W:t-e& of ~t~l:?.tlitY, w:L t:h 

e::.ch dther side war:l.i·· viewih: nhe 0thet ad ursuirt·:' "+ . ... . . . .. . . . . Y. . ..... 9" ~'~', . . , . n · P · · · · g 

pol icd.e$ that wer~ ip it~ bV/h ih~~r~st w:Ltho\Jt too rt)U.clJ 

doneerrt tor the irtt~r~~ts of the ot~~r ~4t $hill recogni~in~ 
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that each was of some importapce to the ot'he:r c;tnd had to }:)~ 

ta.ken into some accotpi,t, •• 44 

Janta Patty Gm.verntnent 1. Policy .Q.! t.Crtii.distan¢e ...t 
I'· ' ' ' ., '' 1 • . ' ' ' 

1'pe eariy month$ of 197'7 w:L thess~d c;t sea 
I ,, j '• ·• cl;lange iii 

domestic and fqreign poLicy ip both th~ ttpite~ States aqd 

India I which paved the way fo.r impo:rrt:ant developments :l,.p 

lndo~A.meric;an relatiqns. Dernoc:tat:iG Party he?ided py Jirtnny 

Ca:rter oarn~ irt government ~11 ps~ :Ln Janu~ry 1977. ije 

appointe4 tyru$ Vart¢e Beoret~ry ~t ~t~t$ apd bo~h darter -nd 
Vance Wete diff~rent in otit:look ~h~p hh$!:t pr~d~de$sor ~~r~ 

arid Kissinge:r. On th\:: other h~h~ ~T#riat~ Party came in poWer 

throvgh 1977 electipn deteatirtg Mrs.Gartqh~ apd he+ 

colleagues Morarji Deasi ~ecame Prime ~inister an~ Mr. Atq+ 

Bil)ari B!ljpayee became Exte±tiql Affair$ MiniS~ter and both 

were known for their friendly attituc;ie tdWarqs United 

States, thougn not anti -Soviet. 

pleasure when the new government came ih power th~t 

Presi4ent Carter has prai$ed !ndia fot practicis:l,.ng 

democracy in the choice of its leadership. }ie said, 

"India's full return to the demqcratic path and cornmoq 

commitment of basic human rights ahd vaiues would strength~h 

-~--~-~--~----~----~---~-

14. Thomas ./?.Thornton , ;'US~n:-uJian ~e~atio.hs in the N:f.:KQh 
and Pord Years", book The Hape ~d .1;J1g. ReaJ.itY ..:... US:ci!idia;q 
Relations frorrJ Rooseyel t _tg R'e.:ig;arii ~dfted by '!I. A,· Gould ·~nd 
suinlt dan~uiy, 'Westerview Pr~£1f.?, f3b.tU.d,er 1992~ p-114. ' 



l:lighly praised the :t-917 e~ect:ion res~1 ts <';rtU ht?ped fqr a 

better ties. 

It was widely assumed ih bot-h India and the United 

States that these major changes irt both countries would lead 

to ~ happier era in Indo-A.tnerioap r~~~tiorls. 

indeed the case, although relation$ did npt ~~~ch the lev~1s 

that we~e apticipate~. 46 But obVib"~ly it Wls an era of n~w 

hope with a n€lw tec,1tn ~h IndiR.n, gdl($rnrrtent tnachi.n~ry. Witliin 
' 

a few months, Prime Mini-ter Morarji Desai promi~ed eo 
adhe:r:e to a policy of "prqper non-a;ligi1ffient ,, and to 

e~tr:lcCJ.te !ndia from ~ny sp$oia,l relations}Jip (:J;ndo- Soviet 
I 

relat:\.ops as conqeive4 by A,r)lefic~ps) artd this w~s hea,yi.ly 

welcom~d in United Statest 

relation in Janata period w~s ~s strong as in other period. 

So what Mr. Desai and <;>thar Japata leaders tried was to 

improve Indo-~mericaq :telat:;iQn at tf).e ~Same t::ime h~Ving sood 

relations with the Soviet Union. 

45. Hindustan Times (New b¢1hi) 43 M~r, 1977. 

46. Norman, D.Palmer Th,~ I:Jni t~&d States and Ihdia ; p- $0. 
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On March 3l, the United St~tes Congress voted to rere~~ 

an amenqrnent. requiring the US representative to the Worl~ 

Bank to vote against a low iri,l::E!!1'\\'!$t 16an to India. Again Us 
I 

Congres$ voted for ~60 million for ~ gr~ip storag~ programme 

and other agric4ltural programme~. Bil~t.eral economic a~d 

was stattect after a gap of ~~yen y~~r$. At th~ same t!me, 

humanit;:arian l?L. 480 iood aid was m!iintainecl at level of $ 

118 - $ l36 million p~~ yeqrs. 47 Mbt¢ impqrtant for India, 

The Qnited St~tes also $a!nta~hed the level of it$ 

dontril::!u~ion in the :t:!t:t~ retJ1-Ei11ishfr)¢nt of IPl\; tne Worl.q 

gank'S window for soft loan~. 

In May 1977, Robert Goh~en w~~ appointed us 4mbassadqt 

to Indi~ who had been born in Itidi~ of mi~sonary parehts. 

Be had a special intete~t in India 4rtd his ap~ointment wa~ 

hi'ghly welcomed in India.. Watren Christopher, theh 

undersecretary of State I dcl,me to :tq4ia, in early .:Tl..llY to 

discuss a variety of issues with tndtan le~de:n~. ~fter 

talks with the External Affairs Mi~ist~r Mr.Vajpayee, the p$ 

deputy ~ecretary of state Mr.Chri~t6pher said that India and 

the United States were "on the verge of a ne~ e:ta of clo•e 

47. See, Robert J.,. Gohee1:: , •'us policy towards Jndia the 
Carter Presidency';, in ed book by ~ou~.q cu1,d Ganguly - ~ 
~ and Reality, p - 124. 
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q.nd friendly relations. u
4 8 The a~pointmertt of Mr. N~ni 

~alkhivala as Irtdia's ambassador to Us was al¢o welcomed in 

the United States. 

Carter' .13 Visit to !ndi~ .1. 

:trtdo-US relations went to ~ high when l?rel:ddent;. cart:e:r; 

paid~ Visit to ~ew Delhi in Janua~y 19~8. tHa visit to &e~ 

Delhi spanned January 1-3, and wa~ fh 'l~ost all respect• a 

highly successful exercise irt p~r~onal presidential 

diplomacy. A warm welco~e was given to Mr. Carter. An 
' 

estim~teO. 3 lakhs people lined the streets from Pal,atn to 

Rashtrapati Bhavq.n q.nd a c~owd of 5d,000 people attended the 

public meeting by Mr, Carter in ~amlila ground, thoug-h 

there w;:as no such f i~t=d agenda,, taliC of Pre$~d~nt Ca,:rt~r 

with Prime Minister Desai wa~ sati~fq.cto~y and they signe4 a 

prevotishy ag~eed upon beihi O~c~atatiqn. 1t affirmed ''an 

unwavering faith it+ the demoqratic form 0f go-verrtmeJ;i.t, ,; 

incltided the "right of ~ach ~eople t~ d¢tetmine its own f¢rm 

of $OVern~ent and each nati~~ it~ o~n political; ~ocial and 

economic policles," comrtd.tt€ld pcth nation$ to the redl.).ot;i..op 

and everttual elimination of nuclear ~eapons, and called al~o 

------~-------~---------

48. ~ee, Hindu (Madrq.s) 2~th July 19,77. 



for 'l more eql..ii table econqrn;i..c drtler. 
I ' 

But th~ relations 

lacked what h~s been oall~d the hardware o! diplom~~Y

namely, much commerci~l, ttade, or other economic substahce. 

Commbn rtattona~ security iht~r~~ts and arms supplY 

relattiQti$liips t.vere ~1!3b mi~(3inr:? + B~$ides it 1 there wa!:l a 

sharp ~iffer~nde b~twsen the tWd qb~n~rie~, ~n the ts~u~ bt 

Non~Prdliberation Treaty, bedaU$~ M~· Desai ~id not ~S~4r~ 

American President that India, w~~lQ. sign N~T Qr tak~ ft1;ll 

scale safegu~rds on ali its nuclear facilities. On th~ 

other h~nd United States diq. hbt }'~ant to prbvide nuo~ear 

fuel for Tarapur Plant until India take 
'.' 

full soale 

safeguards. 

contin4ed to be devil ;tndo-Atrted.ds,n +elat~op13 thro~gh 9\lt 

the re~t of 1978 and 1979. 4 9 

Prime Minister 1 Morarj i Desai returned the visit in, 

June 1978. He had ~everal tneetthQS with f>resident Carter 

and ~embers of congress and ~d4re$sed sev~~al large public 

Despite continUing di:tferenoes between. the two 

countries on their puolear PPlioie~, this visit, too, pr~ved 

a succE:lssful e:xe:toise in his:ti tevel per~onal diplomacy. 

United States also agreed to aive pilateral economic aid to 

India and American investment in India also increased, which 

49, .tyo:trnan D. Palmer ,· 1'he United $tqtes a,nd India ; PP-85. 
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oonst1t1-).ted about 3b peroent pf t:h/3 :fore.lgp inve$ttnent in 

the dot.mt+Y. 

ease the relation on nuc+e~+ front, thou~h th~re Was no su~h 

great qevelopment. United Sta~es ~1~o appreciated Indi~ 1 s 

stand on non-alignment 1;1nd it hEl-d no such :j.J,ltis;Lon t, h,at 
' . I 

India is a Soviet lackey. 

In Sune 1979, Pesa;L haq FO xesigp que to the 

differenc~s between var;Lo~~ faGti9hs of his pWrt p~tty. 

Charan Singh became Pr;Lme Minister with a ~haky ground ~nd 
. 

with uncommitted ~u~port of congr~~~ and re~~ined in POWer 

for a ve~y brief period and 00~~4 not ~ak~ any major po],icy 

decision ·in either domestic or ~bteign po+ioy. In late 

1979; !n,do-us relations were i:lt:aple and C:Aot an<;i t,aktnS" a 

turn towards worse due to th¢. paiitiqal crisis irt 

Afghani~tan where o~inions of the t~~ countpi~$ wer~ pole 

apart. 

1he Soviet invasion pf Afgh~nist:an'which was the ~o¢t 

itnport13.pt event tn +~SOs h~d to C+n internc;ttional crisi~. 

This a,ction led to a basic Ch#ng~ in US relations with 

Pakistan, and it greatly complicated the already less than 



satisf~ctory relations with 1hdia.~~ A$ the $ystem of 

'qetente' was loosing its irnpo~tq.hde in tpe late 70s, s~ctde~ 

Soviet d~cision tp enter in Afgh~qist~rt t~ViV$~ tha Cold ~lr 

fever in world politics What tnt}n}f schol~J::'$ t~rmect as it{ew 

Cold W~r~ . To contain Soviet Urtiop~ Uq~ted St4tes startect 

to give huge $ophistic~ted arms to P?kistan. 

India heavily, as past experience shqw~d that ~Qst us arm~ 

were used against Ir).dia than qther. 

lndia; warped that the compet:1-tiv!= inquction of arms into 

the region ~tmuld only highten tensions an,d create great~r 

instability in tf+e q.rea, Withou~ in any way h,elping t;:d 

t. . th . d d f Af·· h h' .. t 51 sus a,1n e J.n epen ence o g a +EI .all-. On the otqer 

hand; aacording_to US perspedtive, the tpdian reqctions to 

the soviet moves in AfghanistaP revealed at best a 

deplorable. and alarming ambiva+enc$ ~nd ~t worst a decidect 

pro-Soviet bias. 52 Actually Ihdia W~~ mor~ disturbed by t~e 

prospect of a reneWal of huge US tn:llitary aid to Pa)dst~p 

than by the new threats pos~d by the pOviet presence in 

Afghanistan. 

-------~--~-------~-----

50. Normc:m D.Palmer, The United States and Ihdia;p-86, 
51. See 1 Hindu (Madras) 3 Jari, i98b ;· · · ' · 
52. Norman D.Palmer, The United states al'ld Ipd:lg., p-86. 



Mrs. Indira Gandhi 1 f3 doming .th power through 1980 

election also mqde indo-US relation mor~ cdolr p~cause mo$t 

American officials seemed her prp-Soviet, lie:re it should be 

· clarifi~d that India was not in favout of Soviet troop$ in 

Afghanistan. It also wanted that soviet trbopp should leave 

Afghanistan as soon as possibl~, pvt opposed ~n armed clash 

on hiQh mounted t•n$iOn o~ that i~~ue: While the mqin US 

aim appeared to be to try tb :Lm:pte$~ upon the SoViet Union 

that it could not r~:peat ac~ion~ sucp as the one was 

Afghani$tan with impUnity, Ihd~a 1 s gb~l was to preserve the 

non-align nature of south Asia ~qd. to keep great power 

ri vp.lry O\lt. While l::)oth a.gte~d c:Dn t:he necessi-tY for the 

withdra~al of the Soviet ttopp~, tijeV were not exactl~ on 

the same track on the need fot a military response to the 

Soviet presence, 53 · 

When Reagap came in power in 1Q81, US attitude towafds 

Afghan problems hardeqed an4 Paki~tan continua~ tto ~et more 

politicCl,l and ·mater:!,al support~ :ffrorh R~a9an adrtiip.i.stration, 

It remained the most contentioq~. issue between India and the 

United ~tates throughout 198Q~. Thp4gh th~re were frequ~nt 

visits by the Indi~n anc;l Uii.it:.ed Stat!=s o:t;fi¢ials to each 

other country, +ndo-US relatidp ¢i~ qot imptbve beyond the 
I 

general parameters of trtan~ foe type. 

detail we can understand it e~sil~. 
----------------------·-
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As leacle+s of both the oo~rttries b~lieved that ~n~i~n 

flnd United States h~vJ,.ng so marty ~~mi+arit~es in ideology 

mainly in demoara~ic sYstem and freedom, th~+e should b~ a 

cooperative relationship between these two co~htries. H~hce 

there was no lack of gobdwill; bJ1t wh~never it cotne to 

reality, intei:-ests of the two c;oiftradicted. To ma}S:e th,~ 

relation friendly 1 India seht it~ rrtost dis~inguish.~d 

diplomat: lC R. Nar~yan.an tp Was.hig~on; sirrtila:rly United states 

sent !'-'Lr. Harty B&rnel? a.s the i:tfn~qs$9-dor td India. E\\1t 

the pdiitical counselor in its New Oelhi 
: I ' , ipdia 

objected with its strongest term. ~ecav~~ he haq lin~ wi~h. 

the CIA and India ff,a~red his appointment is a polit:l~4l 

,move. 54 !ndo-Us relations also tot+ched a pew 1ow when Uq 

government refused to honour its commitments to supply 

ehriched uranium for the t~rapur P1ant anq f~r its negatiVe 

attitude on the question of !MF loan to thiS country. There 

were reports that the US cotNnerc\3 dt!pa+ti:tnent had refl,ised 

export licenses for the pon-+~t~al equip~ent needed for 

India Is space programme I !=lome thermal plants and certain 

i terns needed for Tarapur ·and Narora Plaqts. 

Minister, Mrs. Gandhi regretted by sayirtQ that many of the 

things that the Reagan a,dminist.:rati6n. does "are no~ in 

-----------------~+-~---
I 

54. See, National Herald (New De).}?i) 10 Sep~, 19$1. 
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India's interest.d55 

Mrs. Gandhi wa~ :l..nvi teo by Pre$iPent Reagan and $he 

went to USA in July 19a2. Ao~p:i;>diqg to poth the col,.tn~ries 

government spo~esman ~nq medi~ this wa~ a successful vi$it. 

Variou$ issue were 4i~dussed Wh~~ Mr$.G~ndhi met Presi4eqt 

Reagan ~nd ~o~e issues were solv•d· Tbe isSu$ of uranium to 

Tarapur plant was solved by Q.i!;ilog~e, when Unt ted, St:,c:ttel3 

allowed India to purchase it froth Rrc:.mce. Another succe.~a 

t>f Mr~ .tndira Gat+dtl:L' $ v~s:lt Wqa &h, :j..no;r'ec\.se in tqdo ... 

Ameri~~n cooperation in thb ~telds ot $ciende ~hd 

technG:togy, and education qnd c\J.l,ture. tJn:q:.ecl $tates also 
' ' 

as~ured India to S\lf>pt:>rt to get. !MF loan 9-rnoun~ing to ~ ~ 3 

billiori SDRs for variou~ d~Velop¢ept progr~mme. Still b~t~ 

visit had a limited, goal and. itt did pot fruit so muoh. 1t 

is very tnucb revealed, in Mrf?. Gaqdpi' s remark, ":N"o two 

countrtes can have the same angle ~f ~ision. aut eaob Pa~ 

try to appreciate the :points of view of the ~thers' our 

effort Should be to find a common area, hqwsPever small, on 

which to build. 9-nd to increase aqoperation. ''5 6 'I.'he oft icial 

Indian interpretation was that the v~sit had ~een suoce~sftil 

in achieving its limited purposes./ Which were mainly to 

55. 
56. 

See, Times of ~ia (~ew Delli4J 1~th J4+Y 1982. 
See, Hindu (Metdriis) JUly 31, 198~. 
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create a better understanding of india's foreign policy~ 

I. K. Guj ral in q,n interview tb Mr, Ha:r.d..sh khare rematk~ci 

1'What has happened is a simple ~ower:in~ of rheto:ric, The 

major- lssues divide us have not beE;!n sorted qut, H~ 7 

Relations with the United State~ ciid-not improve apy 

furthe~ and it deteriorated wh~n I~~i~ s~w thq,t the us wcts 

arming ~akistan alrmingly~ Th~Z OS ~ad\l='eta;ry of state GE;!Ql,:'ge 

P. Shultz c::ame in tndia on 30th LTUrt~ l~SJ; bt.j.t he could ntlt 

assure Indian government that hi$ cpuh,try wpuld. not giye 

further weapons to Pakistan, rather He h~d $howh hq response 
. 

to !ndia' s q.ppreherl,si?hs that the continued arming of 

Pakistan threats both its own int~~rity arid peace anq 

stability in the region. Only pr9blems of spare parts tb 

Tara pur plant was solved that Indiq ¢c>u·l-d pU,rGhase it frotn 

Germany, fra~cel !taly, Canada anq it not avaiiabl~ in ot~er 

countries, Us wo1.,1.ld provide only those parts. Mr.Shultz 

also F~howed U8 interest to sell Ameridart arms to India, .Qut 

!ndia did not give ~ny positive respdrtse. 

----~-~~-----------~----~ 

57, See, Hihdustan Ti.tnes, HsJ::iu{t? '(4§it a non-;sta.rte.r", 24 
,J"une 1983. · · · · 
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There were seve+al meetinQs of Ihdo-A~erican Joint 

~omtrtisElion and delegc:l.tes of both the r:;tmntries disc'4G8~d 

various :j_ssues of trade; conimerce, Ej!d,uoatiQflP.+ and cult'4ral 

spheres and scientific development., .In J4ly 1$83 it was 

also decided to obser·ve :1,.984 and 19135 as y~ars of $pecial 

focus for increased collaboration between the two ~ountries 
.. 

in various fields. But there waa rto r~markab+e improvement 

in any front. Mrs.dandhi also w~nt to ~ew York to join the 

38th annual session Of General ~S~embly and met Mr.Reagan in 

September 1983 and dis~UpSep va.r:lpps .glObql issues, where 

Reagah hoped for a b~tter underst~nding with !ndia. Later 

he also understood India's stand of nonalignment and told he 
' did not consider India a$ anti-A~eridari. 

But all these were on th~ supetficial i¢vel. Because 

when us vic~ President george Bti13h came. to tndia on 12th May 

19 8 ~, he recogn,i13¢!d India as i• ~ rrtaj'or pi yqtal pGWet-

important irt the region attd important . ., in the world" a.·. A n~ 

wanted a strong, ~table India, b~t he defended US arming of 

Pakistan. 58 India alsp protested peavily when US envoy tb 

Pakistan told that us would came to ~a~istart'S help if in~ia 

committed a.ggression. 59 

58, See Times of tnqia (Ne~ Delhi) l3 May, ~984. 
59. S$e! Statesmah' ltlew Delhi.) .f6 bet 1$}84, 



Arnerid.ans hav~ expected ~ c:;h,4nge :Ln !n<ita; s forei~Jh 

policy ~pproach ~nd tpefef~r~ ~rt i~provement in lndo-us 

relation~ every tim- ~her~ b~S B••n a c~ange of Pri~e 

Minister in this do4nt+Y· When Mr$,Gandhi was assassinated 

in October 1984 pnd Mr.~aj':i.~ q"pcih,i came in power, US 

administration. hop~d tor better r~latic'mf! with, :tndiq. BlJt 

Mr. Raj i v Gandhi in his policy d~cl~r~ti,Q:t;1 already s~ot.yed 

ItJ.diq' s $tand of np;n.,-alignrnent; friertdl,y relatibnship "'''ith 

both b$SR ~n~ u~A an~ tai~h ~n BeW in~ernat!~nal Econqmic 

Orqer. 

From CIA and State D~P~ttmen~ a~$.~ssmen~s the Amerid~n 

media also pic~ed Up the theme tH~t ~ibh hi~ PUblic $thool 

and Bri t:i,~h educatiQrt $.nq training as pilot; ~aj i v Ganclht 

will be pro-West. 60 But Mr,Gandh~ q!d not cam$ out fro~ nis 

mother's or from his grandfather'S. ~tyle of fbreign poticy 
. 

i.e. to keep good relationl3hip wttp ~ot~ the superpowers ~tid 

independence of decision making; A.atuC!-lly +fidia did not 

want to became an American client eyer \iha.t United St(:lb)~s 

wanteq by its utterq.noes of fr:LemHinei313. It becomes cl-ear 

when ~e see their course Qf action in Rajiv Gandhi period. 

60. s~e, Ial:f-tz (J3ombay) ;!6 ]fm t98$. 
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R~jiv Gandhi administration s¢riously wa~ted to make a 

f~iertdly relationship with the US, p~rticularly fo~ Iqdiafs 

qeed of advance technolo9y an? for American inve~tment, !t 

also statted, a liberal PE!.ttern o£ econqmy l::jy reducing taxe~ 

and reducing various regulat:iort!S t ti"qit!.ed Stf~.tes expected a 

bt.isiness relat;i.on with Iqd:i,.a a.nd ~nPrt: is why they even 

offereq to saie arms to India. b~ ~pe oth¢t pqpd Mr.Reag~p 

neve,!~ ~topped to give l1.4ge ~ophifllhi¢#l~d arms ~hd, W~r plf'l.ne$1. 

to Paki~tan declaring it •s a 'ft~n~ !ih~' st,te. this vety 

issue rocked Indo~ us :rel~ti~ti thtd\.}23"1;1¢)\J.t: tp~ ia~e aos apq 

when H,Ci_j iv Gand,hi went to, USA in ~\l~le 1~8!3, he convey~d 

India's concern of this arm~ ~-c~ artd high tension t¢ 

Mr.:Reagan. But he d~d net assute Mt.Gandhi that ArtterH~a, 

would nat give ar"(tlS to Pak;i.~tan e!-t"l-4 this po:)..icy cbntinu$~. 

:Kowever some positive sides of Mr,Gapdhi; s tis visit were 

that us admitted India's piVotal tole in so~th Asia and a 

stabJ-e and, undivided .India :for wori~ J?~ace. A memorandum of 

understanding on transfer of hifth technology was also 

signed, under which US agreed to sale $Ophisticated comput~r 

·to India. 

joint+y. 

They also agreed to cornpq.t ter:rorist violenc~ 

General Americans were a~E36 highly impressed by 

Mr.Rajiy Gandht 1 s young dhari~m~tip ~~tsonality. 

But that was ali. On mbst o£ the global issue$ there 

were d,isagreemertt ~nd there wq.s no much talking on econ6mic 
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aid and hr~de r~latiort~~ hA~t4~ t~bm pr~fies~ionai optimi.t$ · 
' I . 

who k¢e~ teil:j..ng this cpun~ty ev~rY ~brn~rtg tha~ thing~ 9t~ 

improvin~ between ~eagahite ~m~tida and R~jiv Gandhi'~ 

India, there will b~ few to ~ncGurag~ this li~s ~f dangerou~ 

self delusion in view of esp~otai~y qf recent reports of 

stepped-'l.J.p weapons d13livery to fi~ktl=!tR-P.· •• 61 Because the 

nature of weapons being contraot~d fbr qeliyetY td Isl~m~b~~ 

makes it clear tpat the preten~e ot th~ A£gh~nistaq Pri~i~ 

as the justification for tpese tnilit~rY nar'dWE).re was bein~ 

cynically disregarded. Most of the c;tr.ros Siv~p to Palc:lst&n 

could be used better in plains of punjab and Rajastnan than 

in hilly A~ghanistan porder and US ~lSP understood it highiy 

that Pakistan wanted it against Inqi~; 

Now one ca,n think t:.hat the:t,~ w~s rtb development in 

rndo~us re+ations, but it is indort~ct to ~ay tp~t there w~s 

no development. A$ t.lni t~d. $t13-t~~ ].lrtdel;"stomtl India's 

importapce in south Asi~ and btoaqly in Asia, it ch~nged its 

strategies and tried to make a Wdr~ing relationship evert 

sometimes at the cost of Pak;istf;ln :Lpter~st. Eut ba$id 

differen~es in way of ipoking globA~ i~$ue~ ~nd tb deal w~th 

it remained~ When Rajiv Gandh1 ~fter ·~ttertding UN gene+al 

Assembly S~ssion in ddtbber 19BI &nct ~eeting With President 

r 
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Reagan catne to lnd:ia via MO$COW ~pd remar~ed that us wl;is 

le~s interested than 9ovi¢t Union to t~qu~~ nuclear weapon~, 

united States was upset ~otally, Sitni+arly, I~dia ¢ondemneq 

the US borflbing over L.ibya &nd scHq it w?!.s ~ cleat: cut: 

aggression agaihst sovereignty and t~rtitoria+ ~ntegrity of 

Libya. There were also wide gap ip op~nibn ov$r West-Asia 

~nd Latin American P+oblems. 

The us adrninist:ration, P.n .the oth,!:;!f" side; always d.id 

not take India's interes~ in cortcern• Tpe ~ent~g··-.on was in 
I I• ' ! ! 

d:j,lemtna 4nd oppose~1 to the trs,p~:ee:r: ot ~py s¢nsitive 

technology (mainly military teohnq~o~y) to Inqia so long q~ 

the courltry does not sign ~ special aecurity agreement 

called, General Secu1;ity oi,: Mi:t,itarY trtforma~ion Agreement 

(GSOMIA) . 62 But in Decembet 196?, the us copgress approved 

$ 4.02 billian in military 'nd $~Pnomic as~istance ~o 

Pakistan and made it contingent \lpon India to sign the 

nuclear treaty or face the loa~ ~f h~gh technology t~ansfe~, 

defence deals, scientitic a:qd 

administration to oppoE')e rhultci:!.~t~:ta1 aip. 6 3 such was the 

attitude even ih 1988 and tn¢:re ~a$ no stoppage of the us 
arms to Pakista:i1. 

----------~~------~------

62. See, Times of lll~ (NeW DelhfJ 15 Peb, +986. 

63. Se/9, N{fltiona.l Il..til:..iLtQ (NeW b~.l~f) 6 Pee 19f3?. 
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So in the whol~ perio~ from Ippiais independence upto 
·' 
1988, there ~as qO r¢~~rk~bl~ chan~~ in rn~o-US relatiOps 

what Mr.T.V.Kunhi kri~hnan h~s Gor~ect~y said the 

'unf~iend~y friend'~. 

relationship, ·but ther~ was more 4~te thap 1ove 1 To loo~ on 

the cause v. D. Chopra says : i! Th$ ¢q::u<::it!.1 i~sue is that fSi~ 

long a~ Indi~ follows a pol~cy tq dr¢ate a rtuclear-war-tre~ 

and no*f-viqlent: WO:tld 1 it \'fOUid ~~/,4iti ~tiq fig~j,n dame itltp 

conflict with Washigton. And if i.h giV~$ up tBis policy and 
falls in line with ¢oilritr:}es like ElgYJ?t, thi13 contradicJ:ic;:m 

would be resolved,h 64 Aotti~lty thi~ !s the m•irt 

contradiction between lridic! and t.Jnited states, when us wazits 
' I' ' ' ·' ' I 

to make !ndia a client $tate, rn&i~ shows· its indepen~ence 

of action and want to be self r¢li,~rlt. !pdip, being a big 

country and with a high potenti&litY does nb~ want to b$ a 

satellite of ~ny power and what ts clis¢ not po~sible. This 

very basic differehce of the t~o ~reat dE!'!mocr.acies, with 

different degree of economic deVe+opment h~ve kept them 

apart trom each other. 

-----~--~------~-------~ 

64. V.D. Chopra, , "l?.amifi.cat.iOJ? fp.f Foreign Hand'1 , _ Pc;d:.riqt 
(New belhi)r 13 April 1987. 
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ch~l?;et: ~rt 

The Changin<;t !!§. P~~i9.¥ towards Iri~lia :i.~ 

the, pos b qb,i(! }iar era. 

The year ot 198!:) is a Lqndrn~r~ rear ip the arena of 

international Politics. when m~ny iqternational events took 

place in this year; +ndo .. U. $, telatiO:li;$ ?J.lSo cheu,1ged, 

towards a nortnal ttac~. Actually 1989 is that year wnen 

cold war ~arne to ?in fortna.l end wh.:Loh was marked by t:tle 

German uh.:Ltication ~ova ?J.nd total Withdraw~ ~~ $ov.:Let forc~s 

from Afghanistan. There! w~s 

both the super poWets oh mo~t 

9 cqrictiiatdry c;tpproach tlrom 

6~ hh~ intern•tional issUQ$. 
' ' .. I ' I ' ' 

Under Mr. Gorbach~v soviet Urtiop. was transforming towatqs 

democratic system and mo13t E:~,i3t + :Eqro~ean 

• 
!Dresid~nt Bush who ca,rne ln l?bwet :i,.n ear:J..y l~89 I unih¢q 

State$ had started to t~Re tnore :t,l'l~~Qn~i ~ppro~ch to the 

qec~yi1;1g oomtn~lhist nat .:Lop~+ so irt $uott a p~~cefui time 1 it 

was q4ite natu+al that the Ontte4 $tqtes st~tted to take ~ 
I 

more rational attitUde towards the third wortd ooubtries and 

~specially towards South Asia. 

As the Cold wa::r fever was faq~nSJ away I Un:i,. ted St:p,t;:es 

relation with the Soviet unioh pejjam~ to q. greater ~xtent 

normal. And now the u.s. nave no ~rit~riph to oal~ India pro 

- Soviet and to daol!iire Pakistan as a ' frpntline StP.te I 

10 



for givi~g quge sophistiG~te~ arM~ ~h~cq rook~d +~do ~ u,&; 
relatiops throughout tpe decad~. :Not lon~ ago, tne degre~ of 

wartnath in Washingtion'$ r¢latiOh$ ~i~h oth~f dountries W$b 

deterttd.ned by their ·record of voti,rt~ in t~e tJ.}f. - those 

siding against Washingtont with Mo~~ow, were ~old snouldeted 

in a tnanner dausin9' sha.rp irrita.tiont i Md !ndiCJ.' s voting 

pattern in the U.N; did not brili~ i~ clo$e t,vit.h the trn:j_tep 

States. But with the emer~ertGe p£ oroaqer tapproachtneht 
I 

between the t1. S. and the Soviet Union·, that situation ha$ 

changeQ.. It helps to upderst4nd tndi~t$ position ai;ld 

potentiality in trade and regional Elt~l:?ility by the Atneric~tj. 

po.licy makers. 

There was hope ,on Mr. Bush; a$ with the change of 

leadership, there might be a cq~nge. ih u.s. pdlicy towards 

India. ~e also had not any i~-b~ilt prejudice against Irtdia~ 
I 

but had a good per(3bnal relat:Lop ~ith Raj i v Gandhi. lTFitnes 

Baker I the u.s. Secteta.ry pf st.a,ttp I decla:ted that united.. 

State would se~k to itnprove :relations· with ~oth India and 

Pak;j.stan. U.s. ambassador to 1nqia John HubbarO. also said 

significantly that his country was determined.. to wo~k more 

*1. See Hindu (Madr~p) ?.1 J~n; 19$9.. 

71 



closely With India ~nd wanted th~ r~~b of world to know that 

th~ u.s t was not only· India'$ ~c,lr~e$t· ttadin\d pql;'tner but 

was taking incre~sing pride as the ~Offlt ptefe~red source o! 

high'""tech cotnputers and elect;rohi¢ ~r4 tele¢qm ~quipment, 

Aatually " the tFsditional Americ&n_~o+~cy towar¢$ 

Indi~, China and Pakistan was qontins~nt qpan coid war 

considerati~n '1 •
2 Now with the eng¢! cbld wqr a,hd with the 

dissoiution of Soviet .Union, Wa$hin9t04 no lqqs~r looks at 

Jnoia as a region~l powet Witilt II 
I hU,is~nce '[alue if 

friendly to its principal sdve~sary, ~v~n A~erica start¢d to 

appreciate !ndia:' s nott q).tgnmen~ po~ioY witJ;i rndre tol.erartce. 

There was also a marked development in Pakistan's 
' 

internal politics, as Mrs, BE:l!rtazir ~h1Jt,to oam~ in pbwE:lt 

through democratic eledtion. As a r¢sU.ltf Ipqian leaders 

expected a more normal relatiops wit;h ~ak.:i.st.a,p and it Wa$ a 

good sign of stability in the Sputn Asian re9ion Which arose 

much interest in the mind of b,S, polipy makers. As Pakistan 

--------~~---------~-~~-

*2. Chint~mani /1ahapatra, I'W~'shi4~tpn' ~ shlft::fng priori tie~ 

and po1:i.¢y tpwzl+ds $outp )\pi¢!.!', ~~ratezgid ljpalysis, Maran 

1992, p - 1398. 

I 
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always remained a majo~ influ~ntial fabtors in the sh~pih~ 

0~ tndQ~tl.s. ·rel~tions, obvioqsly ~he rapproa~h~ent between 

ln~ia and Pakistan w4s a pos!tiv~ de~elopmefit, ~ut, it iS 

also wropg to say that th¢ Americqns- qav~ been quite able to 

free themselves from the Dulle~d,a;Il ~llergy t,o non~aligrted. 

:r:ndia. 

Though there are ITl~+iY iht:~tft4tiprta1 i~f3q~$l on Wrd.¢li 

India anti the United States hav~ dit~~reht vie~$, bOth ha~• 

under13tood 

foreign policy m~kihg. Whils cultu~al, edtidltional and 

sciehtit'ia relation~ betWeep the two count:pie$ have pe¢p 

established earlier, t.he bourgebninsr t:rade and commerce ties 

may now be supplem~nted by an equ~i+y stltr5i1S defence ar+d, 

high tedhnology co,.. operation betw~en th~ two cduht:rie$. Iii. 

recent years, the u.s. has replaceq the Soviet Union as t~e 
. 

largest trading· partner of India ~n~l the· bilateral trade 

between the two countries reache4 a h~~4 qf $ 5.7 billion in 

1988. Another noteworthy develop~ept between the two 

countries is their decif.lion to oo~\JP$:JJate to '(nake ce:rtain 

defence related items, In fa¢t, joipt qollabor~tion ip the 

manufacture of a Light Cqmbat: AitPt~ft ha$ already started 

and rE!qeptly it undervent-flitJht in :f3angalore. The former 

:):ndian Defence Mi:pister went to U.$,A; in June 1989 and 

discu~s~d various defende related issues ~ith his U,S. 

f 
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counterpart Mr. R. Cheney, wh~re he s.o~ght l1 ~ $. subm~ritl.e 

technology system to enable +npia to indigenously 

martufacture a St..ibmarine fleet t Unit:ed. States ~esponse WilS 

encouragin~ and t~ey offer~d t~ cq-produ~e ~n advartQe~ 

fighter jet engine w:i th trtqi~. Oqlt~e the pa~t I sUcli. co

operat,ion is hardly expected to d-ast4rq th~ supporters of 

Pakistan and to britlg out the pptl .,. ·r~latnapa~ lpbpy in th,e 

U.S. Congte$ls. 

tn~ia, i ~ choice in tpe 1!or~i~n ~oltt:y m~~ing ha$ aiso 

been n~tuowed down afte+ the S9Vi~t ooll9pse, Inqia in the 

past mainly depend~d on the Sovi~t: bnibn ~Pt its defen<:J~ 

needs, but with the soviet dOll~psd, Ihdta bas to take tha 

hard reality into its ~ocou~t an4 $vert to chang¢ its opti~ns 

to get the needed defence teohpology. bn thE;! other hand 

United States liKes to exploit the ml;lssive Indian defE!:tioe 

tnarket instead of being encu~be+ed bY i~eological 

constraints. Reports say that ther~ Was a high pressu~e frctn 

the defence ef;itablishments on th,¢ ~UsJ;l administration to 

take a liberal view on India'l3 ~\.l.rPh~~e of.Amerioan weapo:l;lS. 

This attit-ude became clear itt lat~ ~.989 when U, ~. Ambassaqo+ 

designa~e Mr. Willia~ Clark in hi& intervieW to the senate 

Foreign Relatioi1S Committee II To encompass the 

totality of our rel-ationshif1 With trt~,ia, ~e neecl also to 

touCh Qn the $ec~rity aspect bf our re$pectiVe positions~·. 3 

-----~-~-----------~----

*3. Ser=, Deccan Herq.ld (Bang~lore), 3 Nov 19f39. 
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HQ~ever all the~e are nbt ~ufficiertt conditions to s~y 
. 

that there was a rrtaj or break t::l;q:·ougp in th~ Inqo - tJ, S. 

relationship. Because, many U.S. ¢o~gtessmen and meoias were 

highly critical of ~noia's pon ~ alignment policy and sovi$t 

friendshi~. At the end of aune 1~8~ u.s. cortg~essman Wally 

Fore;!.,Q'n 

Aid bill ~nq called fbr ah ~~4 td a~i qevelop~ent ~ssist~poe 

to India unles$ thE:l p:tssi4ent perti:t:ied to congress that 

India has ~~dec1 it!;1 eepnomic pl~c~a;.qe t<D N~p¥;il, allowe¢i 

Amne~ty Internation~i aCQ~s~ to th~ P~njab ~egion and mqpe 

significant progress in red~oing ~4~art ri~ht~ ~bUses by 

local ah,d :parcimilita,ry forces. 4 HE:f was alsb critical of 

India's regional s~perpower a,ttit:t.j.d~. artr:i it$ rol~ in S:ti 

Lanka, thougp thi~ amendment was cl~t~ated with narrow margin 

of 4~~ to 204, it reveal~d fnAiats w~ak poeittton in the u.~. 

con9re~s. 

At the same tima Pa~ist~n ~tilt r~main•d a favourit~ 

a~ly to ·the u.s. policy makers. Mr. Jo~n Kelty, assistatlce 

searet~ry of state for Near Ear.tetn ~rtd $o~th A$ian Affairs, 

----~-----------------~-

*4. S~e, ~ribune (Ch~nqigarh) ~ July, ~989. 
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reaf:t:irined his government's ~orntnit;.m~fit to Pald,.st~h and a$kaq 

India to rethink its polidy of po~-ali~hm~nt. He also s~id 

that Pakistan was still under Soviet thte~t ~hd justif;i.~d 

proposeq sell of 60 ·p 16 warplane to l?akif?tan. '!'he United 

States media heavily cri ticitz;ed tnti.:L~' s lal.lJ1dp of ' )\grtj. 

Mis1;3ile 

admipist:lration felt .intermediate ~aili$tio tnis~~le Agni pa$ 

nuclear- capabilities q.nd ther~fore pose~ a threat to the 

security in the subcontionent, W"~~ ~t. •ant went to U.S.A., 

he toiQ. sharply that: it was oqe type of tech,nology 

demonstration and it VIas developed with India's oV?n 
' 

resouroes and expertise and !n4ia wc;ts not boun~ by th~ 

discriminato~y MTCR pact wher~ Inqia is not a sign~tory. But 

Deputy As~istant Seoretaty of S~ate Te~esit~ S6haffer said -

Ind,i~' $ ambitious missile prostam~e t\.l.nS :• ~tr'e<I!t:l.Y cb1 .. H1t:l¢r 

'' to th~ U.s. po:).,icY of control lin~ t1:J.e ~pl:'e~d of these 

delivery ~Yst:ems, anq the U.S; wa4ld deny India technology 

which rrtight be useq to design; test, on }?:toduce nuclear 

capable tnissile~. 5 ~nd it is the same lbgic by wh,ich united 

states iS trying its beSt to ~:tess~r~ze Russia to cancel the 

cryogenic engine deal with !ndia. 

*5. Sef;, .Patriot ( New Delhi ) .?9- ~ept 19(39. 
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To ~r¢serve the national i~t~r~~t ts tth~ m$in goal o£ 

any hations foreign poli~y. u.$. i~ not qn exception; even 

more direct and more trqampl£1t.i.Qti~ tq tolldw .tts ipterest. 

They show it very clearly wh~n they 4on't pe$it:~te to p1).ni!3h 

the countries under super 301 tr~qe iaw$ 1 who are not 

succu,nb~d to their interest. J:n lQ~ 9 u.s. singled out lnqia 

with other countrie~ to pupi~h t.i.~~er it~ ·trade laws super 

.301 for i~s alleged yiol~tion ¢~ t~d u.s, intellectu~l 

propertY right$. '' A 
spectre is haunting New Pe1Ai - The $p¢¢tre pf Section 30l 

of the 0.S. trade law .. :••· lt i~ a b14n~ ~~6Ug~ messa~e l 

if you want to export your gpoP,s tb the U. $. and ea.tn 

precious fo~eig.n exchange, yoti
1 
ha~e to accord the Americ~ns 

' ' I' 

some e~tra special priv1le~~s in yo4r 4omestic market, You 

must allow your ecortomy t~ b~ raVi~4ed by American 

mara1.1ders '1 • 
6 

It if.'l one kind <;Jt new ih}peri~lism Which peborrtes ea:$ier 

to follow by the Ameticap p~+icy Wakers afte~ the end of et~ 

of th~ Sovtet Union. There il$ n¢ counter balance and the 

UrtiteQ. Stc;~.tes can give some countries most favourd nation 

$tatus and keeping some countri~!:l under sup~r 301 thr~at, 

*6. Ashok Mi tra, ''out 1;Jiber4ll ~tn and their Blackma:l.il ", 
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depe:ndipg on heir self ~ntereSts, In the name of protecti~g 

intellectual property rig~ts United $ta~¢S impose the~r 

t~adQ laws against t~~ alle~ed h~~!o~$ but it hurt~ the poor 

nations most as they dOti't hav~ th~ ne~d~d resPUtd~S to giVe 

th~ us fatms thei~~ cletna;Oded ro}{"~i~y or t-9 pu+ohase the 
I ' 

patent products with high pric~s. ~d tqis Superpow~r 30i 

threat becomes a ~ajo~ obst~dl~ trt th~ relationship of Irtd~a 

ar+d the Uni teO. St&tes. Mor~ov~+, :t t ~hC>utd be clati:E ~ed 

that still Urtited $tf.i,tes h~S, not t:ak;en apy rn~jor st~p$ 

agaipst India, but given maqy ~hrsats, 

However, there was a greater ~n4er~tartqing of Indi&ts 

position and its potentiality a~ a, market frorn the tis 

decision makers. Even once the,. gteCJ.t critic of lndi~ 
'I 

Dr.~isstnger in an exclusive interview in rew Yor~ said, i•In 

a measurable period of time, s•y ~d to lP. ye~ts, India will 

become a ·significant industrial pq14htty, c$rtainly by fqr 

th~ strongest country in South 1\sia 1 11? ije ?j.l$o :qoped I:pdia 

wi].l piay ~ globa,i role in near fut:ute. ''A;tld as the Indian 

military power started hqvipg art i~paRt in ~erma of imqge ih 

the West, and especially on the tis~ ~nd a~ the us strat¢gic 
I 

community realised the implications of the l;'lSe the Japan 

--~-----~--------~~--~---

*7, See; News Ti$e, (Eyder4ba4) 5 April 1989. 
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and Western E4rope a~ its tephrtoipg:i,.oc:n rivals, 
I , 

the 

limitations in their r~lation~hip with China and 

undependabi 1 i ty of Paki$tan, the tJs started real i$ing 

India's strategic importance and ~is~taying- sqmewhat greater 

interest in,transter of ~efend~ teqhnology to Irtdia.~a 

United States also $Uggested tl'iat there shquld be gr~ter 

dial.o~ue b~tween th~ strategic r,;:~tnmur:titi$1? b;f the two 

countries. Arid the:t;e pas been an inoreasinSJ" interchange of 

defence oriented Fersonnei bety.t~en lndia ~rtd the United 

States including dhi~f of Army ~taffs And ~~ny defence 

personnel from the U 1 S. The~e ar~ mahy seminars on defence 

related subjects and problem - artd both are happy over th~ 

free exchange of opinion. 

V,P. Singh came in powe:p in :)..989 alection. one can 1 t ~ay 

--~-~--------------------

*8. s. subrahmahyarn, "Strategic lJ~qlogue;,, Hipdlu:itan Ti.me~; 6 

July 1989. 
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that Americans were :Q.appy ove:r. thEl electipt], put~orhe 1 ~$ 

under R~j i v Gandhi 1 Urti teq St~t~l'? felt tttQt"e !;!a$y to 

n~gotia~e, aut tha u.s. ~raised tnd~~h ~yst~~ ~! democ~•cy 

cSJ.nd it$ prnooth :path o£ trctns~~r of pqW$;1:", Mt. Peter 

Galbraith, Cheif Policy 1'\d,viaer ~or qQUtli Asi~ on, the Sen(ilte 

Fore:j_gp Relation~ Committe~, s~id thq~ tper$ W~~ absolUtel~ 

no 11 nerviousness 11 oh capitol .Hi1)_ aboUt t:)'ie change of 

l~ade;ship in Delhi 9 • ae said th~t ttie U.S. tould wo;k Is 

easi+y ~ith Mr. V, l?, $ingli 

government as it di~ With Mr. R~jiv Qapdhi. Mr. V.P.$itig~ 

was known in the tJni ted State$ 1 p~rt:icuiatly when he wa$ 

defet:lce and finance .minist:et :i.n R~jiv ministry and a$ an 

architect of economic reforms m~rked by trade liberalisation 

and great emphasis on privatisatiQp. Mr~ Galpraith also said 

that ~.p.singh 11 has basically ~i~il~r views as ~ajiv Gandhi 

on foreign policyh, ~here was als~ qo such majQ:t change in 

India's foreign policy in the briet p~riod of Mr. Singh. 

Another major development. in the u. $. policy towards 

' South Asia in this period was that t-he qni,ted States starteQ. 
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to reasses Pakistan's rol~ i~ de~t~bilising Sovth Asia and 

its ambitious nucl~qt weapon~ ~ro~r~m~~· tn tne past Unite9 

State!3 always advised india to sigp the nop - proliferation 

treat:y but toolc s, soft att:it,Uq~ tt? Paki13t&ni s nu~~ear 

programme. ~ut with the ~nd of col~ ~ar and ~pecially after 

the soviet withdraw1 ftpm Af~hanistaPr u.s. st~rted to take 

a firm attitude towqrcts ~akist~n. "Earlier in its 

overdominant oonc~:r;n for tl1~ Strate~¥ o:ff qontainrrtent of 

comm~pis$ the 0.$. n~gl~teq to verify the genuine 

credentials of lndt~ and Pakist~q ~or entitlemept of tts 

friendship and alliance i . it p:tuni~¢d eo:t' Pakistan Is dubious 

allie1nd~ in !Pre£erenae tq tm:U~; E:l hcme~t bfokership. if lO 

Now th~ put o~:f of Arneric~n tnil:U;.~r¥ a,;hd edqp.ofnic assistc:tnoe 

to l?q.k:j,stcm under the l?re~siJ:ar Arh~~t~rh~pt siiip~ october 1991 

is the ultimate fir~ne~S ~to~ th~ U.S. side to ~akistah. 

kashmir Issue ..t 

on, the Kashmir issue alsd thete is a ~ubtl~ change i~ 
' l 

the u, s. starid, though we .cart' t ~ay that it is £41J,.y 

-~--~---~-----~-------~-

contrasting 

Approaches of the United, ptC!. tes A-i14 the Sovif3t Union"; :{ngia 

Quarterly, (Jan - Mar) 1990, p-40, · 
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supporting India, it is not anti-+rtdla. U.S. officials are 

cautious in their pubiic teactidn to the Kashmir situation 

rekaining content to urge both s~d~s t6 allow ' political 

dialogue I tO address the p:tobleqt$ of l<as.hmir. Even the tJ. s; 
l?~kistan'~ 

.:lnternationalise the l<ashtni;t;' ,issue. "'l;'ht= Bush, Administration 

has not only repeatEld1y wqrrJ,¢q P<:tkH?tan asf:listing th,e 

terrori~t el~ments in the Kashmit valley and, of dotirse, irt 

Punjab but also pas r~fused to r~Cbgfiis~ the ~a~h,mir iss~e 

as an ipternational problem ap~ ha~ repeatedly s~ggested the 

reso1utiort of this bilateral ~ss4a 4n~er the Indo - Pakist•n 

Simla Agrement" . 11 R.epresentat.:Vve St~pheri Solar? also said 

that if allegations of PA~i·t~hi in~6~vefueht in th~ 

ditlltt.J.roances in Kashmir w~rEa towtic;l tru~ }py Arneric4h 

intelligl:lnce agencies 1 it dot4Pl [lay~ 11 Serious; consequenceS! 

~ for U .•. - P~~istan rel~tidn$. 

W~ can remernl:>\3:t nere tpat ~ftet ~he en<:l o~ so called 

menace of aornmunism, !$1.artd.t: i\m!J.arn$f1tS,.lisrh become the major 
' I • 

en:emy tb the American. policy tnakef' 13 perception Of g1obal 

*11. Chint.::amani Mahapatra, "Washin9'bon 1{3 s(iift;:J..ng PrioritlePJ 

and poli.cy towards soutb A~3ia'' I Strategic Arialys~s, Mar 
'• ~ I'' . .. . 

1992, p 1396. 
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stability. United States al~o tnr~at~hed Pakistap to name it 

as a ter+o(ist stat~ with Liby~ 1 Ir~~~ Irari, Syri~ etc. At 

the pres~nt time tJn:!.teq Sta~e~ wa:pt,s to ph?.s~ out USl\tD 

programm~ in Pakist~n and tonsi~Uehtiy the u~A~D mission in 

Pakistan no :Longer :rec~ive~ hew fl..J,hding frpm the U .13. 

Gove:rnmept. 

But nobody shouio think, t.h<;l~ the:r:'e is pb friend of 

PakiFJtan in u .. s. ' "" 1
1 n jm' par· tapt copg~eE?s or . ~ _ o:riga,nisation 

there. For example in its report Her~t,age Foundation of 

Washington says ~n a section on rel~tion~ with so~th Asi~ 11 

l3etter ~ela_t.i.ons with !nd.ia neeq tlbt b~ at t:h~ expense o£ 

u.S. reH(:tt ions with l:?akista,n - P.~l~ Yj,.c!e versc:l. i! The repcb+t · 

also say~ 1 '' l;)elhi mustt undetstt:!.tict, howE;:!\rer I t:t.ha.t: the tJ, $, 
T • ( ' 

will vrov.icia nede~sarY qefen~iV~ weaport~ system t9 

PakiE;~ta,n. 1112 tne $.tltitud,e o:fl dpi~ wat tim~ depict.in~ 

Paki$tan as " an ally 11 a,nd Ind:i,.~ ~~ a '' di:ff.icu1 t -friend il 

has not been changed ·totally, Asti(d,h P~kistan h$is not lost 

all its relevance to the U.S; aci~ini$tration, particularly 

for its West Asian policy where it seems Eakist:an cap plaY 

its roie for the U.S. We shou1d hot think that the 0.$. 
' ' I . 

pressures on Pakistan for its n~dlear programme and to ab~se 

China for its humap rtghts abuses ~re ~eant to ~lease India. 

*12 See, Times of India (New Delhi) +.0 Feb, 151$9. 
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Still 11 The u.s, policy tna.kers be:), ;leV$ that a, reasonab~y 

f~iertd~y apd pli~ble r~~tstan m4Y be ~seful for deq~ing wttn 

fundamentalist forces which ~~e s~r~.cing in mbst parts of 

the Isl~~ic World. 111 3 

Ac~ually US policy t,owa~ds South ~dia or t6wards India 

is guidetl by United states st~~tegia and econo~ic interests, 

not by a philanthropic c~use, tt becomes ver;y clear with 

referen¢e to the report of .Her!~ag~ Founda~ion when it 

frankly ~dmtte.that the reai r~~b~n for ~i~ting !ndia under 

sup~r 3 o 1 appeared to be NeW b¢lhi ~ s +<t>:ri~ hist<;rr'y of pub~ ic 

oppos;i tion to us ini ti~t i v~s ~n WG>tld tr~ae forums, 

e~pecially those Ct:;jVe:ttng intr.~~l~dt;\.HH prpp~1rt,y rights . 14 

Again it. says II Ir+ addition, bec~t.H~1e tttcli.p. repte$~nts suo h. q 

relatiyel~ small mark~t fo:t u~ ~~~orts~ ~~shirtgtoh W4S 

confiqen.t that India CoL].ld qot irtflj_ct serious damage by 

retali~tory trade measures. 11 +t:i 9~s~ of Indi~, it is q1.1ite 

impossil:;:>le for a counJty of it~ $i~~ ang poptfl.ation to be a 

mere s~tellite , which a amalle:t bo~n~ry may be prepared to 

-----~~----~-------~~-~-

*13. Chintarna:pi Mqhqpatra, "'W~shi@~on,'s sh.;iftt.:i.ng Prior:i.ti~&$ 

and· Po~icy towards . Sout(l Af3ia'1; Stratr~gic Analrsis, f1qr 

1992, p-1398. 

*14. s~e, _Hindystan Time§ (New pe~piJ; 2 April :t990. 
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be, It ts, pe~4aps, this irtstinttive r~~li~ation ~hich 

~akes the United States wary a~otit trt~ia.1$ 

·lri late 1990 there w~s an lii~erhational crisis over tpe 

sudden !taqi :lnvasiQn of R:uweiit qp A4~Ust f• 1\nc,i about all 

internationt;~.l politics now revo1v·f:a~ ~round P¢t$ian Gulf. tn 

!ndiap Pdlitics V.?. SitiSh ~bv~rnroent hqd ~p step down q~e 

to wi thdrawl of suppo~t by Bhartiya Janata Party ~nd 

subsequently Chandr21 ,Shekhclrt MinistrY assumed office with 

congress ~upport. Tho~gn Chan~ra shekhar Ministry remained 

in power for a very bri~f peripd, ~ndo-US reiations tdqk a 

new turn in this period. c~~arly rtot~d diffe~ences exi.ted 

betwee:n. tlie perceptions o:P the tWd cdunt:ries over th~i~ 

roles in the Gui f. India, for ~nstance, was firm ip 

supporting the United Na,tions $~l19~i9ned embargo again$t 

Iraq but at the s.amE5! time prefl=!rre9 ~ UN sponsored han,d1ing 

of tpe crisis to the :pre·1=1ence of massive numbers of 

Ame~icans an~ other foreigp troops in the Gulf regton. 

'!'hough !ndia did rtot oppose any US sponsored resolution in 

-------------------------
*15; {l;Pi Venkateswarah, 11 t1B 4tlci So~J.th Asi?li', fto.rld Fpqt.la, 

(Nov-bee) 1990, p-15, 
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UN Security Cou~cil against iraq, it also did not send any 

troops against Iraq. But the Us always took q 

con£rontationtst attitude an~ m~!nlY strees~d on arm~d 

solution of the Gulf Crisis and y{as urihappy with India's 

stand. 

Gulf War started in mio Jap~a+Y 1991 a~d Indian Pub~ic 

opinion wa.s very otitioal o:f: hea'YY U$ bombing over Ira,q. 

But Chandra Shekhctt goyerfitn¢titt' ~ O.¢gisiop to give th$ 

refuelling facility to tlte US tl:i~n~port p:j.~h,~s from th¢ 

warfield~ ~t aomb•Y wa~ highiy •p,;sbiated by the Bush 

administration. It was thq~ght pr~sent ~pyernment has 

sharply shifted from tndiaf~ ~r·d~hipn~l foreign ~olicy of 

non- a+ .:lgi'lrrtent and st.j.trert4ered t<D ~he Us pressure. "Throl,lgh 

this departure from the n~tion~lly acc~pted policy of !ndi~, 

the p:p~$enet government has give:q th~ impression that it has 

overtly and covertly beg\.in to stde with the tJS in the Gulf 

War,n 16 It Wai3 also thought by ll'l~tiY that the ~ain thrust of 

India's foreign policy has been diluted. But ac¢ording to 

some sections in India anq mostly i~ USA it was the first 

sign of a more pragmatic Indi~n. :£oreign ~olicy which 

-~-~~~--------~-----~~--

*16. V.D. Chopra, ''Indo-us relattons 

(New be~hi) 4 Feb, 1991. 

new turn", Patr;J.ot 



.fl.ounderced f'm: more t-han a ye-ar in the face of a changing 

s-oviet unio-n. -and- the im:reas:ing irrele-va-nce of the non

alignment mov:emen:t .T 7 

T:..'l1i=-B so called- pragmatism of. Indian f·oreign policy ai-:So 

paid _tD some- --e:Eent . "Th-e- Int_erna-t.ional 1*1:tmetary Fund gave a 

ll'iass:i"¥e loa-n. tG. :India .and the White Honse approved the sale 

Tn :March I.99.1 US administration 

oppocs~d Ftr. Dam- .B.ur.:t.on 's bi_ll whi:c.h s.ought to cut orf 

econotrtic assist;an:ce .t.o .India for it.s alleged human rights 

r-ecord. In tlre op-Inion o£ the state department, India"~s 

recorci can. hrmm'l':r rig-hts had. problem areas, but there were 

many "brig.ht s~-Gtt~s" too. It is a na:tion where democracy 

-preva-ils;_ :a..T:l;6!::- .bh;e, j'udici-ary- is independent-·_ 

Htrt- tni:.s was noot a _very l-ong cooperation with United 

State's strategic interest. Due to heavy pressure of Public 

opinion --a-nd- cri--t:i_--cism by the Congress Party and National 

Front-Left alliances, Chandra s,hekhar government was forced 

t.o w.-]~t~hdr,a,w _the-: --ref:uelTing facility to the US pla-ne. A 

*T7. See::, ~Tak.eq;rapi;J. -(CaLcutta) 20 Feb, I9:91. 
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leftist leader comment:e:d on the issue by saying", "If -we- vicew 

tl1is developing coopera~tion_ in perspective., the ref-uelling~ 

of US military planes a:t Indi-an airports ca-n be- seen as~ part 

of the ov--erall US designs to draw India int-o a ~on~--term 

£t-rat:e'g'i~c coo:pera,ti-on -ta-king advantag-e .. of tn"e- i-~-rE-ant 

cha-n_g,es whlcb have- ta~~en .p:l-ac-e in the ±nt--e:J::EEati--ona:l 

Actual.ly America-,-s- main int:ention wa:s- tu- :draw 

India in i_ts own S-ide, ot-herwis:e th-er-e were -many places: li-ke 

Colombo,. Kara-chi where_ US planes -could be re.fu~lied -without 

any tr-ajor controversy. 

Indo--us De£ence Cooperati-on : 

Cold War w-as taking a- ba-ckseat :Er:om l9-aa--oe-~, h.uct 

unopposing US dominance i-s established after the Gun- ~war_. 

The United States will be the ,ma~s,ter of the whoLe wori:cl an-Cf 

oth-ers have to listen its direction, if no-t direction at 

leas-t advice, what is in Mr .. Bush's word the 'new wor-ld 

order'. .And in this so called new world, there is a h-eavy 

chang-e in perception_ o-f mos~t Goun:tri-es to the us_. rndi:a .±s 

no~t .arr exception__ Dn -the In-€han .side, the weakening o£ .t-he: 

18. Prakash Karat, "Re£uelling US Planes Deeper Ts:SJ!l-es~~", 

Mains-tream, Mar 2 1991; P-24. 



Sovi:e.t Union, the tra-ciitional support and ally and the 

p,erception of a nu-n.ipolar World" in w:hi.ch America is 

oominant lias led influencial sections o.f the ruling classes 

and some of the top echelons of the bureaucrg.cy to argue for 

an accommoGi:ation wi,th America in the "national interest". 19 

"Ev.e:n. i-n Jndian army-,- whi:clr had· no direct .r.elations wi-t::h the

US army for the past. fDUrty years, shares tllci-s new mood. We 

can nnders·tand it. wit·h the fo:rmer ,a:r~my .chief Wr. 

S~ F ~.Rorlrio-gues' s.ta-te:men~t tna:t the Beveloping Indo-US 

defence tieS is based Qfi a II Sharea: .St:ra=.t~egiC pe:rc_eptiOn,

Which will evolve in.to a mutual arrangement that benefits 

both e.qually. n 20 

This new mood about the United St-at·es g-lobal role and 

posit~on, with· our present governmen_t' s new economic policy 

have changed United S.tates' perception about India and its 

role in the South Asia. Abid Hussain, t:he £ormer .Indian 

ambassador in Washigt.on said, "The Bus-h administration has 

indeed unfolded a policy of growing friends,hip with .India. 

E:v-en .in the critical hours of the Gulf War, they did not 

I 9. Prakash Karat, "Refuell irrg US Piarres Deeper Issu'-es ", 

Mainstrea:m, Mar ~ ~-[191; P-24. 

2-0. See, Times of India (New Delbi), 1 .December 1991. 



give up (the practi~e- od:J seeking aid and assistance from 

In-dia, for they knew:- th&t. Icndi-a Jno:St ofben repr:esented the 

V . f c . :11- 2'1 o1ce o on-sc1.ence- . And the ultimate stage- ot this 

ne-wly found ma0d :hre_c:am:e v-ery clear wll-en L-t_--G~n. C1_aude 

Ki-ckleighter _g,ave a-:- ::bLOaa· __Ic,ndG- tiS .army- t-.o army- -coopera-t"iori 

proposal_ to- the -vi~~ -army ch-i-€f .. Mr.s.F·.~odrigues. 

:Main· -obj'e:ctiv-es .of tb±-s preyosal were to ·pursu-e a common 

policy of grad-U-all_y &tr-eg:tfrenin~ ties tow-ards expanded 

co:epera.tion and P~-~-ner.sh±p D-y- the_ en-d o£ this de.cade 

through high lev-e-l vi.-si.ts-. -exchanges and periodic policy 

reviews, ,Indian/US :army -s:taf£ talks and- coope-rative work in 

selected areas of common int-e-r---est. 22 

The Kickleig-ht.er. pa:op_es:a:L -::included many suggestion-s of 

Indo-US defence cnoperati_Q-nc. S-ome o-f the specific 

sugges-tions are c: Vr-sit :by c:kiJ:f of staff on an annual basis 

to alternating cou-t.ries; Se-tting up of an Indian/US Army 

exe-cutiv-e-s st-eer±n~l c:otnlc:i_l; Re·cipr6cal visit by other 

senior c:ommail.ders; staff irrfnrmation exchanges; Reciprocal 

army parti.c_ip-ation- rn t'ire=-J!aciTic .fummands- jco:int commi.ttee 

*21. See, Times of Iiiliiiia, lB All.g.. 19-9-T. 

*22. For detai~ see Times o-f India~ 8 Sept. 1 199~. 



level mee't:ing programme, etc. Report :sa~id that· ·M:r .Rodrigues 

showed immediate positive response and late:r: t·he_ .then Indian 

Defence M-inister, Sarad Pawar also showed similar posiotive 

re-spons_e £:or- Indo-US de-fence -cooperation-.. 

partner tha-t the US has in the_ area_._ Rut Israe-l is J:rat a 

sea-rch oof_ a new friend. Strategic p-Iann-ers in the US 

the-:re-for-e feel that expl9ring the poscs-ibility of a 

cooperative .rela_tionship with a regiorral pow,er like India 

could he GT advantage in ~the long t =~,.,.,. 23~ 
~1-U·e Th-e re-cen:t 

fre-quent visits by Army Gener-als fram both -the co-untries and 

the joint. naY:al. e~ercises -in -the Ar.ab.i,an Se--a showed this 

e:oope-rativ~. mood and impTementation o::f the Kickleighter 

pr-oposal. But the two main hurdles that. s-t i.ll keep two 

parties from total cordiality are th-e signin-g of non-

pro lif era:--t ion treat-y and cryoge-nic rocket engine deal with 

Russia_. _Qn, bot-h these is-sues tw.o parti-esc k-eep Lheir stand~ 

*23. See, Times of India, 8 Sep-t 1991. 
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caneel :the Cryogenic engine deal with Russia, Indi~a opposes 

this view as to it NPT is rl-i-scrim:irfa~tor; and Tndi:a ±s not a 

party t-0 the MTCR rule. Indic:a also d-id no-t resp-onse 

,positiv-ely to the Pakistan :Prime oMinis:t:er ~r. Nawa'Z Sharif:' s 

Now does United States want to make India a regional 

' 
supe-rp_ower or an independ-en-t c-entre of pow-e-r in South Asia. 

It do-e~sc n-o-t s-eem so. Be,cau.se .1£meri ca' s po~_i t.i ca-l and 

military mission in the. post-c-old: -w~-r world ·will be- to 

--ensure that .no rival su-per _power emerge-s- in -we-st:ern Europe 7 

As-iac or in the former _Soviet Union. "The Dni ted Bt.ates is 

determined to do all it can to prevent r-rldia and other 

s-imi l.aTl y miss i Ie- capable countries fr_om Eurt her dev-eloping 

th-eir missiLe making technologi-es. n2~4 The leaked Pentag-on 

":W,e will -se:ek -_t_o preve.n t t-he- ±u:r_tll-er .deveLUfiDie.nt :o£ a-

nucl-e-ar ar.ms- ra-c-e an the Tnd±arr-_ Sll'iJcont±:rrent. Tn th±.s-

*24. Bhabani Sen Gupta, "Illusi.ar;rs a-bou-t India-US Ties"-, 



News -Time (H-ydera-bad) 27 April l992 _ 

regard, w..e snoJ1ld work :to have both countries, India an-d 

Paki-s-tan.#- -:adli.rere: to cthe nuclear ~nen-pr.olifera-tion treaty 

-(NPT) and- pl:ace their nucl-ear energy facilities under the 

Int.erna:ti~onal .At-omic. Ene:r::.gy (IAE) safeguards-. We should 

4iscou:r~a--ge .filri:iala_ -~€lll0Ric a~i-r:atiOFJ.$ ov:-er the stat--es ±rr 

South 1¥sfa am;xl -Gil ·the India-n Ocean. n25 Tt a1:so told abo-at a 

.constractiv:e --u.:S-:Paki.s,tan military r-elationship for a stable 

South-West -As:-1--a, provided Pakistan discont-inue its nuclea-r 

So,_ ±·t is highl-y ra_tional to infer , · ~~"The US will not 

help Indi-a- t:a grow into a military power, certailnly no,t as 

a miss-ile -an-d .nuclear _pmoJer. Since many technology ar-e now 

are dual purpose. and can be- u·se.Q both £or civili.an and 

mili~tary ernis~,- India will ·na:t find it easy to buy certain 

kinds of t-echnologies from the US. n 26 The huge pressure of 

--
Bush and subsequently C~int.on admi.nis.trat.ion on Russia not 

to s-ell Cryog-enic rocket engine to India is very mu,ch in 

that d±rect.ion-_ ·to :rr1ttk.e. t:.t1-eir new world order safe and not to: 

- --~ --- - -----------=--- - ~-~--- - - --- -

*25. 8ee, Times a£:.In-Gfia., 9 .Ma-rch 1992* 

*26. Bha-bar::i Sen Gup:t.a, 4
' I~l-usLnns -about India-US Tiesu, 

News Time (Ryderabad-J:i Z7 April 1.992. 
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allow Tnd-ia' s 'hegemonic' .aspirations-. And for the same 

rea-son they -have imposed two years ban -on IoSRO -a-nd Russia-'::s-

Glavkosmos and advised o-ther countries to impose the s-imilar 

ban. 

Anot-h-er rev-ela-tion fr-ames- a _ __penetrati-ng insight :into 

the problem-.. - A detailed: review o'f the .Indian ~ac-e --progra:mm:e 

-
beliv-ed to .have been prepared by the US mission in New- -BeTh± 

_has -asse-s--s-ed tliat~ if succesful ,- tile AU9ffient-ed Sal::elite-

Launch V-ehicle {AShV), the Polar Sateiite Launch 

Vehicle (PSLV) , and the Geo-Stationary Launch V-ehicle (GS:LV) 

could offer stiff competition to the West as well a-s China-

in commercial launches- and sugge:sts that the applicat.ion of 

extended -s-ancti-ons coul:d cripple the Ind:ian s.pae:e 

programm-e. 27 They also resent the Russ.ian "underpricing''., 2ll 

because when the America-n si.milar engin-e c-o-sts $ 4400 

million, Russia charges only $ 230 million and Americans 

fear that it will hit their arms industry. It is clear now 

that America may wan-t to ma·k-e Indi-a a pow_erful satel±te_,_ but 

*27 . See, Times of mdi a_, 7 Ju:Iy- J 9-93-F 

*28. S:ee, Bha-bani -Sen Gupta's a-rticle in NewE Time.; 27 Apri~ 
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not as an indepen-dent source o£ power which in any case 

when he said that he was broadly supportive of the Pentagon 

docume:nt -On the us int-en-ti.on to remain the world Is sole 

The new~ Pr-es~i-.dent Mr. --Bi_l_l Clinton -aLsD 

-repres-ents -t:he same view :a.:nd his order ef' -m±ss±J~e atta-ck. to 

Iraq: .an 27th Jun-e 1.:9:93; -f-or the alleged .Iraqi plot -to. kfll 

the former Pr-esident. 'Mr. Bush and his -pressure ta-cti-cs on 

.M~. Y-elts.in not to sell Cryogen-ic e:ngin.e to India when he: 

met Mr ~ Ye1 t.s in in Tokyo rec-ent 1 y, reveals .Am-erica' -s 

intentions-. 

The year of 1992 is an eventful y-ear in t-he In-do-US 

-r~lationship in recent time-- B:ecause so many dec-isions and 

p_crticies t:;aken by· United Sta.tes in this- year and Tndia 

rea-cted accordingly. One o-f the main issu-es in this- period 

which troubled Indo-US rela-_tions is alleged human rights 

violation by the Indian security forces in Punjab and Jammu 

and Kashmir. The state department con-tends that security 

forces used "excessiv:e, forces- against mass -gathering as in 

retaliation against attacks on them by. .a-rmed_ mi-li:tants. -~• 29 

Ac:t.ually this allegation is made- mainly deperrding on ~the 

wrong informa-tion by Pa-kis'tani el-ements in the- Unit-ed s:t.at-:e-s 

*29--. Bee, Times of In:di.a, 5 Feb 1992. 
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and_ some of the,ir fri~ends ion_ US, Congres-s. United States is 

no.t ha-ppy -with India .aE i-t dGes -n-o,t allow ~Amnesty 

In-te-rnational, .th-e n-o-t-ed- --London ba-sed hu--lllii-n right-s 

D.rga.nc1_satiDn., to -enter. in t=ne s:ens-itiov:e _border d-istTicts_ o-f 

Kas=hm±r. 

it also n-ow .cond-emns_ _the tErrorist_ v.±.elene-e-- :ana~ therclor-e 

violations instead -e£- only blamin-g the_ Government. of 

Tndia. ~,Jo-

A. F-ew F"osi ti.ve 'DevelgpmenEB:- ;r-

' 
But here- we should -a.dmi.t t.ba't excep-ting some irritants_, 

Indo-US rela-tio-ns developed in -a posi-t.±ve direction in this 

period. United States is highly pl-eased by Nars-himha Rao ~ 

g-Overnment '-s new economic policy and delicensi-ng process. 

Hence., desp±t'e :Mrs. CarLa Hill's threat to India on IPR, 

UR.ited s-tat€-s- did not tak--e- a=ny -ma~~Gr act-:i-ons a-nd in £-ew 

oc-ca~s±-ons ex.tended t.he dead- Tme -6n: t'hat issue. Moreover, 

*3(L Chintamani Mahapatra-,- 1'CW;asnigton__,s_ shifting p-riorities 

and policy towards Sou.tb .A-sia·", Strategic analysis, March 

1992. p - 1397. 



the issue is not solved till now. United Stat·es has- warned 

-India o:f 11 larger st-eps" if it does ne:t heed America/:s trade 

-concerns an-d said denial· -of dutyfr:ee entry fnr I-'11-di,an. 

pharmaceuticals and chemicals into the United States was 

the two -parties~ is- tha-t they- bel i~.:e thr.Qugh. negO::tiations' anx:L 

dialogue thi~sc i:ssue can be selve-S. 

Another aspect of chang-ed po1icy- 'of the Uhitea; Bt::a:t.es'-

to India is the ~army to army- cooperation. Uni:on Defence 

Mini.s·ter Mr . .Sharad Pawar visited the: Uhited s:t:at<ecs: i-rr t-he 

month of April ( 1'99"2) and discussed vaTious issue:s o-f 

' defence cooperation. When Mr. Pawar described current Tndo~ 

US relations- as "-exceilent1r, Mr. Dick Cheney, the US ~Defence 

Becretary, t.houg-;ht they were "i-n 'good "shape.'"-3=l Tndo--us· 

rrav:al excerc-ises took place on 28t-h. May 1992 waht" Indian 

governmen-t jcustified by .say±ng that it would 11.-e:-lp to learn 

new techniques from the US navy. The final version o£ so 

:called Pa-nta'g·on .plan f'o:r US policy- dropped any .re:ference to 

India as power w-it:h "'hegemonis.tic aspira'tions""- ±n South 

I-ndia a:nd ther-e was a. broad agreement t.hat t·h:e· I:JS, ·wiTI s.e'll 

-guns to rndia to s-trengthen its army. 

*31. See, Times of India, 9 April 1992. 
In-do-US Coopera-tion : Prob.lems and Prospecct,s • 



Howeve-r-, the US threat and pres~ure on Nucl-ear Non

-pro-lifera-t~±on Treat¥:;, to cancel the Ccyeg€II:f:c- engine deal 

and finally -ban on Indi-an Sp-a-c-e ReHearch Organ-±s=at-ion 

continu.:ed and the year o£ 1392 on the Indo·-US re-latiDn £ront

_revoived ar--01-ll'l:d_ en the£e ~e,ciJ~i-c issuES_ 'Tfte" rss£e of .N"PT 

was tfre- most ill!Portant ona whi-ch -~as' :t..ire- I;rnio_-us r-e-la-tions 

more pr-oblema:t-ic than any other i-SS'ae. K--ftcer Uie end of 

Cold War US- hav:e got the worLd u-nop_poserl:_, abvi,ously i-tB 

pressure- -on I-ndia to sign the- NPT becom-es- hi-g.fL.. Whe-n l:ndian 

Foreign Secretary Mr. J. N. Dixit -went to the United Stat:,es in 

Ma-rch 13o92, .he- was told shar-p_ly by the US .a-dministration 

tha-t they w01J.Td like -to s:ee India j=o:ining NPT or to be a 

party t~o' the~ ~reposed nucl-ear fr_ee zone uf Seu:t-b Asia. The 

Carnegine· Endowment's National Commi,s:s-ion -on America -and thee 

New Worl-d in i--ts reports on India -s:ay--s -: "We vi-ew nuclear 

non-proifer-a~tion objective-s in India and Pakistan as 

particularly urge-rr.t, the end of tne Cold war offers new 

opportunitieB for strengthening o-ur ties with India, 

particuTaT]::y as -N:ew 1Jelhi pro-ceeds w±th economic re£-onns~ u32 

And especially af-teJ? F-rench and- China~ s -de:.c:ision- to join: the 

*32. See, Times of India, 20 August T"!J-512. 
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NPT, their full attention came down heavily on India, the 

disturbed friend of South Asia re,g_ioa. 

Though Mr. J __ N ._Dixi-t ·t-alke-d .about th-e bilateral 

"NPT is very c1-e-a:r~.- Prime ""l!i;in±s-Eer ...Narash>-imha -R-a:o within. 2'-4 

-wel_l knDwn. -we h~ net- ffii--fJned i-:t- and we do not propose to 

Returni-ng to Tndi-a_ Mr. nixi t also sai-d·· that 

Indi-a --w-as tota-lly opposed to sign. the NPT and would· n-ot sign 

it a-s it was- -nperman-er.Lt.Ty dis-criminatorj"" not on1y in area 

D-f weapons but in terms of nuclear technology -as well. 

India -also opposed the con-cept o£ nuclear fre.e zone of South 

Asia, as non--p-ro""Iifer:a-tion is: .not a concern o-f a particular 

a~ea and this concept_ does. not say anything about China's 

nuclea-r stoek pil.e~s~- On the :Cryogenic -eng,ine deal, India 

tells .sharpi-y that JJ:: is no,t f:or launching any missiles but 
. . 

to launch our indegen-eous sat,elites and does not cancel the 

deal even a-fter the US ban on TSRO and Glavcosmos. 

Cl"±nt-on Admi'-n~n ~ 

Th:e De-mocrat P..res~j~d:e:a:t Mr. B'ill Clinton came in power 

in J-anuary 19c93 w_i~th much hope· and foanfare. Rrrt it is th-e 

*33. Bee, Times of India~, 13 March 1992. 



other side of the same coin and Mr. Clinton also made it 

clear as early as: November 1.9~92 when_ he has the US president 

ele,ct sai-d that tnere would be essential continuity in US 

foreign policy under his administration 34 -He a-gain said, 

-n-Rv€--n- as -admini-strati~n=s cha-nge,_ America-r-s fu:n-damenta-1 

intere:S't:s- do- n-ot -·-" So the I-:ndg::-US reiati=OR-s, -p:r::act:i-call_y 

even an inch from hi-s -predecessor. I.f we consider seme· of 

his policy deci-sions-, mainly thos-e -relating Indo-US-
, 

relations-,- -we can understand it easil-y. 

United States stand on NPT and Cryogenic rocke-t -engine 

deals became more tough in Cl±nt,on era. 'The pressure has 

heen s.o- hig:h on Ru-ssia that Rlol'Sscian P-.J~L-'M:r. V.iktor 

-3-5 Ch-eromyrdi:a has t-o cancel his US trip in JUne 19-93. The 

Americans are insisting that .Russia cancel the deal bacuase 

they belive that the rocket engine can be used for .military 

purposes. s-imilarly Clin-ton administration's over reaction 

to Iraq £or i_ts alleged plan t.o kill :Mr. Bush and ro.issile 

attacks an: Baghdatt shows the _atti~tud-e of a wn:rld dictator. 

United States-- ·threa~t :to _North Korea- for n0-t withdrawing from-

*34. See, Times of India,; 6 Nov L992. 
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NPT and the subtle g~e by Frart-ce, not t:o renew the pact 

·with Inai.a -t.o supply nucl.ear fuel t:o T.ar~pur .PTant whlch i:s: 

lapsing in 199'3 again, show t-he tough ·policy on nuclear 

issue. T_ooay Rus~-s:ia is a poor country, i:t do·e:-sc. not hav--e the: 

pow.er or iu:Lention_ -to pl-ay ~a -g±db-a.l -:ro.be -an:d i_t,s:e-1-f 

depen-dent on -W-estern economic aid~~ Hence., w-e -hav-e to see 

how~ long it can -face th-e liiTS pr-es-sura. It .should also he 

cle-ar t:hat Russia is ROW having a "It~Gdi:f±e:d :view an the

r:ocke:t ,dea_l and_ a Russian fore~ign -rrrin:i:st:ry s-ource s-aid in 

Moscow that .on-e way- out o-f the deadlock could be- by holrling 

tripartite ta-lks-, be,tween tch-e US, Russia and I--ndi--a. 36 

Som-e pos:itive step.s are t:a-k:e:n from tile c:linto:n 

adm-inis:traction --as- we~II _ Th-e United- States n-aw gj_ ving· threat 

.to Pakistan to name it as, a terrorist state i:f it does not· 

ch-ang-e i.t:s- policy to support the t:err:oris- -groups iii the 

Punjab and K.ashmir. The CIA chief, Mr. James Woolsey, has 

told the S:e'nat--e jud-iciary cnmmi t tee that Pa:k.i:sta-n is "Cl.lJ: the 

brink" nf be.ing hran-ded a state .spnnso:r o£ ·t-errorism along 

wri:th Sudan and it is prov-iding- -n~sa:tB hav,e_rru~ t . .-o "K'a"Sfun±ri a-nd 

-*35. See, Times- of I-ndia, 25 June. 19':93. 

*36. See Times- of India, 23 Apri.l ~993. 
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-sikh terroris,ts:. J-? On the :issue of ban <>n ISRO, T:JS -also 

tried to unders:tand Indian p:os.ition of satellite la,unching 
--

for dev-eJ:opmental _pu~se .and it was discus-sed- with_ greater 

un<iersl:-ani:f:in:g~ when P-raf __ · R~'R-Ra.-o , ·t:tte ISRO Cf:rr:e£~ went to-

USA re'Cently. Clinton admirr±:st:ra-t-.ban-, _s aec isio:n to send· Mr:._ 

the us Congr-e:ss I .a-s an amba-s---sador to N-ew Delhi is cObvious~ y 

-a p_os±ti~e plan t:o. make f_ri--end-ship wi-th Indj;a. 

Now it is seen that the oldest democracy USA an-d the 

la-rg€st democracy India are real.isi-ng each other's relativ-e 

importance for mu:tual benefit. When t-here is no such cold 

war fe:v:er and wh-en · Ind±a doe-s na.t "Be-lon.:g, to the group o;f 

fri~nds o-f its ma,in ad-versary, United States shou-ld ta-ke a 

rat-ional approch to India~· On the other hand when India-, B 

options became limited and United s,tat-es become the sole 

.superpower milit-arily and technologically, it is better to 

arrive at a working understanaurg. wicth the Unit_ed Stat-es to 

I:nrlo-US re.la-t:ion :would be tot:al.ly smoot:h. As ther-e i.s a 

individua-l dema-nds f:rom the prevail_ingo interna-tiona-l soc±:e.ty 

*37~ See Times of India, 23 April ~393 ~ 

1G2 



diffe.red_, it ~can~'t be so easy .and .smooth. 1''Bu_t_ the pace _of 

rela-t.iorrs between India and. 'the Bnited- s;tates will ·proceed 

d:es_pi t-e .m-irrer j:;o-l_t-s:- and snags. u38 

*38. Bhabarri Sen Gupta, "Illusions about India-US Ties 11
7 

N&WR 'T"iimes, 27 l!_pr 1.992. 
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CHAPTER IV 

To W-rite a conclusion on Indo-US .relations. is a t·ough 

task, _part-ieul-a:r~y remellihering its Hncertain: nature and 

.trans::rt±onaL :peri:od. International s.it:na:tion at ;pr-e-sent is 

Republics wiTl shape their future. When -a -mild econom£c 

reces,s-i.on. i:a hun·tiag- the de-velop-ed. W-estern countries, 

millions of people are st·ill starved, suf£er from health 

p:rohlem-s and extremely poor in the underdeve.loped countries 

of Africa, Asia and_ Latin America~ It is true that an all 

in in'tern-at.i-orral a-rena, 

but t::h,exe also r-ema-in__ Yugo?.la:via, Afg-hanis-tan_, Somalia., 

s-outh Afri-ca and others .. Tn such a si.tual:ion be-ing the 

oldest and most popular democracy respectively USA and India 

:have a ·great responsibility to the other parts o-f the world. 

Obviously the relationship of the two great democra-cie-s, who 

ax"ec -exactly n.eit-l:re--:r: £rie:nds .nor roes~~ attrac:t:s attention of 

pascS:ed tl:rrough many p:nases and we have already discus_-s-ed it 

in pre-:vi,ous two chapters in detail~ Alt~hough the Indo-US 

r,elations -start-ed with a romanticized version of President 



Roosevelt's role in pleading for Indian independence with 

British Pr£me M'-inister Win-ston Churchili , in. the foll-owi-ng. 

~ears, .I.ndo-US relation did_ .not remain friendly, but went 

$-ough- npB and. downs, from a -friendly relations at the time 

of Eres.L--dent :Kc.ennedy- t:o . .t:h-e Wb:ES.t at t~he t:i.me ·of Pre-84.-dent 

Hixon. J:ndia .alsG did not .get that -mach -help :f·rom ·tChe 

American -pn:licy mcik-e-r-£ fcer its- nation building ~:asks., which 

i:t deserv-ed as the mo.s-t pop:i4lar democrac-y -with a ·second 

Targ,est population and~ a ravaged. e·cono:my -done by th-e British 

co.lonia.list_ 

As ·the American foreign polic¥ was tot.aTly shaped and 

in£luene:ed by the Cold W-ar t-en.s-io.n an-d co.nta.inment of· 

Communism,. i.t ceu:ld no-t a.c.cep.t N.ehru 1 s independent attitude 

and non--alignment :po~icy witir a- friendly note=-.- Similarly, 

when United Stat:es- influenced by their British f-ri~d took a 

pro-Pakistani s:tand on the Kashmir issue as early a-s 194-8, 

India becamE to.tally disap_po:inted and frustrat-ed by the 

American policy. Dullesi.an thought of 'those who are not 

w.:i tb us .. ~ga1:-.ns;t u:s' -heca,n:te- a g-r-eat obstacle. i-n the proc-e'S.s_ 

of mak±ng a fri-endly relations w.ith India. A-fter the dea-th 

o£ Stalin when S-ovie~t Un~on. took a- rationa-l approa-ch to 

India and sta-rt-ad pro.p:p:iag· N.e.hru 1 s plannin-g .process 1 

Washington thought that in the name o£ non-alignment the-y 

actually belong.ed to the Sovie-t camp. At the same time 



united s_tatesc got _pa-kistan as their ally which surrendered 

fully to the ~wce'Sf:e:rn camp_ fur its cheri-sh€d goal to be equal 

wi:th IndTa and': to get 1l10Te Ame--rican f'Urld- £or -.tts military 

~build up. Aa Pakistan_ wa-s India's: ma:in adversary in the sub 

contin£;:nt, this US--_.Pak:is-t~ hoben'Ob±ng aro~se.d_- co-n~cret._e 

s::tESp:-i-c±on_ in -me':" -:rn:-<l:f-Faa mind._ 

The Chines-e- attaCk i-n 1962 gave a very good op_r:>ortuni-ty 

to make- the U;E.-i.:t-Ed. sta-t-es .ana Indi-a reliable friend. Th__ough 

United St:at-es- s.-ent: .arms= shi-pment for_ India, relations with 

India dido na,t- i.mprove=-- l:o- .a- hi-g=h pTatea;u, becaus:e India 

dema-nded a long tenil hel_p for its military build up withou:t 

disturbing i.t:s -good r-eiat:ion-s with Sovie.t. Union. In the 

f--ollo-wing y-ears~ Tnd±a'"s re-I actions -w_i th Uh i__t.e d s~tates 

de:teri-or:a:ted dH=e- ;to_ A1nerican :a:rms -s-uppl-Y -to "Pa-kista-n a;nd its 

indirect -support :in ;the war of 1965- and 19'7l. Even t..l:le 

re:l:a-tions came to its n-adi.r when N.ixon a-dminist-ration sent 

American Seventh Fleet in the waters- of Bay of- Bengal to 

brow be-at Indi--a ·to sav-e East _Pa-kistan for Pakis-tan. Actually 

it is the: Ameri:c:a:n J)Dlicy what equated Pakistan with India 

a-g-c?.inst Tndi,a?-~s- -px-e - dHirrence rn FJOW-er and s:i_z:e I s-trained 

India Is re-i--a-t ion w.d:tn tke· stron~est: democracy. Tf the United 

s·tate:s -was _pr:-e±J:a-:r-ed to ac-ee_pt: the r-eality o:f the Indian 

pos-ition, tha:t it is a oomina-nt pow-e-r ill South Asia and is 

an indepe-ndent regional _power by its own night 1 there was P.Q 

reason why the Indo - US relat:ions should not become warm 
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and cord-ial . 

Howev:-er, -we carr'-t Ba:Y that t:lrer-e- wa:s_ n-o coordination 

between India and -the- -United St,a;tes1 Indi-a and the United 

States both _shar-ed a si-mflar odemeerat-i.c fu:rm of gove.rnmerrt, 

rul-eo of- law ann;:: haVing:;; a .s±mil~ r.-we- -or =-enon-om:i~c system 

made progressi-ve_ 3Selat:ions J'n- the -€CCmOmic field, but the· 

di-sagr:e:emerrt ±n Polities <lid: not: aTkow- .it to grow in a 

_s-maot-h wa-y-. And_ i,t is no -s,_u~ris:i: tha-t Uni:t-e-d :States 

cont-ributed the- mo-s-t -in In-dia'B" infrastr-ucture _b.trii-ding:- in 

the fi--rst· 'twenty years -and ,now i-t is- Tndia's higgest tra-ding 

p-artner _in ct'_he- 1990. When nobody cl-ai-ms that India Is 

r-clatiGTI with_ t-he United -Stat_-e~s is frieondly, the-re are 

s..:h-ou~sea-n:d_ or moTe j o_i n:t acl:v:Frrt:u::r:e:s in e-e:onom'i c and in 

technica-l fi:eld. Actually it i-s not i::n con-trast- -tn the 

Americ-an interes:::t_ to make Im;l'ia econ.omi.cally viab1.e, may be 

for its won goal to make India a good market for American 

products, but US never wants t_o allow Indi_a to grow as an 

independent.~ s-ource of power what will play a global role in 

w-Orld £>Olith:R. And it :is_ tlris basd_c- d±£-Eecrence -tha·t kept 

Indi-a- and the US pole apa-rt . 

Wh-at-eve=r m:ay he the S~'mi.la.Titi€::9 bect:ween thee- two 

democracie-s, their perce-ived rol-e in w-o:rld politics did not 

a1~ow them to share the sa-me view in most o~f the -world 

affairs. Because when United States wanted to defeat 
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Communism and to keep it:self at the helm of w.orld po.litics, 

India wanted to purs1:1-e an iim.ependen.t econom-i-:c development 

programme and to play a global role as a regional centre of 

power and to be- a- leader- of_ the thir.d world countries . Hence 

American policy tnak"€I.S~ .Excep;t in the .bri.e:f. :;J;an:at:a _perioclc, 

Indo - US .re-la-tions remained ,as. -coo·l as e.Y-er. A:s India~ under 

Mii:£L Gandhi or Mr. Raj.iv Gandhi did not dev::ia,t:e from the 

l"nd:ia' s known f:oreign policy~, American de-cision ma-kers did 

not show any such good intent:i-on by which relations between 

the two could be cement-ed. . .Ntr. Chester Bowles., the long 

_s;erricing Amercian ambas:sa'dor in Ne-w ·Be-lhi, snowed a- very 

.gnou reason in t,his- reg'ara, that ·the.re was .a g-ap of· 
. 

c:ommunic:ation and lad of knowTedge a-bout India' .s na-ture and 

i·ts society from the Ame-rican decis,ion makers. I_t is also 

not surprising that most of the Americans do not know where 

ex.a.ctly India is, and if some b.e-dy ~knows, he kna..vs it as -an 

ov-er populabed, poor, illiterabe country fuJ.l of cows and 

babies. So a~t first to, ·make a. ~fri:endly reiati-:-ans we have t:o 

s:tress on the p-eople to p€op:l.e- c:o-nta-ct .t.hrough v.arious 

seminars, fairs and tnurism. 

+n the Reagon period United· Sta-tes policy .to India 

started to change slightly, because Sovi-et Union was losing 
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its _ground w:orld over .. As the cold war was taking- a back 

seat du-e l:o Mr. Goba-ehev' s frequent meet with P-residen-t: 

Rea:gon and_ -liis- pol_icy of Per-est:r:oika and Galsno~s't as -the 

decemmunisation proc-ess in the Sovie-t Union, Unit-ed states 

took a .rati-ona1: approach- towams Tnd-ia and admit:teu' his- pre-

emin:ent p:J.sition- in -South Afri-a_, ~h __not diractTy. But 

l:mge- arms: s~J.y t-o Pakistan f:or it- ·be-iBg the. s:e called 

fmiiL line, stac.te, US disappo:int:e:d Ind-i.an .Ieaclers and they 

.Gfirr not. take any measure to alleviat.e the Indian fear. Mr. 

R.cajiv G::a:Fl;_d±li' s- new- ec'on.omic p-olic-y .th-O:ugll gave -soeme

s,ati.sfaction toO th-e American policy ma::kers, India's 

di.sap.pro-..,r:a-1 of the Non - .Prolif-eration treaty~ no:t to 

SEpport the Arrrerican view on Afghanistan a-nd opposition in 

various, -world -farmn .made_ it a di.s.tant friend not a c.l.os:e 

ally. rn:dia he:i_rrg a larg=e cp-untry with s-econd la-rg-est 

pop:ula=_ti~on and a -possible po-tentially c'an' t be a mere ally 

of a big power. This aspiration o£ a middle range power o-f 

the Tndian leader--S and Pakistan.' s tota~ surrender to tb:e US 

camp becoming a me-re satellite of Amerc:ian design, made 

A.merci--an ~policy :maker£ ' :S-t"and, on -S;ou r-h Asia &om:e wcha~t 

strange·~ 

Mt:er t-he dissolution of th-e Soviet Union when some 

ohstales- are 

Prol i fera:t io:n 

removed from the field, 

Treaty, Intellectual 

i.f;lsues like Non 

property Rights, 



Cryogenic rocket engine deal start to rock th.e Indo - US 

relations. It I.s, the same -attitude by tire Ame-ricans ~tliat 

·they will_ only dominate tne- whole world an-d ncibocl¥" w£[1 

challenge their -domination_, which irritates ·rndia the most. 

Ac-tually· Iooci:a -wants its .due ~share i.n tie ·int:.Erna-tional 

~politics, but. Ante:r.icans. -dbn't. ·want to: arrow. it·,,_ =as- is .. seen 

by Mr. B±ll C1±nt:on·'s: pr.essu:re un ~Russia to :cancel :ttre: 

J:ryog·enic engine ·clea1._ -A-ftcer" the GUlf lim:: -&en furmer 

President Mr. Rush. declared his: new worlc:ff order, he 

· -envi-saged a :worl"'d where American ·su.p.eri-m::.ity· wmi1d ~be fully 

;established. The c:entral -s-trategy -o£ t.ne Bus=b: 

administration was to establisH a~ ne~ world- ord€r that ta.Jres 

enough account _c:f the. interests ·of o:ther advanced indl:Lstr±a1 

nati,on.s: .to dis-c·ou:r.ag~e them from challenginB: their 

leadership. Obviously Tndia'·:s aspirat·in-n and it.s 

ir1dependent way o~f development have no role in tire.ir new 

world order. 

But as: time chan-gees e:very ·th-ing, Indo-US relations 

can't be. s-tatic and it is. no.t so~ With ~the .end of Cold War 

many avenu-es. ar.e- .o:p:ene:d teo ma"ke a' ·greater C®@~'rat:±nr.r frorrr 

the developmental process to the defense· ti--e'. T.he re.cent 

assessmen~t o.f ·tne .Seuth Ama h¥ the ·Bush adm±ro·:St:ra,ti·on:. arid 

followed .by the Clinton administra.tion, which:- se-ems t~o .be 

rational,_ is a major breakthrough in this regard. When 

there is no menace o£ Soviet expansionism,. Indo-US rela.tions 



ne:ed no longer be .subject to the changing vicissitudes of 

Pakistan Is -and Ch±na 1 s- relatJ:ons wi_th washington. The-re i.s 

cLearly a need for -estab-li"sh-i:n-g" an autono-my in -th-e 

rela.tionship and -these can come about only through trade and 

economic~ llm:tuai-ity o:f int:erest:S-.. 

Busll administr-ation. ctoo-k a rational ap_pro.a:ch to .India Is 

Hen-c~e i_t holdly _ 

adm:it.tecd Indi.a 1 s sup-erio.rity in the regcion and subtly 

changed _its S:tand on Ka--shmir issue f:rom_ a direct· -support o£ 

Plebiscite in ·Kashmir to a bil.at"€r.al n-ego-tiations between 

India and Pakis.t:an under Simla agreement . US a_tt·ack on 
·-

India for the alleged- human r_ights a-buses also faded away. 

Ac:tua-::lly th:e Uni-te-d States could under_stand .India 1 s 

impo-rtance f'or r:egion-al -s.tability and a strong- 'mar-k-et of-

Ameri-can Pro-ducts _in c-omparison to Paki:stan 1 s un-stabl.e 

political system.. India s~hould exploit: this opportunity to 

formulate a working reLa-tionship with the world_' s single 

superpowe:r havin.g the moBt soplrist ic.a-ted :technolo:gic.al 

-knowhow. But this working- re-lationsn::i_--p should he _base-d on 

mutual hene:f~it and on equ-al fnotin:g~~ because a country _like 

India caa_l-t be ,a :me-re sateTli:te of any count--ry whatever 

powerful it ·may b:e and this- should be- kept in .mind by th-e us 

policy makers. On the other hand,, India should realise that 
. 

no useful purpose would be served by unduly criticizing the 

ill 



US in matters which does no-t -concern it and wh-ere it cannot 

.make mu-ch di--ff:erence- in t.he _posit-ion by merely cri-tic.izing 

tne US-~ 

Narshi-mha .R-a.o- governmen-t's libe:ralised e-cortOin_¥ wi.t±r _a 

heavy c-u't oE tar·i::fEs :.ami~ -::de-:l.i:ce-:n~s:i-E:g, -~will hel::_p- :in -th--e 

C'0'rffi dec.n-c-e tm.±l--di"'..'13'- :m-eaoSHl.I:"e;~ -ef t bee A:me:r ic.an -pc>'l.Lcy 

planners'-- Ereserrtr¥ i:±re:r:e :ha-s.~ also- a marked change in 

th-e Indian fureign ~po~licy· what lras- devia~ted a Lot from the 

N-enruvian pat:b .o£ i-nd~eBen.-Grent focre-ign pol.icy de-cisions 

juQg:i-ng tfre. merit o-f tfu-e p:art:i£ula:r e:v.en-ts:. Indian d-ecision 

111akers and bureaucra1:s also have -no hesitation to giv-e the

United S-tates a pre-em±nent r_o:Le in world poli_tics, if the-y 

-ensure at least some- import-an-ce-- to India. No doubt it is ac 

-:p:r~£ti_Gal -move, :!Jut :our leade-rs :Shoul-d keep in mind t:ha1: 

Un£:t:ed -States w.:-ill do no-tJiing ·f_or ou-rselves.,· we have to 

-e-sctablish our position w:ith a su£fici--:ent bargaining p<Ywer 

-what c_an be ensured only by _a sound economy wit-h a fi.rm 

pol i~y framework. 

The- coming o:f· ML- B.il.l Clin-.t.on in power makes ha:r_dl y 

any change In us~ poli_cy formulations. Because' tl:lere ±s no 

bas-ic id:eol,o:gi"c,al di££-'Ere:nce het--W;een Demo:c:rats a.n:d 

Reptrhlicans and 'Mr .. Cl±rrt:on alre-a<ly showed his inclinati-on 

to the statu-s quo. With a r-ecess.ion in Unite-d State-s 

manufacturing indu-stry and with a huge deficit in its budg-et 
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there is no chance of removing US pTessure on IPR to India 

.or other de-f_iant c-ountri-es wlao do not prot-ect th-e- us 

.pat-ents. Simil-arly US pres'Slll:e: ~on Ntlclear Non-Prolif-er.a-ti,on 

treaty would bee mounted high- a-s. i=l:as- been s:een- in -the case of 

Nort-h Korea. Because United -s:t:aE-es- -wants to make- th-e world 

that_ in 

near £utur-e- no cou-Btry can__ _c-nnTl-e:t4ge- i::t. As a re-sult ,this 

-
be a regi.onal centre of .powe-r ,aut- of American sh-ado-w-~ So 

the press'llr€ on India to s:i:gn. ·t:h--e- NET- and to cance:l the 

Cryog~en-ic- ·engine deal wou.::I.d c-on:t~±ncu-e:__. :When Am-e r±can 

in-t.e-ntion of t_otal domination wil--:1 no:t ce--a"Se in a unipolar 

world and -when no -single country can challenge t-he American 

desi--gn, Tndian policy ma-k-ers ha~-e tn 'Work cautiously ke-eping 

-the pressure on t~fueir head__ 

Hl::lwever, ther-e is no la-e'k~ o:f guod int-ent-ion from both 

The common bond of_ democra-cy an-d faith in t.he 

ru.Ie-- _of l-aw wil-l -fac:ilit:at.e. this intention. .At _the s-ame-

time Indian Ambas-sa:dor in Washington Nr. s.s_ Ray and the US 

A-mh-a-s:sac:lo:r d:e:S::i,gna t e_ 1i:'tr.:.- B~_e_:p±t-en- .J _ So:I.a--:r-z- ha:v-:e a: 

r.es_pons±hle ta-sk ahead to prmric@!€ gem:I-in-e .trrf:.ormation _a-nd to 

maintain -pr-oper _corm:nunica,tion -sn th-at the Indo--8H rela-_tions 

c-an't go to a wrong track. Frrr~the---r" it is- the good 

intention based on mutual ben-e-f.it, -wn±ch can only ensure_ a 

progressive relationship between India and the United States 
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.in the 21st century. And such approach will further te 

cause :of world peace- and ;stabi_Lity. Let u-s hope for the 

best .. 
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