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PREFACE 

India bas lost in the death of Indira Gandhi one of her 

greatest leaders of modern times. Indira Gandhi ~as at the 

helm of affairs at a nx>st crucial phase of political and econo

mic transformation of independent India. During this period 

she ~as engaged in the task of nation building, of transforming 

an ancient civilization into a modern political society, of 

evolving a secular, nationally integrated and democratic India, 

which guaranteed freedom, equality and social justice to all 

its citizens ~ithout discrimination of caste, creed, religion 

and sex. She Yias deeply conscious of many dangers, both 

external and internal, which India faced, and Ylhich threatened 

to destroy its unity and integrity. She was perforce driven 

to take hard decisions, which she did, and in the process lost 

her own life. 

Indira Gandhi was adored and deeply loved by the people 

but yet was a much misunderstood and misrepresented person. 

This happened probably be cause of the strong political reac

tions which her leadership and policies created among the 

vested interests and her political rivals. 

By and large the Soviets had a very sympathetic attitude 

to-wards her policies and consequently they rendered her full 

support. During the period of her rule Mrs.Indira Gandhi 

faced many hurdles and crises. The Soviets firmly stood behind 

her. 



(ii) 

This dissertation attempts to portray Soviet perception 

of Mr s.Indira Gandhi's policies, internal and external, and her 

role in building a strong and united India. It is hoped that 

the subject matter of this work will be of abiding interest. 

I feel beholden to Prof .Shamsuddin for initiating me into 

this subject and offering e:xpe~t supervision. I had the privile~ 

of exchanging my views on many important aspects of this study I 

with the eminent Professor.· I record my profound gratitude to 

him for his valuable suggestions and comments which have proved 

rewarding in many ways •. 

The co-operation and inspiration received from my parents 

has been of immense value. 

I have benefited adequately from the encouragement 

received from Padmaja Avasthi, .A.parna Rajan, Aradhna KUmar, 

AnupriJ?., Shyam, Hanoj, ArWl, Chandra Pratap, Prashant, Anehas 

Shas'Wat, Hemant, Prem and Ajay Gupta. 

I express my sincere thanks to Samir Kumar, Sanjay Panda, 

Sanjay Srihet, S,udhakar, Dwi vedi, Sharad Srivastava, Sanjay 

Jain, Quamrul Haque, Rajat Patnaik, Ripusudan S-ingh, Jitendra 

Nath, Rameshwar Singh, Anant Pattnaik, Anurag Panda, Amitabh, 

Anup Srivastava, B ijoy PratihaYi, Priya Ranj~ Sinha., Atul Dixit, 

Rajiv Kumar, Tej Pratap "-Lingh and Harrreet Singh. 
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last but not the least Ranj ana (Rani) has made her 

contribution to the success of this study in numerous ways. 

I lack lNO:rds to express my gratitude to her. 

v~Jyz? 
(PRAMOD KUMAR SINGH) 



Chapter I 

INTRODUCTION 

i) Soviet Understanding of the Role Of Leadership 

ii) Impact of Russian Revolutions on India's 
Freedom Movement 

iii) Lenin's Assessment of Indian Freedom Struggle 

i v) Soviet Influence on Indira Gandhi. 
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i) §.oviet Und-erstanding of tbe rtole of Lead ershi:Q 

Historv has seen manv famous and charismatic persona.,.. 

li ties who have contri.buted in the making of hi storv. One 

can remember a number of such personalities, in our O\a.'n times. 

As a matter of fact, scholars and opinion makers have 

been debating over trJe role and functions or such personalities 

- Honarchs, generals, social and political thinkers and leaders 

of revolution and mass movement. 

Marxism and Leninism has also debated over thiS ques

tion. For the Soviet Union this debate had been of crucial 

importance. The role of Lenin as the leader of Russian Revo

lution and the Soviet state and later that of Stalin has 

further sharpened this debate inside and outside the Soviet 

Union. It is interesting to note that in recent vears quite 

a few leading Soviet Indologists, e.g., R.Ulayanovsky have 

begun to emphasis the significance of role and functions of 

leaders of developing countries in national liberation movement~ 

Conce"Qt_Qf_Marxi §!!!_and t!le Rolg__Qf.__~eaders 

In this study YJe are concerned with investigating a 

framework for Soviet view of leadership in the developing 

countries; hence YJe propose to confine ourselves to specific 

aspects of the d abate. 
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l'·'lar:xism does not accept the vie\ol that history is 

made bv "great personalitiesn - kings, military leaders, 

statesmen, \olhile the people, the working people, have no 

role at all to pla ,, in the development of socie tv. Marx 

ridiculed tlle understanding of tbe motive forces of 

historv on these lines and analvsed this question on the 

basis of historical materialism. Proceeding from the 

Marxist understanding that the mode of producing material. 

good is the foundation of society is life and development 

and that tbe working people are the main production fo:rce, 

historical materialism maintains that the working people are 

the actual makers of history. 

This understanding does not mean to ignore the 

individual's role in history. t.fasses should not be viewed 

in isolation with individuals. The masses consist of 

millions of people, of concrete individuals. Everv perEPn 

has his indi viduali tv; i.e., his O'Wll character, temperan2n t, 

psychology, perception and attitude towards his surroundings. 

Social qualitv of a person is more important than his bio

logical or phvsical, as the "essence of a "particular persona

lity" iS not its beard, its blood, its abstract physical 

character, but its social qualitv."1 
A person's individua-

11 ty, his qualities, his perception depends much on tbe 

--------------------
1. K. Marx, Contribution of tbe Critique of Hege,!'s 

!:J1ilosophv_gf Law , in K.l1arx and F .Engels, Collected 
Works, Vol.3 (HoscovJ, 1975), p.21. 
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societv and his environment; the totality of diverse social 

relations is reflected in an individual's qualities. 

"The essence of man", -wrote Marx "is no abstraction 

inherent in each sj_ngle individual, in its realitY it iS the 

ensemble of the social relations". 2 

Though Marxism gives prominence to the activities of 

the people in historical development; it has never rejected 

or derived the role of reallv outstanding"personalities in 

bistorv. Lenin observed that the id.ea of historical necessitv 

does not in the least undermine the role of the individual in 

historv, all bistbrv is m·ade up of the actions of individuals, 

-who are undoubtedlv active figures".3 

Lenin while maintaining that the masses plav the 
-

decisive role in history, kne-w that in order to be successful 

in class struggle, masses form their organizations and parties 

-which are beaded b..., their most e:xpe rienced and energetic 

representatives. This prompted Lenin to say that, "Not a 
• 

single class in hi storv bas acriieved po-wer 'Without producing 

its political leaders, its prominent representatives able to 

· t d lead 1.· t 11 
• 
4 organ1.se a movemen an 

-----------------
2. K. Har:x and F.Engels, Colle_£ted vj'orks, Vol.5, p.4. 

3. V.I. Lenin, CoJ:lected \~or!i_e, Vol.I, p.159. 

4. V.I. Lenin, _!be Urgent Tasks of Our 1-ioyem~~' Collected 
Works, Vol.4, p.370. 
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HardlY an'r one can den~r the role of Marx and Engels 

VJho turned socialism from a.n utopia into a science -with 

profound socio-economic anabrsis. Lenin, on the otber hand, 

translated socialism into practice and established the first 

socialist state. Engels very rightly noted about Harx: 

"Harx stood higher, sa1H further, and took a wider and quicker 

vieYJ than all the rest of us - without him the theory would 

not be by far what it is today. It therefore, rightly bears 

his name". 5 

vibile discussing the role of an individual or leader 

in Marxist frame-work one cannot ignore Plekhanov' s writings 

about tliis question. He was one of the leading Marxist who 

paid great attention to this problem. While reacting to a 

reply given by M.K. Hikhailovsky to th_e publication of 

Kalbitz• s article in hiS "Literary Notes for 1878", Plekhanov 

wrote about his attacks against dialectical materialism, 

v.~her ein, ''he (Milr.bailovsky) sa-w a doctrine which sacrif:i ced 

to the economic factor" all the others and reduced to nil 

tr1e role of individual in history". 6 

Plekhanov after folloV~ing this debate admitted that 

individuals can influence the fate of society by virtue of 

definite traits of theirs. 

-------
5. K. lvlarx and F~ Engels, Selected ~orks, in three volumes, 

Vol.3, p.361. 

6. G .Plekhanov,.. S,e lected Philosophical \tJorks (Progress, 
1978), pp.2t53=-8rt: --
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However, like 1•1ar:x and Lenin, he cautioned thc.t "an 

individual's character is factor in social development only 

where, -when and to the e:xtent that social relations permit 

it to be. He further said that whatever the qualities of a 

particular individual may be, he cannot eliminate the given 

economic relation of the latter corresponding to a definite 

state of the productive force. 

However, "individual• s personal qualities make them 

more or less fit to meet the social needs which spring fro:n 

definite economic relations or to present their being met".7 

He gave the e:xample of Fr~~ce, -where at the end of eighteenth 

century the replacement of absolute political institutions by 

new ones -was of urgent social need and those public figures 

-were the most outstanding and useful at the time 'Who VJere 

more capable than others of helping meet the pressing need. 

The essence of his article "Individual and His Role in 

Hi story", "can be suann8.rised as that the personal qualities of 

tbe leaders determine the individual features of historical 

events and the elements of chance al-ways bas some part to play 

in the course of these events whose direction iS alwavs deter

mined by what are termed over all causes, i.e. the productive · 

forces. 

7. Ibid., p.306. 

8. Ibid. 
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It is to be noted here that Soviet union itself faced 

a phase wherein role of a personality; i.e., of Stalin 

generated debate. The 20th Congress of the CPSU categorically 

warned against "personality cult", a tendency noticed during 

S-talin's positive role in the building up of socialism in 

Soviet Union, his negative traits and disregard for collecti

vity in decision making were denounced. " 

In brief one can say that Har:xism-Leninism attaches no 

less importance to the leadership and role of personalities 

in history. 

~n~~ the Russian people were fighting against the 

tyrannical and d.espotic rule of the Tzars and the Ind.ian 

people were engaged in a bitter struggle against British 

imperiali~1, the people of those two countries had developed 

a peculiar type of e11otional attachment with each other, 

primarily because of their cause being SL~ilar. There has 

been a close interaction of developments in these two countries 

on their respective movements. 

However, the initial victory of the first Russian 

Revolution in 1905 provided a ne-w enthusiasm to the Indian 

freedom struggle. The irmnediate cause which precipitated the 

struggle in India was partition of Bengal in 1905. It aroused 
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universal indignation, the boycott of foreign goods was 

proclaimed on August 7, 1905. 

Mahatma Gandhi noticed the developments in Russia with 

keen interest. Gandhiji was aware of the socio-economic life 

of Russia and the various currents and cross-currents flowing 

there, mainly through the writings of Leo Tolstoy and Maxim 

Gorky. In their writings Gandhi sought answers to the various 

questions agitating his mind about the freedom struggle. A.t 

the beginning of his socia:).. and political activit~r in South 

Africa, Gandhiji was closely watching the developments in 

Russia oecause he was leading a movement against the cruel 

oppression and racial discrimination practised by the South 

African vJhite rulers. In this process Gandhiji drew closer 

to Tolstoy. However, Gorky's works made a tremendous impact 

on his mind. He wrote on July 1, 1905, that "Gorky's works 

stir up against the tyrannies and that there was no other 

writer in Europe who is as great a champion of the people's 

rights as Ma~im Gorky 11 .9 

The October aevolution left much impact on Gandhiji' s 

thinking and from this Revolution he came to the conclusion 

that if the "dumb millions" were reawakened, they could be 

transformed in to a mighty force. • • He wrote: "We too can 

9. Mahat~a Gandhi, Collect~~-~QX~~' Vol.5, 1961, p.1)4. 
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resort to the Russian remedy against tyra.'1ny ••• 11 He fUrther 

said: "If the Russian people succeed, this revolution in 

Russia will be regarded as the greatest victory, the greatest 

event of the pre sent century". 1 0 

In the last decades of the 19th century and the beginn

ing of 20th century, Indian and Russian took keen interest in 

each other• s affairs. The advanced Rbssians closely wat-ched 

the various anti-imperialist moveroonts in the last century, 

mainly India's first war of Independence in 1857 attracted them. 

the most. They were really disheartened when the widespread 

risings :in 1857, which the British called as "muti...."ly" were 

brutally supressed. 

However, Russian scholars did not lose their interest 

in Indian affairs, notable amongst them was !.Y,Wl Paylo.Y~ch 

Minae.Y, Professor of Comparative Grammar, at St.Petersburg 

University, who visited India during 1874 and 1886. It is 

important to mention that Prof. I .p .Hinaev attended the Indian 

National Congress meeting in 1885 as an observer. He mentioned 

this important event as significant attempt for the development 

of the feeling of nationalism in India, for the unification of 

India .. 

10. Ibid., pp.131-32. 
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V-;ben the Russians marched to-wards Central Asia, the 

English -were all the time apprBhensive of a Russian attack 

of India. The English used. every possible means to stem the 

ad vancerrent of Russ ian po-wer in areas in proximity or adjacent 

to India and most of the time used it as a pretext of regular 

invasion or intervention as in Afghanistan. 

It should be noticed that Indian people thought 

differently from the British. They did not consider Russian 
• 

advancement as threat to India. On the opposite, a feeling 
in 

started gro-wing;: India that the Hussians -would help India in 

thro-wing off the British colonial rule. The National Congress 

did not accept the British allegation of 11Russian tbreat" and 

consiste.Yltly opposed excessive military expenditure b,. the 

Bri tisb in pursuance of their for-ward "policy". 

The struggle of India 1 s independence developed v .I. 
~ . 

Lenin's profound interest. Truly, be -was the first Russian 

to force the end· of capitalism 1 s so-called peaceful develop

ment al1d the beginning of ne-w era of imperialism and proleta

rian revolutions. He visualised that the awakening of Asia, 

i.e., an unprecedented upsurge in the national Liberation 

Movement of the peoples of the East v.ould turn the -wheels of 

the history, Lenin mentioned 11YJhen a new source of great 



world storms opened up i..-'1 Asia" and this "era of storms and 

their 1 repurcussions' in Europe beco·ne a reality" the entire 

political land scale in the world would change. 11 

After a serious study of the concrete socio-economic 

situation, cultural and historical traditions and ideological 

and political trends obtaining in the_oriental countries, 

Lenin not only developed the old Marxist theorv, gave it a 

new shape but was able to predict that tbe national libera

tion movements in future would inevitably throw up many 

·specific and diverse features of.its ovm in forms, methods, 

paths of social revolutions and above all, in building a new 

society. 

India, one of the largest colonial countries of the 

world, attracted Lenin also from the point of view of theore

tical analysis in the era of awakening· o{ Asia. 

In one of his articles in 1900, I.snin while examining 

the colonial policy of the European bourgeoisie, pointed out 

that the oppressed -would step up their resistance to this 

policy. Deeply influenced by India• s first war of independence 

of 1857-59 Lenin -wrote: 

''Every country in which capitalist industry develops 

rapidly ••• bas very soon to seek colonies, i.e., oountries in 

which industry is weakly developed, in ~hich a more or less 

-------------------------------
11. V.I. lenin, Colf.s;cted \~oJ:ks, Vol.18, Moscow, p.584. 
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patriarchal \tJay of life still prevails, and which can serve 

as a market for manufactured goods and a source of high profits. 

For the sake of the profit of a handful capitalists, the 

bourgeois governments have waged endless \tJars ••• and have 

driven tlle peoples in the colonies to desperate revolts or to 

deatb from starvation". 12 

In the year 1908 B .G. Tilak, one of the prominent 

revolutionary leaders of Indian National Movement (the man whom 

British feared most), was imprisoned to six years on the charge 

of publishing an article in his paper. The arrest of Tilak led 

to a general strike of the Bombay Textile \tJorke rs - the first 

political action of the Indian \tJOrking class. On Tilak's 

imprisonment Lenin vie1..-Jed: 

"But the popular India is beginning to stand up in 

defence of -writers and politica.l leaders. At the infrunous 

sentence pronounced by the Bri tisb jackals on the Indian demo-

crat Tilak - he was sentenced to a long term of exile - it 

evoked street demonstrations and a strike in ~ombay.u 1 3 

This was a conclusion of great theoretical and practical 

importance because Lenin said that India's \tJorking class, though 

sti 11 v.~eak, had begun to take first steps in tbe field of poli ti 

cal activity and thus \tJas ultimately destined to pla,r a leading 

role. 
---------------

12. Ibid., Vol.4, p.373. 

13. Ibid., Vol.15, pp.182-84. 
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V.I. Lenin has pointed out l-~ ..... during the first v.'orld 

\-Jar "Britain sought regiments from India to fight the Germans 

••• Thev "Were formed into shock units and hurled into mo~.._ 

dangerous sectors "Where they "Were mm4ed down like grass bv 

machine guns". 14 According to Lenin the Indian troops and 

resources in this -way, were used for colonising otr..er countries. 

It is important .to mention here tl'mt be fore the 1917 

Revolution, V.I. Lenin had started devoting his attention to 

the theoretical and practical problems of the colonies and 

semi-colonies and Indian leaders had begun to learn from the 

world wide experience of revolutionary rrovements, particularly 
\ 

of Russia. The Soviet scholars also' had intensified their 

efforts to understand India's history and cultural heritage. 

Thus unlike V-!est European countries, an interesting 

feature of Russian historiography has been that the countries 

of the East, including India have been an integral part of 

tbeir general history course. 

This reveals tbat interaction bet\IJeen India and Russia 

had many dimensions even before tbe Revolution of 1917. This 

in turn influenced the course of friendly ties bet"1een the t1t10 

countries after the Great October Revolution. 

The events of the First ~·orld War the e:xploi tation of 

the Indien people by British and the Revolution of 1917 unleashed 

-------
14. Ibid., Vol.30, p.390. 
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unprecedented mass movements for national freedom in the post

VJar period. Just as the awakening of 1905 was generated by 

tbe world situation at large, even more so was the birth of 

the mass movements in India which shook the foundations of the 

British rule in the ~rears succeeding 1917. 

India, one of the biggest countries of the colonial 

rule, especially drew Lenin's attention from the view point 

of the theoretical analysis of the era of awakening of Asia. 

It was in India.: where people faced much e:xploi tation, the 

British plundered India's national wealtb, in India the condi

tions were ripening for the outbreak of a mass movement against 

foreign rule. 

Seeing pathetic and miserable conditions of Indians 

V.I. Lenin wrote, "NO\oJbere in the world- with the exception, 

of course, of Russia - will you find such abject mass poverty, 

such chronic starvation among the people". 15 

In his notebooks on Imperialism, Lenin stated that 

Britain shifted industrialisation and emphasised that the 

British rule in India was dictatorial and autocratic and that 

India, with its population of nearly 300,ooo,ooo was being 

plundered and harassed by British Bureaucrats. 16 

------------------------------------
15. V.I. Lenin, "Inflammable Material in World Politics", 

Collecte~rks, Vol.15, pp.183-84. 

16. V.I. Lenini "Conference of the British Social-Democratic 
Party", Co lected Works, Vol.~7, p.175. 
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Lenin vehementlv opposed British imperialis:n a rule 

over India. ''l'he chief danger of tbe sepoy uprising (1857)", 

Lenin wrote, "lay in tbe native armv going over to tbe insur

gents". 17 

The Bolshevik Revolution in Russia gave a fresh 

impetus to the anti-imperialist movement in the colonial 

countries of the East. Lenin said tbet 11¥Ieak as they may be, 

and invincible as mav seem the power of the European oppressors 

"Who in the struggle employ all the marvels of technology and 

military art, nevertheless, a revolutionary YJar YJaged by 

oppressed peoples, if it really succeeds in arousing the 

millions of -working and e:xploi ted people, harbours such 

potentialities, such mira.cles, that the emancipation of the 

peoples of the East is no"W quite practicable." 18 

Lenin was convinced that if the Revolution of 1905-

1907 helped aYJaken Asia, the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 

stirred the peoples of the colonial and dependent countries to 

a resolute action for their independence. 

Lenin "Was very much shocked after hearing the 

Jalliany.;ala Bagh massacre in 1919. On July 5, 1921, address

ing ttJe Third Congress of the Communist International, Lenin's 

comment on this incident "Was: 

16. V.L. Lenin, "Conference of the British Social-Democratic 
Partv", .Qollected Works, Vol.17, p-175. 

17. V .I.Lenin, "Notebooks on Imperialism", Coll~ted Works , 
Vol.39, p.498. 

18. V .. I.Lenin, "Address to the Second All-Russia Congress of 
Communist Organisations of the Peo.Ples of the East," 
Collected Works. Vol.JO. pp .153-154. 
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"British India is at the head of these countries, and 

there revolution is maturing in proportion, on the one hand, 

to the gro-wth of the industrial and railv.·ay proletariat and, 

on the other, to the increase in the brutal terrorism of the 

British, wllo with ever greater frequencv· resort to massacres 

(Amritsar) public floggi~gs, etc:. n 19 

Lenin maintained an objective and consistent approach 

to national liberation movements. The question of leadership 

in the national liberation movement began to draw attention 

from the Soviet leadership since the second Congress of 

Comintem held in 1920. For in stance, Lenin differed ¥.1. th 

H.N .. Roy on the role of Gandhi in the Indian National Movement. 

According to Roy, Lenin believed that Gandhi as the inspirer 

and the leader of the anti imperialist movement objecti vel:v, 

-was play"ing a revolutiona.ry role. In response Rov said that 

Indian Nationalism of the "Gandhi School'' being anti-imperialist 

nonetheless -was not objecti velv revolutionary in so fa.r as it 

denied the inevitabilitv of Capitalist Movement. 20 

Further, from the corrections Lenin made in the Roy's 

supplementary thesis on the national and colonial questions, 

it is revealed th2t Lenin paid importance to bourgeois demo

cratic leadership. Lenin said: "the revolutionar:'l;r movement 

19. V.I.Lenin, "Third Congress of the Communist International", 
Collected vJork2_, Vol.J3, p .455. 

20. A. Reznikov, I_he Corrun!Q~~!l1-.~2t! the R~§.i (MoscoVJ, 1978), 
p .20. 
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in the colonies is essentiallv an economic struggle. The 

bourgeois-uemocratic national movement is limited to the 

small inter:nedia te structures which does not reflect popular 

aspirations. v.'ithout active popular support the national 

emancipation of the colonies will never be attained. But in 

many countries, especiallv India, the masses do not follow 

bourgeois nationalist leaders. u 21 

After the second world war the Soviet leadership was 

sceptical about the role of leaders of the ne"Wly · independent 

countries, later, as the developing countries began organis

ing tr1emselve s under the Non-aligned Movement and their role 

"Was felt in international politics, the Soviet leadership 

began to sho-w interest in their leaders. Some important 

leaders of the Non-.Aligned Hovement during the fifties like 

Nehru, Naseer Sukerno were especially marked by the Soviet 

Union. 

In the 20th Congress of the Comnuni st Party of the 

Soviet Union, an old Conrninte rn hand, Otto Kus sinnen, 

expressed satisfaction that Khrushchev and Bulganin acknow

ledged the prominent role plaved in the historv of the Indian 

people b~r Gandhi during their tour to India.. He expressed, 

''By so doL"lg comrades Khrushchev and Bulganin actually took 

the initiative in correcting these sectarian errors which 

have been found reflection in recent years in some of the 

21. Ibid., p.62. 
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statements made by Soviet orientalists and in publication of 

t!le Cornnmnist International sole lv on the basis of criticism 

of Gandhi's philosophical views, as is known, are at great 

variance -with the views of Marxism and leninism. Some of our 

publications were so one-sided that they totallv denied that 

d • j • t • l . h • to II 22 Gan h~ plave a po s~ ~ve ro e ln ~s ry • 

In the same ~ .. a~r, recalling the evaluation of t.."le role 

of the nati.onal bourgeoisie of the colonial and se1ni-colonial 

countries by the 3ixth Commintern Congress, Otto Kussinnen 

declared: ''This evaluation bad a tinge of sectarianism even 

-when these theses VIer~ w rked out under the changed conditions 

of the present dav and no,.; th:"Jt the prestige of the Soviet 

Union has greatlv increased this evaluation does not at all 

reflect the real situation". 23 

Admitting the role played by Gandhi in politicising 

broad masses in a backward countrv, R.ostislav U lvana.skv opines 

"the most dangerous illusion in Afro-Asian societies is that 

the conciousness of an ordinary worker or any down trodden 

person is a black sheet on vJhich the revolutionary propagan

dist can put anv idea he likes... To draY~ him into the 

struggles for radical social transformations, he must be put 

in a· situation of dnilv struggle for aims and ideals be alreadv 

23. Zafar Imarn7 IdeolQ.gy anc;!_Reali ty in Soviet.J:_Q;bi cv in A.§.~ 
(Kalvani, 1973;:-p.11IT: 

24. Ibid., pp. 138-39. 
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understands. This, incidentallv, is something to be learned 

from Gandhi who bad- a deep understanding of ideals that were 

accessible and understandable to the common people 11 •
24 

Writing about the Gandhi an concepts like Sarvodava, 

sat,ragraha etc., U lvand.Skv wrote that despite its alreadv 

utopian character "it (Gandhian) inspired broad section of the 

rural and uroan population with the belief that the struggle 

for independence from British rule was of vital importance, 

for it was at the same time a struggle for social justice, 

for a ne'W sociebr based on principles which they longed to see 

realized. 1125 

_Early Soviet declarations such as the Decree of Peace 

and Land (Nov ember 8, 1917), the Leninist Declaration of the 

Rights of the peoples of Li.uss ia (November 16, 1917), the 

Appeal of the Soviet Council of Ministers to All Muslim Toilers 

of Russia and the East (November 20, 1917) and a series of 

other acts and measures had all proclaimed the Leninist : 

principles and made a great i:npact upon freedom fighters in 

India and elsewhere. Both the national leadership and the 

common people in India could now see for themselves, in the 

light of actual deeds of the new Leninist government in regard 

24. R .Ul vanovskv ,__ Pre sent Dav Problems in Asia_§I1d Africa 
(MoscoVJ, 198u), p.103]. 

2 5. Ibid.' p. 16 5 . 
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to Iran, Afghanistan, Turkev, China etc., that the revolution 

led to a complete break of ne"W Russia from the imperialist 

traditions of the Tsarist regime. In all these neighbouring 

countries the new Soviet government had vol1.mtarilv given up 

all the extra-territorial rights and concessions extorted in 

the past bv the T sarist regime. 

Further in the appeal of Toilers of Russia and the 

East, a direct call "Was made upon 'Persians, Turks, Arabs and 

Hindus to lose no time in thro"Wing off the yoke of tbP.t_.-: 

oppressors and making themselves the mastP:o::-;:; r·:· -cneir own 

lands. The appeal contained a -0~inted reference to the rising 

side of nationalism ir ::-.-::~.:..d and bailed the Indian people's 

struggle for freedom i."'1 these "Words: "Even far off India, tha.t 

1?.,...._:: '·'~::;_en bas been oppressed by the enlightened European 

robbers for so many centuries, bas raised the standard_·of 

revolt, organising its councils of deputies, throwing the 

bated voke of slavery from its shoulders, and summoning the 

people of the East to the struggle and to the freedom. Such 

declarations convinced the Indian people and leaders that 

they had now got in the form of the new Soviet state a po"Wer

ful allv in their fight against British imperialism and could 

count on it every stage till final victory. 

Although British in India did everything thev c~ld to 

prevent the declarations from being "Widelv known and to pre sent 

a distorted picture of the Russian Revolution to the Indian 
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public, their efforts did not meet with much success. 

V.I. Lenin, leader of the victorious Revolution and 

founder of the first Socialist state in the world, who had 

folLowed with keen interest all developma~ts in India· ever 

since 19 oo, con side red India as "the citadel of the Re volu

tion of the orient", and India's struggle for freedom as "a 

major link in the anti-Colonial and anti-imperialist struggle 

of the oppressed masses of the East". 

lenin viewed manifestations of religious unitv in the 

campaigns of mass civil disooedience ·led bv 1-'iahatma Gandhi 

as a precedent and a sign of the 'Working people 1 s uni tv not 

onlv in India but in all the countries of the East. Lenin 

\-Jrote: "The organisation and discipline of the working 

people and their preservance and solidarity with the working 

people of t'ne world are an earnest of ultimate success. We 

welcome the close alliance of Muslim and non-Huslim elgnents. 

~~e sincerely want to see this alliance extended to all the 

toilers of the East. Onl~ when the Indian, Chinese, Korean, 

Japanese, Persian, and Turkish vJorkers and peasants join 

hands and march together in the common C8use of liberation -

onlv then will decisive victory over the exploiters be 
2.( 

ensured." 0 

------
26. V.I. lenin, "To the Indian Hevolu tionarv Association'', 

Collected Works~ Vol.31, p.138. 
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Lenin, even in hiS death bed, turned ni S attention 

again for the last time to India in his famous article 

''Better :Fewer, But Better", which was published in the Pravada 

of March 4, 1923. He YJrote: "In the last analysis,· the out-

f)" /- .~ome >~ill be determi..-oed bv the fact that Russia, India, China 

r. J etc.' account for t:rJe overvJhe lrning majority of the population 
,~., tl /'6} 
-~~., .. ~'of tbe globe. And during the past few years it is this 

majoritv tlmt has been drmm into the struggle for emancipA.tion 

with e:xtra-ordinarv rapidity' so that in this respect theY.e 

1-J') cannot be slightest doubt what the final outcome of the w rld 
r-
J' struggle will be. In thiS sense, the complete victol"'.r of 

61 socialism is fully and absolu tel"~ assured. n 27 

::r::: 
\-- From tbe above discussion it can easily be seen that 

the role and function of the leaders in the national iiberation 

movements is considered by the Soviets as crucial. These are 

viewed as interlinked and dependent v.Jith the very nature and 

socio-economic structure of the national liberation m:>vefr:ent. 

The leaders are seen not above and out of national liberation 

movements, but arising from it. They are deeplv influenced 

by the ver't nature of national liberation movements and vet 

the:-.r set the pace of its development,· progressive or other-

wise. 

27. Prayada, March 4, 1923 (Moscow), p.2. 
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Soviet Influence on Indira Gandhi - --
The year of Indira's birth was historic one. The 

world was in the middle of a cataclysmic war. Jawaharlal 

Nehru recalled on her thirteenth birth day in his letter to 

her from the Naini prison, tbat it was one of the memorable 

vears of historv when a great leader with a heart full of 

love and s·1rmpathy for the poor and the suffering made his 

people write a noble and ne-wer-to-be forgotten chapter of 

history. In the v er'T month that vou 'Were; born, Lenin started 

the great Revolution which has changed the face of Russia and 

Siberia". 

Independent India's first Prime Hinister, tr~ great 

humanist Ja-waharlal Nehru v1as largebr responsible for shaping 

the world outlook for his daughter. It \\'aS not a Harxist, 

Leninist, but in his O'WD \-lOrds l1is studying of the v;orks of 

Harx and Lenin made a tremendous irrrpact on his intellect and 

helped him to see t::ne conternpor&rv world in a new light. 

Nehru linked the realization cf his lofty phi la.n thropic ideals 

with tbe struggle for social and political liberation of the 

individual and tbe people v;itb tbe development of the national 

liberation movement. Nehru soug!1t to teach his daughter Indira 

Gandhi to see tte vJorld in the same vmy. 

Indira Gandhi greatlv resembled his fa~her Ja-waharlal. 

Nehru. Like Nebru who had been deeplv respected by the people, 
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she compared her thoughts ~ith the ideas of the great October 

Socialist Revolution in Russia. Indira was born on November 

19, 1917, just a few days follol-Jing the revolution in Russia, 

and Indira used to call herself a contemporary of the Great 

October. The Soviet people kne~ and loved Mrs.Indira Gandhi. 

Indira Gandhi visited Russia for the first time in 1953. For 

Soviet people Indira personified the image of a great friendly 

country, of a new India, young and vigorous but also sagacious 

and self-confident, kind hearted and sincere with her friends, 

as also unflinching and irrconciliable to evil, violence, 

national and racial oppression. 28 

Indira Gandhi was a consistent votary of Indo-Soviet 

friend ship and cooperation. Indira opined about Russia: ''But 

from the very beginning, the Soviet Union's understanding and 

sympathy for the struggle of colonial and newly free nations 

was evident. There has been a similarity of outlook between 

our two countries regarding such questions and other inter

related issues, and the area of mutual understanding has 

steadily enlarged. This association was consecrated in the 

Treaty. We concluded in 1971, providing a comprehensive 

framework for our relationship". 29 

The impact of Soviet Indian co-operation bas long 

transcended the bilateral framework. Active international 

cooperation of the USSR and India in averting the threat of 
------------------------------28. v .M.Rykov, "Indira Gandhi: Champion of Peace, Social 

Progress and National Liberation Struggle", .§Q.viet Review, 
(New Deli:li), No.47, 1984, p.4. 

29 • Ibid • , p • 5 • 
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"War, promoting universal peace, protecting the political and 

economic. interests of the ne,,_;b- free countries against the 

imperialist encroachments has· ueen "Wielding a major influence 

on internal politics. Indira Gandhi said, "The USSR and India 

blazed the trail for a solidarity front of socialist and non

aligned countrj.es, which opposes the imperialists and frustrates 

their designs against peace, freedom and independence of peoples. 

The USSR is a friend of non-alignment which "Welcomes its role in 

safeguarding peace". 30 

Jawaharlal Nehru most of the time drevJ attention of his 

daughter, Indira Gandhi towards H.ussia. It was the impact of 

her father Nehru tbat Indira took keen interest in Russia and 

her people and Hu ssian culture. But Nehru used to be verv 

analvtiGal in his letters. Jaw· harlal Nehru re:narkablv observed 

in the course or a letter to his daughter "the imperialist 

po\-iers, like England,we're often put in false position by the 

generosit:'--r of Soviet Russia, and the eastern countries made 

comparisons, "Which "Were not to the advantage of England and 

otbe r pm>Jers 11
•
31 

From U.;e above discussion it becomes verv clear that 

Indira was highlv inspired bv Russia since her childhood. 

October Revolution shaped her ideas. While making foreign 

30. Ibid., p.6. 

31. J .L. Nehru, Gli!!!£ses of V.orld Historv, Bombav, 1962 
2nd edition, p.681. 
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policy of India, Indira got inspiration from Russian theorv 

of peaceful co-existence. She understood that only through 

socialism povertv of India could be controlled but her 

socialism concept differed from Russian socialism. Though 

Indira did not adopt complete theory of Soviet socialism vet 

she borro""ed larger portion from Russia. 
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SOVIET CRITI~.;;UE OF ~1RS. INDIRA GANDHI 1 S 

DOHESTIC POLIC:': 
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lv'J.Uch of the acclaim YJhich India commands today could 

be attributed to the fact thr,.t this country is the second 

most populous nation on the earth. Besides, the compulsions 

of geo-political realities are sucrl that India cannot be 

ignored. But all the 'clan and shine that the countrv has 

acquired abroad is to be YJhollv and safely attributed to one 

single largest factor - the humbleness and sense of self

confidence witb which Indira Gandhi had directed nation, 

according to Inter.natl.onal _Affa;Lr.~, MoscoYJ Magazine. There 

is a sea-change bet'Ween wbere the nation in Januar~.r 1966 

,iben Indira Gcndhi first assumed office as the prime minister 

and October 1984 YJhen her second tenure had been abruptly cut 

short by the assassin's bullets. 

Indira Gandhi had vJom the mantle of leadership in 

India at a time vJhen nation was passing through a tempest. 

With a big challenge from the conservative leader ship of 

elders in the Congress partv, YJbich she inherited as a legac~.r 

of the post Jawab<irlal Nehru era, Hrs. Gandhi bad to gear up 

on a varietv of fronts. 

Mrs.Indira Gandhi's illuminating leadership in the 

sixties, both on the national and international plane, has to 

be viewed in a broader perspective. Indira Gandhi once said 

that even though the YJorld is moving towards the 21st centurv, 

the thinting in man~:r parts of tte world smacks. of an impres

sion as if YJe are gr<['ping for light and a-wakening in the 

1 9th cen turv. 
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Now before discussing Indira Gandhi's domestic poliCy" 

we would like to focus on two aspects (i) internal crisis 

which In:.li:ra .raced several times during her terms as prire 

minister of India; and (ii) her social and economic policies. 

During Mrs. Indira Gandhi 1 s about 15 vears rule, India 

faced serious internal crisis but Indira Gandhi solved the 

problems tactfullv and intelligentlv. India continued to 

receive Soviet goodv.Jill eva'Yl in the wake of serious political 

.instabilit".' in the country which was caused by a split in the 

rank and file of the Indian National Congress (INC) toVJards 

the end of 1969. The polarization of the political forces in 

India had enveloped her into unprecedented turmoil. The 

Soviets could not remain unconcerned. They carne out to bail 

the various progressive measures taken by the government of 

India and commended the victorv of V. V .Giri in the presidential 

election as a great triumph of democratic forces in the cou~try. 1 

Leading articles in E.ravda and Izvestia app() sed the Soviet 

people of the various socio-economic changes, brought about bv 

the government of India, and expressed their deep friendlv 

concern over the extremelv complex political situation in the 

·countrv. 2 

. -------------------·-·----·-----
1. li~_Ti~~' No.30, 25 July 1969, pp.3-4. 

2. E~d<!,, 14 Nove:nber 1969. 
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The Soviet press ar'ld media remained fullv alive to the 

serious political situation in India. Ne-w Times blamed the 

syndicate leaders for joining hands with the Jana Sangh, 

S-watantra and other right -wing e lernents. 3 S .K. P a til, Atulva 

Ghosh and l1orarji Desai were criticized for tl1eir "right wing 

views and close links with big business". 4 While referring to 

Bombay and Ahmedabad sessions of the divided Congress, Ne-w 

ill~§ correspondent, A.Iverov observed that even the Congres•: 

sites, VJho had rallied round Indira Gandhi VJere "not a. 

homogenous mass either ideologically or politicallv. There 

-were a fev.1 reactionary elements among them who would trv to 

prevent the government from carrying out progressive measures 11 .5 

ThiS ;Journal criticized supreme court• s judgement regarding 

bank nationalization and noted that "the court's stand aroused 

the indignation of the deuocratic forces". 6 Several special 

articles were published in this -weekly, which referred in 

detail to the acute political situation in India and lauded 

3. Izv~tia, 14 November 1969; Pr~da, 26 Januarv, 1970; 
An article by A.Usvatov, "Split in the Ruling Partv", 
in Ne-w_tj,_mq._.§, No.46, 19 November 1969. 

4. An article b~r P .Kutsobin, "The Indian Confrontation", in 
Ne~~~' No.47, 26 November 1969, p.7. 

5. New T!_mes, No.2, 13 Janua.rv 1970, p.23. 

6. Ibid., No.8, 24 Februarv 1970, p.15. 
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some of the progressive measures taken by Indira Gandhi's 

government. 7 

Leading dailies of the uSSR.. representing the views of 

the government and the CPSU expressed fr.iendly concern on the 

comple:x political situation in India caused bv the consolida

tion of rigbt-'Wing political forces in the countrv towards 

the end of t11e 'rear 1969. Izvestia "Wrote about the "rightist 

manoeuvre 11 behind the removal of the president of the Indian 

National Congrc ss from the office of the part,r. 8 \.Jhile 

VJri_ting on the eve of tr1e .8th birtn anniversary of JaVJaharlal 

Nehru, Priii~da correspondent, V.Mayevsky paid tributes to Nehru, 

lauded his achieve:ne'nts and observed: "Right 'Wing parties like 

the J ana Sangh, SVJa tantra a.'1d rightist forces in the Indian 

National Congress have stepped up their attacks on the domestic 

and forei.gn pol ic ic s of the countr v, depending on support from 

monopobr capital within a.'1d outside India.9 Havevskv made 

frontal attack on the opponents of Indira Gandhi's government. 

Izvestia co:n:nentator V.Kydryavstsev VJrote an article entitled 

"A B lo'W to the Plans of Reaction in India" in "Which he blamed 

imperialist circles rightist elements like the Jana Sangh, 

7. (a) .An arti~~e bv Kutsobin,4 ."India: NeVJ Phase of the S.truggle 
in ~w ..... n!!!es, No.11, 11 11arch 1970 p.8. 

(b) Jm artl.cle b v Kalvagin' 11011 the Indian Political Scene II 

in New_tim~, No.3, 1 September 1970, p.9. 

8. Izv~stia, 1.3 October 1969. 
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SVJatantra and Conservatives in the Indian National Congress for 

creating recent troubles in the country, VJhile paving tributes 

to Prime Hinister Indira Gandhi, Kydrvavstsev observed: "India's 

progressive forces can continue to relv on support from all 

progressive circles in the world". 10 Pravda also came out in 

defence of the progressive measures of Indira Gandhi's govern

ment and laid stress on "the unity of all leftist, de-nocre.tic 

d · f 11 ;n I d · 11 I t · ti d t an progress~ve orces .... n ~a. 2Y~*.§!.. con nue o 

VJrite on the deteriorating political situ~tion in India in 

several issues. 12 

Throughout the vear 19'70, E.z:avda and l!.Y~stia gave VJide 

coverage to the grave political crisis in India, "Wrote e:xtensi

vebr on tre activities of the rightist parties in the countrv 

and lauded the progressive steps, which were taken bv the 

government of Indira Gandhi. 13 Both the neVJspapers appreciated 

the abolition of the privy purses of the Indian princes. 

Pr~vd§!.. considered it as "an important step in the further 

democratization of the Indian societv", 14 and observed that this 

step put "an end to feudal anachronism" in the countrv. 15 

Izvestia called rt a defeat of princelv lobby. 16 

10. _Izv~stia, 15 November 1969. 

11. Pr~vda, 24 November 1969. 

12. Izvestia, 23 December 1969. 

13. ~ravda, 6 August 1970; J~vesti~, 2 August 1970. 

14. P rayda, 6 September 1970. 

15. Ibid., 9 September, 1970. 

16. illgstia, 6 September 1970. 
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~oviet_Qoncern Over Emergen£Y_E£2Qlem 

The second ma.jor internal problem Indira Gandhi faced 

during 1974-75. In the :vear 1974 when the political situation 

in India started deteriorating as· a result of the combined 

onslaugl1t of the rightwing forces, the Soviet media increasingly 

focused attention on the subject, -when reporting about India. 

Pravda and I~~.§ti.§: criticised the rigbt\.;ing political parties 

for their activities in the states of Gujarat, U .P. and Bihar 

These dailies blamed the politicians for "fermenting unrest 

among students and inciting communal feuds". 17 Later, in the 

YJake of the Allahabad High Col.lrt' s judgement in the election 

case of Prime lvlinister Indira Gandhi, Prayda wrote that the 

judgement would onlv safeguard the interests of the right-wing 

political parties. 18 Reporting from Delhi, Tass referred to 

CPI' s support to Mrs.Indira Gandhi's decisions not to quit the 

Prime Minister's post and file a petition in the supreme court. 

It blamed tbe right wing political parties for "creating chaos 

in the countrv by subverting the progressive measures of the 

government 11
• 

19 It also referred in detail to the various 

meetings and demonstrations held in Delhi in support of 

Mrs. Indira Gandhi. 20 

----------------------
17. Pravd~ and Izyestia, 4 Apring and 13 June 1974, respectivelv. 

18. Pravda, 13 June 1975. 

19. Ibid., 17 June 1975. 

20. Ibid., 21 June 1975. 
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Pravda covered the news of the promulgation of internal 

emergency in India on 27 June. It attributed this sib.lation 

to "the threat of internal distllrbances caused bv the Indian 

reactionary circles", desc!.·ibed tl)e history of Raj Narain' s 

election petition, and referred to tbe killing of Lalit Narain 

Nishra (union Hailv.,av Minister) and attempt on the life of 

A. RaY (Chief Ju 5tice of India). It expressed its apprehension 

that "the threat -would have ended the progre~;sive transforma-

tions in the country". "The steps taken by the President and 

the government are aimed at tbe protection of the progressive 

21 gains," Pravda observed. ~uoting at length from the state-

ment of the CP I Central S-ecretar]. at in support of emergencv, 

~y£.g, gave out the details regarding the arrest of Java 

Prakash Nar2van and other prominent leaders of tbe opposition 

parties. Referring then to tbe expulsion of Hoban Dha.ria, ex

minister, Chandra Shekhar, member of the Congress Working 

Committee and Ram Dhan, Parliamentar~.r Secretary of the Indian 

National Congress, it observed that everything in the country 

was "normal". 22 "Measures that have been taken in the countr,r 

since tbe promulgation of Ernergencv, are ,rielding positive 

results. 1123 Radio Hosco-w offered similar comments and alleged 
, _____________ _ 

21. r_!1J..Yda, 27 July 1975. 

22. Ibid., 28 June 1975· 

23 • Ibid. ' 2 J-Lll \~ 197 5. 
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thc;t "while tr~:ring to discredit the socio-economic reforms 

carried out by Indira G8ndhi's government ••• the most shame-

less forces of Indian reaction and tbe Ivlaoists are working 

in a united front VJith imper).alist forces for the protection 

of the reactionarv circles. 11 Beginning VJi th 1973, the leaders 

of the reactionary parties tried to introduce in India the 

ill- framed pattern of Chilean Junta,,. it added, ch.arging Jaya 

Prakash Narayan VJi th "demagoggy". N e'W Times ob served that, 

"Mao"'Tse-Tung provided Naravan 1 s inspiration. of his total 

revolution, VJho -was supported b~r Fasctst Rashtriya S-wava.m 

Se"Wak Sangh and Anand i"larg Organizations". "Naravan even 

urged the armv not to carr~, out the decisions and orders of 

the Centrnl Government", it alleged and added that the 

Allahabad High Court 1 s deci si.on vias just to serve "as a signal 

for a coup d'et at". 24 

The Soviet press reacted sharply to the adverse comments 

in the \\estern and Chinese media on emergenc~r in India. In an 

article entitled "Anti-Indira Campaign", Pravda commentator 

V.Sburvgin, alleged that the irJestern press and the People's 

Dailv -were not giving 11objecti.ve analvsis" of the Indian situa

tion in clear support of the rlght 'Wing opposition in the 

countr.,. 25 kl· article in ·Izyg_stia noted that "the Western and 

--------------------------------
24. New Times, No.27, July 1975, pp.10-12. 

25. Pravda, 4 July 1975. 
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Chinese apologists of Indian reaction were expressing regrets 

because tbe international forces of reaction, courted bv 

Peking, had a hand in tbe conspiracy. "26 li~.!LI!mes blamed 

. the leading \<~estern and Chinese dailies for supporting Ja,ra. 

p rakasb Narayan. 27 Criticising the People 1 s Daily and Ne'W 

China Ne\-ls Agency (Hsinhua) bulletin on· the Indian situation, 

Radio l'<losco,.; beamed a special feature on~1the promulgation of 

emergency in India on 30 June. It assailed the Indian "agents 

of Peking, viho got both arms and finance" from China and 

referred to Prime Minister Hrs.Gandhi as saving that the 

f i I d . tt. f . 28 "reactionary or ces n n l.a were ge l.ng orel.gn support''. 

Pravda "Welcomed the ban on twenty six "Fascist-oriented 

para military and left wing extremist groups". 29 If offered 

similar comment on tbe imposition of press censorship.30 

Radio Moscow \\lelcomed the ty,;entv point econom~c programmes 

announced b,r the government.3 1 N~w Times brought out a number 

of cover stories on the expression of "people 1 s "Will", 

"fruitful results of emergency", "changes in the Indian countrv

side, 11 "ti.me of reform" and "stabilization in India".32 In a 

26. Izvestia, 4 Julv 1975. 

27. Ne'W Times, No.28 1 Julv 1975, pp.12-13. An article bv 
D.Volskv entitled "In .Hvprocrac.,r". 

28. Summary o i' world 1:3 road casts, BBC, London, Part I, 2 Jul v 
1975· 

29· Pravda, 7 July 1975. 

30. Ibid., 16 July 1975· 

31. Summar,r, of it~orld Broadcast ••• , n.28, 19 July 1975. 

32. N e\~ Times, Nos .29,31 ,32 and 33 of July, August 1975· 
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commentary the Tass ob'served th2t in a sl10rt per.iod of time, 

India's image had altered due to favourable changes brought 

about by the twenty-point programme of .Hrs.Indira Gandhi.33 

Pr~Q.~ also appreciated the "anti--feudal direction" of tl1is 

progra11me and noted the increasing cooperation between the 

Indian National Congress and the CPI. 34 l~y§st_i~ welcomed 

the Supreme Court's decision in favour of lVlrs.Indira Gandhi.35 

The report presented at the 25th Congress of the CPSU, 

held in February 1976, referred to the "recent campaign by the 

rightist circles against the government of Indira Gandhi". 

It wished the people and government of India complete success 

in their struggle and observed that the "Soviet people felt 

solidarity v1itl'1 India's peace loving foreign policy and the 

courageous str:.1ggle of that country's progressive forces to 

solve their different social and economic problems ... 36 

In an article entitled "India's stride 11 , Pravda 

commentator A.Rosleyev observed that "the declaration of state 

emergency on 26 June 1975 and the subsequent measure of the 

Indian government made it possi"ole to repulse one of the 

fiercest onslaughts of the combined forces of the reaction 

-----·----------------
33. ill~~tia, 14 August 1975. 

34. E~vda, 6 September, 1975. 

35. l~y§§tia, 23 Nove~ber, 1975. 

36. Pravda, 24_l<'ebruary 1976. 
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in the history of independent India. "Supported by imperia

lism, these forces toiled hard to overthrow the government of 

Indira Gandhi, terminate policy of social and economic reform 
. 

and thereby change India's independent course of foreign policy." 

The author then referred to the ban on strikes, "an important 

means of workers' struggle for their rights", and added that as 

a consequence of the "stoppage of bonus" and "free zing of wage

increments to offset inflation", the living standard of the 

Indian 'WOrking people had been adversely affected .37 New 

Time~ observed that the rightist forces had started "gaining 

strength in the rural areas and some Congressmen were against 

cooperation with the CPI". It suggested "vigilance, reliance 

upon the broad masses and cooperation with all the national 

and patriotic forces "• 38 

U_SSR expressed its support to Indira Gandhi's government 

and its e.'nergency measures. E.ravda lauded the ever gro\Ving 

Indo-Soviet relations and referred in detail to the apprecia

tion of India's role as roontioned in the report of the 

Central Committee of the C?S\J •39 1zvestia observed, "much has 

been achieved in the last 19 months ••• The state has dealt 

a blow to b~ack-rnarketeers and smugglers. It has managed to 

-----------------------------
37. Pr~vda, 6 June 1976. 

38. Ne~_Ti~s, No.30, July 1976, p.24. 

39. P r.§:vda, 1 November 1976. 
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to stabilize the process of necessary co:Jitnodities ••• There 

have also been successes in carrying out the agrarian reforms.40 

Towards the last phase of ~mergency, tl,ew Times wrote 

in some details about "certain disagreement" that had arisen 

between the Indian National Congress and the Cpi. It observed, 

"the attacks on the CP I are opposed by all those who regard 

the unity and cohesion of the democratic and progressive 

forces as an earnest of success in the struggle for socio

economic reforms... disunity vJould be fatal in the face of tl1e 

intrigues of the internal and e:xternal reactionary forces, the 

real enemy of India's economic and social progress", it added •41 

.I~y_g,§.tia criticised the ''nonopoly press" for attacks on the 

CPI and observed, "millions of Indians lmov1 perfectly well that 

the Com:mmist Party has always moved in the vanguard of fighters 

for the Country's independence an:J for the interests of all 

working people". 42 Referring to "attack of rightist forces on 

the progressive measures 11 of Prime lvlinister Indira Gandhi in 

recent past, J~stia lauded several steps of the government 

such as stabilization of the economy, check on inflation, 

control on agrarian reforms and maintenance of food-stock". 43 

40. Izvestia, 5 February 197'?. 

41. New Times, No.4, January 197'7, p.7. 

42 I'7 o t'a 5 February, 19'17~ • __:;:~--1.-' 

43. Ibid., 13 Harch 197'1· 
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News regarding holding of general elections in InJia 

and the formation of the Ja.nata Party elicited diverse 

elements in tbe Soviet Press. Pravda noted that the announce-

ment of elections YJas aimed at restoring the political processes 

'Which were slo,o,~ed do-vm during Emergency and t:bat the government 

YJas no-w rela.:xing some of tbe earlier regulations to allow legiti

mate political activity of tbe recognized political pa.rties. 41.~ 

New Times reff~rred to tr1e formation of the Janata Party 'Which, 

it alleged, was supported by reactionary Jaya Prakash Narayan~4 5 

Referring to the J a nata Party, Izvestia hoted, "tbe reaction a-

ries are trying to consolj_date tbeir ranks as ttle elections 

approc.ch. ~ e tbe leaders of the Janata Party are driven togetber 

only by their desire to ren.ove Indira Gandhi's government from 

power at any cc~st. 11 It alleged tbat "tbe rightist forces hoped 

to divide the pat r1oti~ and d er!10 era tic forces and c !'E':ate 

confJ.icts betvJeen tte Indian ~~atic·nal Congress and tbe CPI. "46 

Later it observed, 11 tbe Janata l'arty J..a.cl'.S a common positive 

prograntr:e tbat can arouse t!Je broad masses of voters". Iz:ig~ti~ 

noted in a commentary: "• •• a number of rightists parties, 

having di1Terent sorts of reactionary viewpoints, have united 

into a pre-e]J~ct:ion blod~ under tlJe name of Janata Party, in the 

interEst of bie; capitalists and landlords. u 48 It again assailed 

44. Pr<wda, 19 January 1977. 

45. Ne!i Time~, No.6, February 1977, p.21. 

46. Izve ~:;ti.a, 5 February 1977. 

47. Ibid., 1 March 1977. 

48. Ibic' .• , 13 l1arch 1977• 
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the J- anata Party as a congloiile ration of tlle supporters of 

49 Rajas and }eudal lords. 

!:.s a matter ol' fact, 1977 election v;as \o:aterloo for 

11rs.Indira Gandhi. Tru_ly it 'vJ<-1.s~acid test for her political 

career. The poli tice~l scenario in India presented a some'vJhat 

complex spectacle, because tbe Janata Party which had under

gone recurring cri ticisrns by the Soviets almost until the day 

of elections, had come to form the government after recording 

the grand success at tbe polls. Tbe manifesto of the Janata 

Party was "corn.>Iiitted to genuine non-alignment free from attach-

ment to any pov.~er bloc. 11 It -was largely understood from this 

that close relations -with the Soviet Union would not entertained, 

if the Janu.ta Party will come to po-wer. 

The Harch 1977 election resulted in the victory of the 

Janata Party and a crushing defeat of the Indian National 

Congress v;ith its all notable leaders losing. From the Sov1et 

perspective sucr1 results were unexpected. HoVJever, keeping 

strictly to the norms dictated by more tban two decades of 

close friendly relations between tbe tvJO countries, the Soviet 

media refrained from any such expression of views which could 

be misunderstood. The governments of boUJ the Soviet Union 

and India moved cautiously. 

49. Ibid., 15 Harch 1977. 
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On 22 l-1arcl1 1977, ]3.adio Mosco\\', announced in its dome-

stic service in Russian tbat the Indian National Congress, 

which had been in power continuously since independence, 

suffered "palpable losses". It ascribed Mrs.Gandhi's defeat 

to the ":5isunity of the democrc..tic and patriotic forces".50 

In its English Language brcadca.st beamed for countries in 

South and _South-East Asia, Radio f.1oscow observed that the loss 

in the electlons YJas 11due to mistakes, excesses in applying 

measures that stemmed from the la.YJs adopted after Erne rgency 

in 1975."51 Referring to the Tass report in Russian, Radio 

MoS.£Q.!t analysed the reasons of the debacle of the Congress 

and ascribed it to tbe family planning programmes of the 

government and activities of the youth Congress.. It observed 

that "time YJill show hO\-i tbe new leadership of the Lok Sabha 

will respond to the mood and needs of the Indian masses and 

to the development of India". "A change may occur in the 

political life of the country", it added. 52 

Return of Indira Gandhi(1980l 

\~i th tbe return of Indira Congress to power in New Delhi 

early· in January 1980, t.he political scenario of the country 

--------------------
50. S.ummary of \~orld Broadcast ••• , n.28, second series, 

23 March 1977. 

51. Ibid. 

52. Ibid., 26 March 1977• 
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underwent a radical chcnge .. Pr§:vda which had cautiously 

reported on trw conduct of elections in India, informed its 

readers about the election results on 10 January. Referring 

-to the multi-faceted economy of India and her unique socio

economic structure, the 6oviet daily ascribed the reason of 

Janata' s defeat to its inner conflict and the fact that it 

did not fu.lfil the hopes of the Indian peoples.53 Further, 

it expressed the hope that "the new balance of forces in 

Parliament and throughout tbe country as a whole will create 

favourable conditions for tLe res to ration of political stabi

li tyn.54 

In response to Soviet greetings on her grand victory 

in tbe elections, Prjrne Hinister Indira Gandhi expressed' her 

keen desire for having closer ties with the Soviets.55 

Pravda prominently referred to Indira Gandhi's statement in 

N e\-J Delhi portra:ying tbe Soviet Union as India's trusted friend 

'Who supported her on many important international problems. 56 

\-~e -v:ould like to mention that Russia's growing concern 

on the spell of political instal;ility in India came to an end 

\\itl:J the installati.on oi' a strcng government at the Centre. 

53. Pravd~, 10 January 1980. 

54. Ibic., 15 January 1980. 

55. Higdustan Times, 24 January 1980 

56. Pravg2, 29 January, 1980. 
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Trle Soviet media devoted considerable attention to 

India's mounting internal problems and expressed friendly 

concern on the rapid increase in the acti vi ties of the 

extremist forces. It e:xpre ssed the hope that the democratic 

and nationalist. forces of India will be able to pool their 

efforts with a view of resisting the intrigues of internal 

and external forces, whicb 'Were working against the unity 

and territorial integrity of their nation. 

The Punjab problem and Assassination of Indira Ga.gdh1, 

In view of the comple:x and sensitive nature of the 

problem about which so much is being said and 'Written, there 

is little need to say much on the subject except to state that 

is the rrnst complex internal problem, having the greatest 

bearings on national security, that Indira faced during her 

regime. 

It is to be noted here that Indira Gandhi had to face 

internal problems in the country and political instability 

throughout her rule since the beginning and ultimately she 

sacrificed herself in solving internal problems of the country. 

In f.·loscovJ the news or Indira Gandhi's assassination on 

31 October 1984 was received with utmost grief and sympathy. 

"Great are the services of Hrs .Indira Gan:l hi, a cha.'llpion of 

Non:-alignment, in the struggle to strengthen 'World peace and 

secllrity, to curb the arms race and avoid the tl1re2..t of nllclear 
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catastrOphe", -wrote Red Star on the eve of the 67th birth 

anniversary of Indira Gandhi.57 Remembering her as "a 

great friend of the Soviet Union" and "a leading archi teet 

of unbreakable frtend ship bet-we en the Indian and Soviet 

peoples 11
, the Soviet daily maintained that the cause for 

'Which Indtra Gandhi gave her life should triumph. It 

expressed tbe confidp...nce that Indo-Soviet friendship 'WOuld 

further develop. 58 The Soviet Union bas been and -will remain 

a reliable friend of India", noted the Politbureau of the 

CP SU at its meeting. 

At her death Soviet writer V.Georgiev remarked: 

''Perhaps never ?efore in the t"rlirty five years of its inde

pendent existence has India been confronted -with such a 

threat to its unity and nat:i::mal consolidation as it has 

recently. The forces of inter community and national strife 

have assassinated Indira Gandhi, the outstanding daughter of 

the Indian peopl·e, "Who did so much for the country's all 

round advancement and unity. The reactionaries at home and 

abroad expected tiwt tile death of tile most authoritative 

stateS\-Joman in modern India ..,._,ho had been called "the hope of 

the nation'' ,,.;ould cause disarray in the ruling party and 

destabilise t!'Je situation in the country. Those calculations 

57. Red_::~~~r.:, 19 November 1984. 

58. Toid. 



ho'We ver fell th roug!-1. In those grim days of trial the 

prophetic \..:ords utter2d by Indira Ga.."Yldhi on the eve of her 

death carne true: "Should I die, every drop of my blood help 
,~, 

to strengt!len our country."J)l 

Soviet A sse ssmen t of Indira Gandhi 1 s Economic and 
QQg_f a_f~~Qj) c~-~i-------------·----·------·-·-·--·----·----

V.nercas India and the US are considered to be "unfriendly 

friends" India and the Soviet Union are regarded as "unfailing 

friends 11
• 

Impressed by tlle successes of Socialist construction in 

the Soviet Union, Ja'Waharlal Nehr1.1 as early as 1936 arrived at 

tbe conclusion that capitalism bad exhausted its progressive 

potent:ialities and that ti1e future belonged to socialism. "I 

am convinced," Nehru said, 11 th at the only key to the solution 

of the v;orld 1 s problems and India 1 s problems lies in socialism 

••• Socialism is, hov-Jever, something even more tban an economic 

doctr:i.ne it is a philosophy of life... If the future is full 

of hope, it is largely because of Soviet Russia ann what it 

bas done." 

v.11at vlaS particularly significant during the late .1950s 

"Was the growing assistance by the Soviet Union words India 1 s 

59. An article by V .Georgiev, "India: A Milestone on the Path 
of !ndependence", in Intg!:_.t.}A_1iQ.I.l.Sll_!ffa1__!:~, Moscow, April 
198), p.42. 
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economic development. The assistance -was given in financial 

'and tech.11ical forms a.'1d -was particularly developed toVJards 

the development of India's heavy industries, exploration of 

its poVJer and fuel resources and establishment of pharma-

ceutical plants. 

It -would seem that there -was a concerted effort on the 

part of the Soviet Union to counter the heavy as sistaT'lCe 

given by the USA. India "Welcomed this assistance, si.11ce it 

complemented some of India 1 s needs in the five year plans and 

the terms for repayment - rate of inter·~st, time of repayment 

and currency - very favourable. 

DurL"lg f1 rs. Indira Gandhi's era India received maximum 

economic sup_l)ort from U~tt anJ other socialist countries. 

Until the time, Hrs.Gandhi stressed v;hen the fight for economic 

independence is won, there \.Jill be outside pressures on the 

emerging nations - on the developing countries - which they 

t . t 60 mus res~s .;• 

Ev~n U1e v;estern commentatJrs have been oblioed to 
Q 

acknov;ledge the significance of Soviet aid in India's economic 

development. Trw L\us sian.s, said the OQ.serv~.r "ape first gain

ing the confidence as providers of economic aid and defenders 

---··---
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of independence. They have spectaculary succeeded". 61 

HovJever, it is to be noted that our dependence on 

tbe Soviet Union bas been ste~dily increasing over tbe years. 

In tbe 1950s India bas been dependent on the Soviet Union for 

political support on Kashmir, in 1960s and 1970s for military 

assistance. Thus the three dimensions of dependence are 

political, economic and arms trade. 

By lt:mding a band in India's industrialisation-cum

militarisation programmes since 1963, the Soviet Union bas 

emerged not only as the btggest arms supplier but as gro-wing 

rupee market for Indian goods and trusted political ally to a 

guaranteer of peace in tbe sub-continent anci a custodian of 

Tashl\:ent spirit. The 15-year economic and trade agreements, 

cooperation bet-ween Indian Planning Commission anj the Soviet 

Gosplan and the Consular Convention signed in Delhi (November 

1973) to acbieve in the economic, technical and cultural 

fields -what vJas accomplished in tbe political field by the 

Indo-Soviet Treaty. No doubt this interlocking in the economic 

field gives leverage to the Soviet Union vis-a-vis India. 

E.Gayaznov opines aoout Indira Gandhi's economic and 

social policies: "13y havi.Ilg long term planning as the basis 

of its economic programme, Indira Gandhi's government has been 

------------------
61. ~Y.QI, June 1, 1961. 
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trying to comb&t the haphazar:i nature of private capital in 

the economy. L"'ldia's plan iS a well based effort to ensure 

the planned grovJth of production, to carry out social changes 

on a vast scale and develop science and technology, the 

transport system and foreign trade. Suffice it merely to 

touch upon the main trends of India's development envisaged 

in the fourth l<ive Year ?lan to see -what prospects its :fUl

filment opens up for the country. 62 

At the conference of dlief ministers of states, held 

in Septenoer 1970, Prime Hinister Indira Gandhi emphasised 

that -without radical changes in the use of the land, the 

"Green Revolution 11 woulj only V.1iden tre gap between the rich 

and the poor in the countryside. She also pointed to the 

need for reducing the "ceiling" because it had been set in 

conditions of: lO\•Jer prices a...'"'ld small labour productivity 

in agriculture. 63 

A .h. Ko s ygin, Chairman of the US::)R Council of ministers, 

pointed out in his report at the 24th Cl?Sl.J Gong res s that India 

was one of the nevelopL~g countries whose trade and economic 

co-operation wi tl1 the Soviet Union "are entering a stage -where 

we may already speak of firmly established mutually advantageous 

62. International Affai.~, December 1971, pp.52-57· 

63. Ibid., p.54. 
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economic ties." Trade and economic co-operation between the 

LJSSR and India, based on the principles of equality and 

respect for mutual interests, is acquiring the nature of a 

stable division of labour opposing the system of imperialist 

exploitation in international economic relations. 64 

The signing of the treaty of peace, friendship and 

co-operation once again confirmed that friendship between the 

U SS.R and Innia is not based on transient factors, but on a 

long standing interest of economic and social progress. It 

is not surprising tbat the signing of the Treaty has been 

heartily approved by the Soviet and Indian people. The Soviet 

newspaper 11Pravda" pointed out that the Soviet Union extended 

the hand of friend ship to the Indian peo:ple in the interest 

of strengthening peace on t:ne Asian contL'1ent and throughout 

the -world. 

The vi sit of Prime Ninister Indira Gandhi to the Soviet 

Union at the end oi' Septe:rber 1971 -vms an important step in 

implementi..'lg tlle provisions of the Indian Soviet Treaty which 

envisaged periodic joint consultations on questions of interest 

to both parties. In a joint statement both sides stated their 

conviction that co-oper tion between Soviet Union and India 

in the political, economic, trade, scientil ic, technical, 

cultural and other spheres'' acquires a still stronger political 

64. Ibid., p.56. 
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and legal basis in the treaty of Peace, Friend ship and 

Cooperation between the USSR. and India, signed in Delhi on 

August 9, 1971. n 65 

To sum up, it is wortln1Lile to recall here tbat Nehru 

v.:as impressed by what Soviets had done by plc:.nning their 

economy. In a letter to Indira, his daughter, Nehru wrote, 

ttThe argument about success or othervdse of the Five Year 

Plan is rather a pointless one. The ans,.;er to it is really 

the present state of the Soviet Union. And a fuller ans,;~er 

is the fact that thiS plm has impressed itself on the 

imagination of tbe v:orld. Everybody talks of planning no\-1, 

and of Five Year and Ten year and Three year plc;ns. The 

Soviets have put magic into t11e world." 

- -··---

6 5. Ibid. , p. 57. 
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SOVIET OUTLOOK OF MRS.INDIRA GANDHI'S. FOREIGN 

POLICY 
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Foreign policy is an important key to the rational 

explanation of international behaviours. It is not possible 

to understand inter state relations without understanding 

foreign policies of states. 

The objectives of a nation • s foreign policy are: 

(1) maintaining the integrity of the state, (2) promoting 

economic interest, (3) providing for national security
1 

(4) 

protecting national prestige and developing national power, 

and (5) maintaining world order. The sum total of the goals 

and obj~ctives of a nation's foreign policy constitute its 

national interest. National interest iS the "key concept" 

in foreign policy. The starting point in foreign policy 

making is the national interest. As long as the world is 

politically o.rganised into nations, the national interest is 

indeed the last word in world politics. Indeed it is the 

key note of international poll tics. 

Although national interest in its details differs, the 

core of national interest is the same for different countries. 

The minimum essential compon~t s of the national interest of 

any modem state are security, national development and world 

order, all interrelated to each other. All nations desire and 

continously search for national security, political independ

ence and territorial integrity. Second to security comes the 

promotion of economic interest, which includes the preservation 
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or acquisition of favourable conditions and terms of trade. 

While security and economic prosperity are core components, 

the national interest of a country may include other elements 

also. For instance, the maintenance of international peace, 

the promotion of international law, or the establishment of 

global organisation may also be one of the objectives of 

foreign policy of some states, especially grea.t powers. 

Finally some countries believe it to be their national ~terest 

to serve some kind of world mission such as "world rewl.ution", 

"Containment of communism", "defence of frontiers of freedom" 

etc. 

The above discussion would lead us to infer that there 

are certain dangerous consequences of regarding the national 

interests as supreme. A nation • s claim of primacy of its 

national interest may run above of the interests of other 

nations. 

As a matter of fact, in the present day interdependent 

world each nation bas to accommodate its interests with tl'lose 

of others. Today national interest iS being challenged by 

competing interests sucb as regional, global and even sub

national interests. 

The foreign policy of a nation is ooncei ved in the 

minds of men -who subscribe to certain fundamental beliefs 

relating to the distribution of power in society; the proper 
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function of government and a particular way of life. Policy 

is expressed in these beliefs and behaviour, though custom 

and tradition is conditioned thereby. 

There is considerable speculation as to whether 

ideology constitutes one of a nation•~ vital interests. At 

times a leader makes the use of ideology merely to justify 

his policy or behaviour in familiar terms which is acceptable 

to hiS countrymen. But on the other occasions a nation goes 

to war not for national defence but only to force others to 

accept its ideology. The realistic view on thiS matter is 

that ideology alone is not a policy goal. This is evidenced 

by the fact that nations professing opposite ideologies live 

in peace with each other for a number of years. It was only 

realpolitik which led to the signing of the Russ-German Pact 

in 1939 although they were ideologically poles apart. However, 

the contrary evidence is also available. Foreign policy of 

the Soviet Union cannot be fully explained if we do not take 

into consideration "World Revolution" as one of its objectives. 

In her case expansion of communism is a bona fide goal. 

Russian aggrandisement since 1945 aimed to achieve the 

establishment of communism as much as her poll ti·cal domination. 

However, importance of the ideology in the components 

of foreign policy should not be exaggerated. Often they are 

used simply to obscure the real facts of a situation or real 
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motives of ambitious rulers. Sometimes governments stand for 

certain ideas only to command popular support at home and 

preferably abroad also. The foreign policy of India despite 

its ideological overtones cannot be explained ecept in terms 

of national interests. All the prime ministers from Nehru 

to Rajiv Gandhi have repeatedly stated that national interest 

is the goal of foreign policy. 

It is safer to maintain that values and ideologies do 

not fully determine foreign policy objectives although they 

influence their directions. ~bile long range objectives can 

be deduced'from an ideology, the shorter the time scale the 

less necessary correlation bet\oleen the aspirations and actual 

policies. 

It is important to mention be re that Indira Gandhi while 

following her foreign policy, attached due importance to 

national interest and its related ideologies. 

Thus we believe that national interests play a more 

signific~t role in the formulation of foreign policy than 

idological or philospbical consideration. 

It was the realisation by the leaders of the two countries 

(Russia and India) in mid fifties that there are many areas in 

which tbeir national interests converge which fin ally led to the 

development of friendly relations~ Since then the Soviets have 

characterised India's foreign policy as progressive. 
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If ~e revie~ the situation during Second World War, 

we would find a reasonable and satisfactory answer of Indo

Soviet relation. The second World War ended and it sounded 

the death-knell of colonialism and imperialism, ~hich, however, 

~ere yet unwilling to give in. The historical experiences of 

both India and the USSR by this time had given them some 

common understanding of the basic world problems lying ahead. 

Despite turbulent political and military situation prevailing 

in Europe, the events of far-reaching magnitude taking place 

in the Indian Sub-continent and the gradual emergence of India 

on the political scene did not escape the attention of the 

Soviets. 

In April 1945, the Soviet delegate supported India's 

demand for full independence at the San Fransisco Conference of 

the United Nations Organisation. The Indian and the Soviet 

delegates held friendly and fruitful consultations 'With each 

other at Paris Peace Conference. Pr~ criticized the divide 

and rule policy of Cabinet Mission Plan. 1 

In the General Ass~nbly Meeting, the Soviets firmly 

supported India on the issue of racial discrimination against 

the Indian's in South Africa and decried the Fascist theory of 

racial superiority. Andrei Vyshinsky of the USSR strongly 

supported India's view point in this matter. Soviet Foreign 

V.dnister Molotov spoke fervently in supp:>rt of India's just 

1. Pra~~' 21 October 1946. 
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demands on this issue. Later, ·soviet delegate Androi Gromyko 

alleged that the South African Government violated both the 

Cape Tow.n Agreement (1927) and UN Charter in discriminating 

against the Indians. The Indian and the Soviet delegates 

further cooperated with each other on the issue of universal 

reduction of armaments. India voted for Soviet draft resolu-

tion in the Security Council, which demanded withdrawal of 

foreign troops from Greece. While referring to co-operation 

between the Indian and the Soviet delegations on vital issues 

in the UNO, Mrs.Vijay Laksbmi Pandit, head of the Indian dele

gation, welcomed it as an encouraging "sign of understanding 

and friendship". 2 

India, howe vert differed with the Soviet Union on three 

important issues - on Palestine and the issue of veto-system 

and the "Little As sembly11 • 

Differences on some minor issues or cooperation on 

problems of mutual interests notwithstanding what is more 

important to note is tbe fact that during a very short period 

of acquaintance both India and tbe USSR started to have, by 

and large, sympathetic considerations of each others view 

points. 

In vielV of the ever-gro,1ing friendly relations bet-Heen 

India and the USSR, the governments of both these countries 

-------------------------------
2. Hindu, 26 October 1946. 
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considered it fit to cement their already existing ties in the 

form of diplomatic relationships on 14 April 1947. Laying 

stress on the importance of this event, New Tim~ wrote that 

India was moving towards independence". 3 

It is, ho'Wever, important to note that the Iv'JOuntbatten 

plan did not find favour with eminent Soviet commentators like 

A.M. Dyakov and E .H.Zhukov. Dyakov alleged that the Mountbatten 

plan was first aimed at dividing the country as a result of 

which India would be an arena of constant clashes.4 Izvestia 

also criticized tbe plan of India 1 s partition. 5 

Before proceeding further we would like to diseuss the 

attitude of Stalin towards India wbich needs special attention. 

Until 1949 Stalin charged Ind i.e. as a camp follower of 

Anglo-American imperialism and dubbed Nehru as its lo.ckey. 

India 1 s d~ci sion to stay in the Common Wealth ·( 1949) further 

confirmed ·his doubts about India. Stalin was opposed to Indian 

neutrality. Zhadnov castigated the idea of nthird force" 

supposed to be implicit in the policy of non-alignment championed: 

by India. 

The reasons of initial Soviet misgivings about the 

policies adopted by India both in domestic and foreign affairs 

3. New Ti~, Vol.3, 18 April 1947, p.3. 

4. Ibid., No.24, 13 June 1947, pp.12-15. 

5. ill§..2tia, 5 July 1947. 
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in the beginning of the post independence period are not 

difficult to discern. That ~as the period of the First Five 

Year Plan which was mainly an agricu)..tural venture and in 

the sphere of foreign policy India quite often sided with the 

West. India's membership of British Co1Il1lonwealth was critic

ally viewed by the Soviets. 

But the era of misunderstanding wa~ short lived. 

Gradually the Soviet Union became impressed by the Indian 

stand on tbe Korean war,on Indonesia and her support on the 

question of Peking's seat in the United Nations. Russia began 

to realise that India was capable of pursuing an independent 

policy and rejecting the imperialists. Soviet Union also 

came to note that India bas emerged as a factor of consequence. 

The non-aligned group led by India v.~as growing Soviet Union 

now felt that her anti-Indian policy was counter productive. 

India's denunciation of military pacts for the containment of 

Communism, specially in Asia, was highly appreciated by the 

Soviet leadership. 

Signs of growing closeness between India and the Soviet 

Union had started appearing during the last phase of the Korean 

war. India's contribution to the restoration of peace in Korea 

was, ho~ever, largely appreciated in the Soviet Union. G •. ·M. 

Malenkov, the prime minister of USSR observed, "the position 

of such a considerable state as India is of importance for the 

strengthening of peace in the East". 6 President Voroshilov 

----------·-------------------------
6. ~ravda, 9 August 1953 
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hailed India• s peace-making efforts in the Korean war.7 

India's. role in the settlement of the Korean problem 

brought her nearer to both the Soviet Union and China. 

It is to be noted that Stalin changed his attitude 

towards India during the later phase of his rule. Stalin 

commended Pandit Nehru• s efforts for peace. In 1952 when 

Graham Report was presented before Security Council (on the 

Kashmir issue) Soviet representative J~cob Malik criticised 

the report and alleged that the Kashmir problem was not being 

solved because of the interference of Anglo-American bloc. 

which was supporting the imperialistic policy of Pakistan. 

Soviet Union also opposed the idea of sending forces to 

Kashmir and thus adopted clear friendly postures towards Inlia. 

Stalin died on 5 March 1953, a few months before the 

Korean annistice was signed. His death was followed by many 

important changes in the life of the Soviet people, more 

especially in the domain of home and foreign policies of the 

country. 

The relations between India and Soviet Union took a new 

turn after the death of Stalin. Bulganin and Khrushev 'Nho 

succeeded Stalin tried to improve relations with India. They 

showed greater appreciation for Indian policy of non-alignment. 

Malinkov in his funeral speech gave a call for co-existence, 

------~-------------------------
7. Ibid., 6 November 1953. 
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better standard of living expansion of trade, consolidation 

of peace and liberalization. Vyshinsky asked the West "to 

meet half-\o:ay in the tunnel of friendship and Khrushchev gave 

the slogan of peaceful co-existence at the 2oth Congress. 

The reasons why the strategy of peaceful co-existence 

was adopted by Stalin's successors were: (1) Nuclear weapons 

require avoidance of war at all costs and so war was not 

fatalistically inevitable, as Lenin thought; (2) tho~gh no 

revolutionary potentialities exist in industrial nations they 

are susceptible to a policy of division and detente; (3) the 

neutral force iS a favourable factor in international politics 

as they can augment the influence of the Soviet bloc. 

Khrushchev based his policy on three fold assumptions: 

(1) capitalism can be liquidated by peaceful competition; (2) 

National bougeoisie has progressive potentiality; (3) with 

economic and technical assistance the Third World can adopt 

non capitalist way of development. 

If we just re-count the numerous instances of the 

developmnts in relations between India and the USSR during 

the year 1954, it shall be obvious that the beginning of a new 

phase in Indo-Soviet relations was very much round the corner. 

In April 1954, the Soviet Union proposed the inclusion of India 

in the UN Disarmament Sub-committee although Britain opposed 

it tooth and nail. 8 Further improvement in Sino-Indian 

---------------------------------
8. Hill~, 20 April 1954· 
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relations leading to the conclusion of the Tibet Agreement 

and their co-sponsorship of the principle of Panchsheel was 

welcomed by Pre.yda YJhich applauded the Tibet Agreement as "a 

veri table charter of peace". 9 India received overwhelming 
10 support from ~da on Goa. 

It is important to mention here that close cooperation 

bet~een the Indian and Soviet delegations at the Geneva 

Conference on Indo-China also further brought India and USSR 

close to each other. It was Andrei Vyshinsky who proposed 

India's name for supervising cease-fire in Indo-China on 

behalf of the three Neutral Nations' Control Commission. 

Aloong the factors that brought India closer to the 

USSR during this period was India's refusal to be dra~ into 

the US sponsored net~ork of military alliances, which confirmed 

her credentials as an ardent champion of peace. 

Seen in the light of the preceding discussion it becomes 

clear that by about the end of the year 1954- and the unfolding 

of the year 1955 there started a new phase in the Indo-Soviet 

relations. The peace making efforts of India in the Korean 

war, her role in the Geneva Conference on Indo-Cbina, ber 

refusal to join the military alliances aimed at the USSR, her 

---------------~-----------
9. !!..!:~, 30 April 1954. 

10. Pravda, 31 May 1954. 
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ever increasing influence among the non-aligned countries and 

her proven capacity to prepare a common ground, "WheY'e East-

West differences could be narrowed dow, these "Were the pertin• _ 

ent factors, -which helped the process of India and the Soviet 

Union coming close to each other. 

By about the beginning of the year 195 5, as ~mewhat 

ne'W phase was ushered in Indo-Soviet relations, based on mutual 

understanding and common desire for co-operation. Pravda 

lauded the peace-loving foreign policy of India on the eve of 

her Republic Day. v~hile praising India• s role in the Korean 

war, the Soviet daily projected the image of Nehru as an 

"outstanding statesman" - a rare compliment for any non

Communist 'WOrld leader. 11 

Thus from 19 )5 -we find pro gre ssi ve improvement in Indo

Soviet relations. After the Bandung Conference their relations 

developed rapidly. The 20th Congress of the CPSU removed 

ideological impediments. Significantly, it marked the end of 

Sino-Indian friendship and the beg inning of Indo-Soviet 

collusion. There has been hardly an international issue on which 
I 

India and the Soviet Union have not agreed. For example, both 

had identical views on Kashmir, Goa, China, Korea, Suez Canal, 

West Asia, Indo-China and disarmament. The USSR used her veto 

11. Prayda, 26 January 1955 .. 
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po~er in 1957 and 1962 on the Kashmir issue to favour India 

and gave full support to her on Goa. 

The Chinese aggression on India (1962) was a testing 

point of the newly acquired friendship. This episode did 

not affect the friendly relations ·in spite of the fact that 

Indian dispute was with a Communist power. Khrushchev openly 

condemned the Chinese military action. Again, though neutral 

in Indo-Pakistan -war of 1965, the USSR helped India indirectly 

by -warning China against intervention on behalf of Pakistan. 

Khrushchev declared "the Soviet people would share the last 

loaf of bread with the Indian people". 

It is to be noted here that Nehru attempted to combine 

idealism with national interest. At times he did adopt an 

approach to foreign policy which would delight the most 

diehard realist. Nehru tried to present a synthesis of 

idealism and realism in foreign policy and proposed to look 

after India's interest in the context of world cooperation and 

world peace. On the other hand Khrushchev also stood for 

world peace, peaceful co-e:xistence and disarmament. It was 

against this background that Indira Gandhi assumed power at 

the Centre. ~he had a shaky and inauspicious start. She 

picked up the thread where it \rJas left by Shastri in Tashkent. 

In her first Republic Day broadcast Indira pledged to follow 

her father's policy of promotin.g friendship among nations to 
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implement Tashkent Declaration, to maintain friendliest rela

tions \<lith neighbours, to resolve all disputes peacefully and 

uphold the policy of non-alignment. 

The underlying philosophy behind her foreign policy is 

implicit in her state11ent, "where there is friendship we must 

enlarge it. V.'here there is difference we must blunt it. 

Where there is misunderstanding we must remove it (yet). 

National interest we cannot compromise". According to Trever 

Drieberg, "Indira took particular care to emphasis that she 

is a believer of a firm base of Indianess as ~gainst Nehru's 

emphasis on internationalism. In other \.Ord s, the days of 

moralistic non-alignment \o/ere over when Indira took over. 

·In the initial stages of her stewardship, Indira Gandhi 

was confronted \rlith a large number of problems, internal as 

well as external. Through her o\ffi efforts she had to carve 

out a place for herself in Indian politics as an Independent 

entity. These indeed were days of turbulence. It is tribute 

to her skill and foresight that she was able to deal with these 

problems with alacrity and firmness. 

Almost within a llk)ntb after she bad become the Prime 

Minister of India, the Chinese leaders started tbei r pin

pricking through aggressive intrusions into the Indian terri tory. 

One of the reasons of this fresh turn towards aggressiveness 
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in the Chinese attitude ~as perhaps their attempt to worsen 

Indo-Pak relations ~hich had slightly improved after the 

Tashkent declaration. The Chinese leaders were worried about 

the emergence of India as a leading Asian country. 

In response to Brezhnev' s call for the observance of 

the Tashkent Declaration in the course of his report to the 

Twenty Third Congress of the CPSU (29 March-8April 1966), 

Prime Minister Indira Gandhi, during a brief stop over in 

Moscow, carne forward to pay tributes to the Soviet Union for 

hosting the Conference and observed that India would implement 

the Tashkent agreement in spite of Pakistan's provocations. 

During her first visit to Moscow as Prime Minister 

(12-16 July 1966), Indira Gandhi reciprocated Kosygins 

sincere desire for the realization of Tashkent Agreement and 

observed that she considered it as "a manifesto of peaceful 

co-existence". 

In an obl1tf_ue reference to China, which was creating 

hurdles in the normalization of Indo-Pak relations in the 

spirit of the Tashkent Declaration, the Indian Prime Minister 

Indira Gandhi ref erred to "the narrow dogmatism of some power", 

which w.s hostile to peaceful co-existence and added that 

"there were countries, which did not like the detente achieved 

by the great powers" and which wished "to veto it by aggravat

ing tension in Asia." 
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Inclira Gandhi made a cautiously wrded remark on 

China and her ever growing ties with Pakistan. She regretted 
not 

"a major po'tler should.( have forgotten the pledge it signed at 

Bandung7' and decried the use of aggressive force in the 

settlement of disputes by some countries, which "entered 

into opportunistic alliances with feudal and revivalist forces 

in Asia and Africa 11 • 

Indira Gandhi used her Moscow visit primarily to 

impress upon the Soviet leadership the various difficulties 

which India was facing in the implementation of Tashkent 

Declaration due to China's incitement of Pakistan and the 

latter's desertion of the pledges given at Tashkent. It is 

true that Indira Gandhi's >visit to Moscow had become essential 

in view of her earlier visits to London, Paris and Washington 

{in Apr U 1966). This visit was used by the Indian Prime 

Minister to keep Soviet interest alive in India as a reliable 

and strong neighbour. 

Reiterating her commitment to the Tashkent Declaration, 

and expressing her apprehensions regarding China's adventurous 

postures in South Asia, Indira succeeded in allaying Soviet 

fears with regard to any shift in India's attitude towards . 

.America• s role in Vietnam. 

So far as Ind ia• s attitude towards Brezlmev• s proposal 

of collective security in Asia is concerned, this was also very 

encouraging. Initial approach of India on this issue was one 
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of caution, because there was every likelihood of China's · 

sharp reactions to it. After some elaboration of Soviet 

proposal in the official circles of the USSR the government 

of India found itself in a better position to express its 

considered views on this matter. 

~11ile observing that the proposal of collective 

security in Asia was not aimed at creating a mill tary alliance, 

Prime ML~ister Indira Gandhi proposed that economic coopera

tion and political stability should be given priority in Asia. 12 

Mayevsky spoke high of India's stand on Vietnam, Arab

Israel conflict and other issues of international significance. 

He made frontal attack on the opponents of Indira Gandhi• s 

government. 

In!!Q-P ak war _qL12Z1 

This event can be considered the outstanding event or 
Indira Gandhi's regime, earning glory not only to the country 

and its armed forces but to her personality.· This event also 

stands out as having the ma:ximum impact of her personality and 

leadership. 

Political scene in the two major countries of South 

Asia, India and Pakistan, started changing fast with the 

unfolding of the year 1971. In India the remarkable victory 

12. f.tavda, 17 September 1969. 
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of the Indian National Congress in the polls held in March 

1971, brought an end to political instab111ty prevailing 

in the country since the Congress Split of 1969. vJith the 

installation of a strong gove mment at the Centre, the Indian 

political scene underwent a sea-change. 

In contrast to the Indian situation, Pakistan presented 

a rather complex scenario as a consequence of the brea1{down 

of negotiations between Sheikh Hujibur Rahman, leader of the 

.A."Wami league, and Aga Mohammad Yahya Khan, the president of 

Pakistan. In the elections held in Pakistan on the basis of 

universal suffrage on 7 December 1970, the .A.wami League emerged 

as the largest single political party having secured 167 out 

of 169 seats allotted to East Pakistan in a house of 313 

members. lvlujib bad fought elections on a si:x point programmes 

having main focus on regional autonomy, which he "Was propagat

ing in the eastern "Wing of the country since February 1966. 

Naturally, the Awami League asked for the transfer of the 

power to the duly elected representatives of the people in the 

true spirit of the election manifesto of the party. ThiS did 

not suit the 1Nhims of Z.A. Bbutto, leader of Pakistan people's 

party, and president Yabya Khan. 

For a couple of months the military hawks of the Yahya 

regime and Bhutto stubbornly harped on "solidarity" and "unity 

of the nation", \Vbereas Mujib and his follovrers demanded 

provincial autonomy in a loose-federative framework. 
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A reign of terror v.~as let loose in East Pakistan. By 

order of the Martial Lav.~ Administrator, Av.~ami League was 

proscribed, Sheikh Mujib "Was arrested. In a broadcast to the 

nation on 26 March 1971, the President Yahya Khan declared 

that Mujib and his party were the "nemies of Pakistan", as 

they "wanted East Pakistan to break away" completely from 

the country. "The crime "Will not go unpunished", Yahya Khan 

"Warned. 13 

Military breakdown in East Pakistan led to refugee 

influx into the neighbouri."lg state of India. The consequent 

socio-economic and political convulsions arising out of the 

refugee problem thus turned this purely internal affair of 

Pakistan into an unprecedented crisis for India and the world 

comrunity. The intransignet attitude of Islamabad and the open 

incitement that it received from its allies resulted in fUrther 

estrangment of relations between India and Pakistan leading 

ultimately to all out war betw_een these countries in December 

1971. 

w'hat was the Soviet approach towards this crisis? ThiS 

iS one of the questions that merit consideration. 

The USSR "Was the first major power which came forward 

with a clear-cut stand on the tragic situation in the sub

continent. In the course of his letter to the Pakistani 

--------------------------
13. Cited in ~istan Hori~n~ Vol.24, No.2, 1971, pp.107-110. 
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President dated 2 April, the Chairman of the Presidium of the 

Supreme Soviet of the U~R Nikoloi Podgomy appealed for a 

peaceful settlement of the complex problems 1Nhich the people 

of Pakistan were facing. 

Referring to the failure of talks in Dacca and to the 

"extre.11e measures" resorted to by the military administration 

of Pakistan Pod gorny observed, "Soviet people cannot but be 

concerned at the numerous casualties, at the sufferings and 

privations that such a development of events bring' the people 

'of Pakistan". Podgorny expressed the concern of the Soviet 

people at the arrest and persecution of l<Iujibur Rahman and 

other politicians, who had received such ovenJhelming support 

of the population of East Pakistan at the recent general 

elections. 

Podgorny further observed that the "continuation of 

repressive measures and bloodshed in East Pakistan will 

undoubtedly only make the solution of the problems more 

difficult and may do great harm to the vital interests of 

the entire people of Pakistan 11
• Podgomy suggested a poli ti

cal solution of the problem without the use of force and 

appealed- "for the adoption of the most urgent measures to stop 

the bloodshed and repressions against the population in East 

Pakistan". 14 

---------------------------------
14. Pravada, 3 April 1971, pp.2-3. 
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Though mea?ured and moderate in its general tone and 
tenor, Pod go my's letter minced no words about the over

whelming support enjoyed by Mujib and his followers and 

pleaded for a political s::>lution of the problem in the vital 

interests of the entire people of Pakistan. In stressing the 

need for a political solution of the problem in the vital 

interests of the entire people of Pakistan, USSR took a stand 

which was similar to that of India. 

At this crucial stage the USS:R did not break her 

economic relations with Pakistan. At the end of April 1971 

the Soviets expressed their readiness to undertake the project 

report regarding a steel-mill to be set up in Karachi with 

their help. Early in June 1971, the Soviet Union renewed some 

agreements which had been vJi thd ra'Wil in the wake of March 

disturbances. 15 

In June 1971, India's foreign minister, Sardar Swaran 

Singh, visited USSR for an exchange of views with the Soviet 

Union. The joint communique issued at the end of the Indian 

Foreign Hinister's Moscow visit shared India's considered 

view that "immediate measures should be taken in West Pakistan 

for the stoppage of refugees and for their earliest return 

home under· conditions of security". 16 

15. Hindustan Stru}dard, Calcutta, 5 June 1971, p.5. 

16. Izvestia, 10 June 1971, p .3. 
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Botb the countries agreed to remain in touch with 

each other with a view to reviet.Jing the serious situat1on. 17 

Izvestia further laid stil'ess on the establishment of 

stability in tbe Indian sub-continent and urged both India 

and Pakistan to settle the issue peacefully. 18 E.ravda 

expressed resentment over the resumption of the US arms 

supplies to Pakistan. 19 

Pak President Yahya Khan reacted indiscreetly to 

Podgorny' s letter. Making a dig at his reference to ''Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights 11 President Yahya Khan wrote, "the 

open and unashamed interference by India in the present si tua

tion in my country has only one objective, that is to influence 

the situation further by encouraging and materially assistin8 

a handful of people tq create disturbances. F'or any po\toler to 

~upport such moves or condone them would be a negation of 

the United Nations charter as well as the Bandung principles". 

Yahya. Khan furtber asked Podgomy to use his 11unden iable 

influence with the Indian government" in order to impress upon 

it the need of restraining it from interfering in Pakistan• s 

------
17. Ibid. 

18 • Ib id • ' 1 0 J u 1 y 1971 ' p • 5 • 

19. f ravda, 20 July 1971 
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internal affairs or resorting any action that might aggravate 

the situation and lead to irrectrievable consequences". 20 

In the midst of one of the most serious crisis 1n the 

stability and security of the Indian sub-continent during 

the liberation struggle in Bangladesh, against hos~,ile Sino

USA opposition, the Indo-Soviet Treaty of ''Peace, Friendship 

and Co-operation" was signed on 9th August 1971· 

The Indo- Soviet Treaty, contracted for a period of 

1;;wenty years, has a preamble and twelve articles. Two articles 

(XI-XII) are related to procedural matters. The first four 

articles and the prea.rriole deal wit11 general !Ilatters Of nutual 

and international importance. Article VI refers to economic 

co-operation and article VII is related to the e:xpansion of 

cultural ties between the two signatories. 

Articles V and VIII to X are more significant and 

relevant in the context of the crisis in the sub-continent. 

Article V says that both the contracting parties shall maintain 

regular contracts on major international problems affecting 

their interests. Article VII binds the signatories not to 

enter into any military alliance against the other party and 

not to conrnit aggression against eacb other. According to 

---------------------
20. Peking R~iew, Vol.14, No.16, 16 April 1971, p.9. 
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Article IX, both tr.~e countries have to abstain from providing 

any assistance to any third party, if it is engaged in an 

armed conflict with the other signatory. In case either 

party is being subjected to an attack, or if it is threatened, 

both the parties shall immediately enter into mutual consulta

tions in order to remove such threat and to take appropriate 

effective measures to ensure peace and security of their 

countries. Acco-rding to Article X, both the sides declare 

that any obligation incompatible with this Treaty does neither 

exist, nor shall be entered into between itself and any other 

state or states. 21 

After signing the treaty, Soviet Foreign Minister 

Gromyko remarked that it "is a document of great international 

importance contributing to the consolidation of peace in Asia 

and elsewhere"· 22 In the same speech Gromyko said: "There are 

momentuous events in relations between states which come as 

fruits of dozens of years prepared by the previous development 

of these relations. The treaty is ••• one such most important 

landmark for the Soviet Union and India". He also expressed 

the optimism that "in this noble work in defence of peace in 

Asia, India and the Soviet Union are acting hand in hand and 

we are convinced that this will continue in future". 23 -------
21. Times of Ind~, 10 August 1971 

22. Cited in Bimal Prasad, lUQ.Q.:.§Qvj.et Relat13~Z:.12U_: 
A DocunentarLStudy (New Delhi, 1973), p. 95. -

23. Ibid. 
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India's.foreign minister, Sardar S~aran Singh, present

ing a text of the Treaty to the parliament reciprocated the 

Indian government's vie~ thc.t the Treaty provided "a stabili

sing factor in favour of peace, security and development not 

only of our t~o countries, but the region as a ~hole... In 

fact 'We hope that this treaty -will provide a pattern for 

similar treaties bet'Ween India and other countries in this 

region. Such treaties between countn. es of this region 'WOuld 

stabilise peace and strengthen their independence and sovereignty 

It is ••• in essence a treaty of peace against war". 24 1 

The Indian press welcomed the Treaty but reacted very 

sharply with many reservations. While admitting that this 

was "not a treaty between a big brother and a client state", 

and conceding that it gave 11 mo st-favoured nation treatment to 

India as the Soviet Union gave to COMECON or India to Nepal," 

.Indian E:xpr~ editorially observed that "•· .in signing the 

Treaty India ••• departed from its policy of non-alignmentn25 

The leading newspaper Hindustan T~ alleged that this Treaty 

entailed alignment ~i th the Soviet Union. It further mentioned 

that "India over-reacted to the prospect of an Indo-Pak conflict, 

the possiblity and scale of Chinese intervention in any such 

----------------------
24. Lok Sabha Debates, 5th Series, Vol.7, No.59, 9 August 

1'971, Cols. j1:;1'=42. 

25. Indian E:xpr~ss, 10 August 1971 
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event and American attitude towards Pakistan. 26 Several 

other daily neYJ spapers of Incl ia expressed almost similar 

comments. It is important to mention here .that on the other 

side the reactions of the \-!estern Press were mostly unfavour

able. 

The Soviet reaction to events in the sub-continent in 

the months following the conclusion of the Indo-Soviet Treaty 

was one of utmost caution. The Official Soviet Press did not 

use the term Bangladesh. Iz~~~ reiterated that the Indo

Soviet Treaty was not against any country, nor will it bring 

about any change in the Soviet policy of Friendship with 

Pakistan". 27 The Soviet President, in no ,uncertain terms 

demanded due regard for the lawful interests of the East 

Pakistani population and the creation of suitable atmosphere 

and safe conditions for the return of refugees. 28 

D.lring the state visit of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi 

to Moscow, the Indian and Soviet leaders got a better oppor

tunity to discuss the complex problems arising out of the 

East Pakistan crisis. While welcoming Indian Prime Minister 

Indira Gandhi, Soviet Premier A.N .Kosygin assured Indira 

Gandhi that "the Soviet union would do everything possible to 

---------
26. fiindustan Time~, 10 August 1971. 

27. Izvestia, 14 August 1971. 

28. Prav~~' 16 September 1971. 
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maintain peace in the sub-continent" and observed that ''never 

before the peoples of the Soviet Union and India had stood 

so solidly behind each other in struggle for peace and progress" 

In response Prime Minister Indira Gandhi termed the 
) 

I:ndo-Pak dispute as an international problem and observed that 

Indo-Soviet co-operation was "not merely an agreement between 

the governments", but "a coming together of the two great and 

friendly countries." Stressing India's firm determination for 

the maintenance of peac8, Indira Gandhi emphasised ''the search 

for peace 1 calls for deterJJined effort. Peace cannot be 
~, .. r<.: _,,· r·· 

attained by waiting and hoping, but through action of persever

ance".30 

In the Indo-Soviet joint communj,.que, issued at the end 

of the India.'1 Prime Minister Indira Gandhi's vis it to Moscow, 

the USSR highly praised India's humane approach to the influx 

of million of refugees. 

USSR took into account India's deter.nination "to take 

all necessary measures to stop the further inf 10"1 of re~gee s 

and ensure the earliest return of those who were already in 

India". India and U~R declared their strong desire to 

preserve peace in the sub-continent and re-affirmed their 

agreement to maintain further mutual contacts as well as 

----------·--
29. Ibid., 29 September 1979. 

30. Ibid. 
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exchanges of views on the serious situation.3 1 

During this period some high ranking Soviet leaders 

and officials visited India and held important discussions 

with the Indian leaders·. During his visit of India, the 

Soviet leader Podgorny referred to the "legitimate rights 

and interests of the people in that region 11 and offered 

"full Soviet cooperation to any such solution within the 

existing Indo-Soviet rela.tions. u32 The Deputy foreign 

minister of the USSR, Nikolai F'iryubin visited Ne'W Delhi 

at the end of October -where he expressed his full agreement 

-with India's assessnent of a threat of attack from the side 

of Pakistan.33 

V .Kudryavtsev, General Secretary of the International 

Relations Comni ttee of the USSR Supreme Soviet said in India 

that the crisis in East Pakistan was a liberation struggle 

-with elements of a civil war.3
1
+ " 

Important Soviet newspapers supported the demands of 

the Awami league and dema...-lded the peaceful political solution 

of the problem. Pray~ expressed deep concern over the 

-----------
31. e.ra"l(la, 30 September 1971. 

32. Ibid., 2 October 1971. 

33. P a trig£, 26 October 1971. 

34. li!!.JeS Qf__lQ.Q.ia, 1 0 November 1971. 
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massacre in East Pakistan and observed that it was difficult 

to remain indifferent to genocide in East Pakistan.35 

Orestov, a leading columnist of Pravda criticised Joseph 

Alsop for writing in Washington Post that India was interested 

in attacking Pakistan. Orestov cited Prime Minister Indira 

Gandhi's statement asking for a political solution of the 

East Pakistan problem. The P ravd~ columnist contrasted war 

hysteria in Pakistan with India's restraint and humanitarian 

work in giving shelter to nine millions of refugees. 3 6 

Pra~ again asked for a political solution.37 Express

ing its concern on the tense situation in the Indian sub

continent, it referred to the refugee problem and de;nanded 

their safe return home and sought immediate end of the military 

repression in East Pakistan. 38 Victor Mayevsky, f..ts!~ 
commentator, observed in a leading article that the Soviet 

Union was against calling the Indo-Pak conflict an internal 

problem of Pakistan.39 

Izvestia commented that the USSR stood for an early 

settlement of the problem of East Paki~tan with proper 

------·---------
35 • .E£avda, 14 October 1971. 

36. Ibid., 19 November, 1971. 

37. Ibid., 21 November 1971. 

38. Ibid.' 23 November 1971. 

39. Ibid.' 28 November 1971· 
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consideration for the inalienable rights and legitimate 

interests of its people. 40 

E:xpres sing the vieVJs of the Soviet government, Izye ~t.!~ 

urged President of Pakistan Yahya Khan to remain friendly with 

India for the sake of ~orld peace and in the interests of his 

ow.n country.41 It appreciated India's restraint and her 

recourse to peaceful rooans. 42 Red Star the Red army paper, 

blamed Pakistan for seeking a military solution of the 

problem. 43 

With the return of Indira Gandhi to pO'Wer in Ne~ Delhi 

in January 1980, the political scenario of India unde~ent a 

radical change. 

Pravda, the leading Soviet daily, which had cautiously 

reported on the conduct of elections in India, informed its 

readers about the election results on 10 January. Referring 

to the multi-faceted economy of India and her unique socio

economic structure, Pravda ascribed the reason of Janata 

Party's defeat to its in~r conflict and the fact that it did 

not fulfil the hopes of the Indian peoples. 44 Further it 

~-----------------
40. Izvestia, 14 October 1971. 

41. ~stia, 17 October, 1971 

42. Iz~m, 30 November, 1971. 

43. l!!d s~, 30 November 1971. 

44. ~.ravd~, 10 January 1980. 
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expressed the hope that "the new balance of forces in parlia

ment and throughout the country as a wbole will create favour

able conditions for the restoration of political stability". 45 

In response to Soviet greetings on her grand victory 

in 1980 elections, Prime Minister Indira Gandhi expressed her 

keen desire for havL"lg closer ties "'ith the Soviets.46 f.!:.aydL 

prominently referred to Indira Gandhi's statement in New Delhi 

portraying the Soviet Union as India's trusted friend who 

supported her on many important international problems. 47 

Indira Gandhi took an ambivalent stand on Soviet action 

in .Afghanistan. It was at Indira Gandhi's instance that "When 

this issue "Was raised in the General Assembly of the UNO, 

India's permanent representative, Brajesh C.Mishra e::xpressed 

his government's disapproval of attempts of the external forces 

to interfere in Afghanistan's internal affairs. In the third 

meeting of the General Assembly Mishra observed that India was 

"deeply concerned and vitally interested 1n the peace, security, 

independence and non-alignment of thiS traditionally friendly 

---------------------------
45. Ibid.; 15 January 1980. 

46. Hindustan T!~, 24 January 1980 

47. ill~, 29 January 1980. 
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neighbour. n48 He further maintained that "India cannot look 

~ith equanimity on the attempts by some outside power to 

interfere in the internal affairs of Afghani stan by training, 

arming and encouraging subversive elements to create disturb

ances inside Afghanistan". 
49 Referring then to the Soviet 

assurances of 1Nitbdra\\lal in the event of Afghanistant•s 

request, Mishra said, ''\.Je have no reasons to doubt such 
\ 

assurances, particularly from a friendly country like the 

Soviet Union, VJitb 1Nbom we have many close ties".50 India 

hopes that the people of Afghanistan will be able to resolve 

their internal problems themselves without any interference 

from outside. India hopes that the US~ will not violate the 

independence of Afghanistan and the Soviet forces will not 

remain there a day longer than necessary, Misbra concludingly 

remarked.5 1 India abstained from voting on a draft resolution 

asking for immediate ~ithdra~al of the Soviet forces. The 

draft was sponsored by 24 countries at the behest of Pakistan, 

China and the U SA. 

Mrs.Indira Gandhi opined that India judged .Afghanistan 

issue "from tb¢ point of view of ••• national interest" and 

--------------------------------·----
48. QAOR~ 1980, p.34. 

49. Ibid. 

50. Ibid. 

51. Ibid. 
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from what she considered to be "in the interests of ,prld 

peace. n52 Indira Gandhi e:xpre ssed her deep concern over 

"the training of armed bands, providing bases, entering of 

armed troops across tbe border and inhabiting another 

country". She then asserted that such activities do not 

create confidence among neighbours and India felt disturoed 

by the reaction of some powers over these developments in 

Arghanistan including the US commitment of aid amounting to 

hundreds of millions of dollars and the pledge of China "to 

provide arms and other necessary assistance to Pakistann.53 

USSR appreciated Indira Gandhi's stand on the Afghan 

issue. Pravda observed that India's fears regarding the US 

and Chinese attempts at the ''encirclement" were justified.54 

Writing in the Soviet daily, V.~hirokov paid rich compliments 

to India for be r true perception of the Afghani stan problem 

and underscored the significance of the Prime Minister• s 

above mentioned speech in the Indian parliament in which 

she had criticised the US position in this matter and throw 

light on the circumstances which had necessitated the despatch 

of Soviet troops to that country.55 

-------------------------
52. 

53. 

54. 

55· 

Lok Sabha Debates, 7th Se~ies, Vol.I, No.3, January 1980, 
-Cols.156-1)7:---

Ibid. 

Pravda, 17 January 1980. 

Ibid., 29 January 1980. 
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In vie¥~ of India's ties VJith the Soviet Union, her 

adversary relationship VJith Pakistan and India's grave 

suspicious of Us inte.11tions, India had little choice but 

to take the stand it has taken on the Afghanistan issue. 

In any case this posture VJas in India's interest. 



CONCLUSION 
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Mar.xi sm and Leninism attaches specific importance to 

leadership factor and the role played by leaders in national 

liberation movements and nation building process. According 

to Marxism-Leninism leadership provides direction, guidance 

and dynamism to the mass roovements. The success of which 

depends on the realistic understanding of the leaders and 

their personality. It is the leadership which determines and 

reshapes the future of country during the period of crisis. 

Undoubtedly the masses play important role but they are solely 

guided and led by leaders. Hence in the absence of strong and 

competent leadership the mission of the masses cannot be 

successful. In developing countries leaderShip plays crucial 

and vital role. A 5oviet schola.r Ulaya.novsky has attempted to 

dra'W a clear picture in his writings about. the importance of 

leadership. 

The Soviet writers have given due importance to Indian 

Freedom Movement. They have depicted the Revolt of 1857 and 

other important events of the Freedom Movement quite objectively. 

Tpe Russian Revolution took place precisely at a time 

"When the Indian Freedom movement had begun to acquire the 

status of a mass movement, though its objectives and goals 

-were still only vaguely defined. It is also understandable 

that at this stage the mass Sj~pathy for the Russian Revolution 

was generally articulated by the leaders of the middle cJa sse s, 

they being the main instruments of the developing national 
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movement. Hence, tbese 'Nere the people 'Nho were most 

influenced by the revolution. But as the efforts of the 

Soviet people for building a Socialist society began to 

unfold itself and the Indian National Movement started 

broadening its mass base, the convergence of the interests 

of the Soviet Union and the aspirations of the colonial and 

semi-colonial people against imperialism came to be widely 

accepted by the leading forces and personalities of the 

national movement in Incia and the Soviet Union. 

Soviet writers gave wide coverage to the Indian 

leaders and their role in national movement. Nehru, Gandhi, 

Tilak, M.N.Roy 'Nere given special attention in Soviet 

writings and dailies. The 6oviets appreciated the role of 

Gandhi and Nehru in National Liberation Movement. Stalin who 

initially opposed India and doubted her intentions ultimately 

praised Ja'Naharlal Nehru for his peaceful policy. After 

Stalin, Bulganin and Khushchev changed Soviet foreign policy 

towards lhdia. They supported India at crucial movements. 

Soviets had high regard for Ja-waharlal Nehru. They conside-

red him the architect of modern India. 

Mrs.Indira Gandhi received full support from Soviets 

since beginning of her rule in 1966 up to her death in 1984. 

S.oviet media appealed to Indian masses to support Mrs.Indira 

Gandhi -when she came to povJer. At the sa'lle time, the Soviet 
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dailies vehemently attacked her opponent syndicate leaders who 
1ndo-

"Were opposing her leadership. The acid test of.<Soviet rela-

tionship was 1971 Bangladesh crisis. Soviets came to her 

rescue when Indira Gandhi's position was at stake. This 

support undoubtedly made India pro-Soviet. Sovet support was 

extended to her both in internal and external crises which 

Indira Gandhi faced during her sixteen years of rule. 

Soviet media wholeheartedly appreciated Mrs.Indira 

Gandhi's proclamation of Emergency in India in 1975. When the 

Western press was criticising her decision and policies Soviet 

acclaimed as a professional step. They considered it a right 

step in the interest of the country's progress.. They not only 

praised her decision but also criticised rightist opposition 

parties and termed their action as reactionary and anti

democratic. The Soviet Union attached llUcb importance to the 

20 point econo:nic programme of Hrs. Indira Gandhi. The debacle 

of Mrs.Indira Gandhi and her Congress Party in the 1977 

elections carne as a shock to the Soviet Union. The Soviet 

welcomed the return Mrs.Indira Gandhi in 1980 elections and 

gave her unflinching support till her death in 1984. 

According to So·viet media Indira Gandhi made an outstand

ing contribution to the advancement of independent India,· 

consolidation of its econo.ny and strengthening the national 

security. The grandeur of her statesmanship "Went beyond ·the 

·national frontiers. The Soviets believed that like ber father 
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ia1Naharlal Nehru she had a uniquely broad perception of 

international affairs she -was concerned not only about the 

future of her o\tln country but also the destiny of the \tlhole 

-world and human civilisation. 

The Soviets hold the opinion that Indira Gandhi had 

played an outstanding role in strengthening the cause of 

-world peace as Prime Minister of India and as Chair-person of 

the move:nent of non-aligned countries. The Non-Alignment 

according to the Soviets stands for peace, development, social 

justice sovereignty and territorial integrity of nations. To 

an extent she succeeded in achieving th.ese objectives and 

India under her leadership played a constructive role in the 

world affair3. Being the outstanding activist of the national 

liberation movement and non-aligned movement and struggling 

untiringly for peace, Prime Minister Indira Gandhi made 

-worthy contribution to the cause of struggle of the nations 

for peace, independence and overall progress. The non-Aligned 

Movement was given a new impetus under her leadership and in 

the process, a place of honour for the poor nations, euphemistic

ally called the third world, a~ong the world com~unity, was 

assured. 

Accordingly the Soviets felt that Indira Gandhi was 

acutely conscious that India could play a vital role in world 

politics if India -was internally strong. The Soviets praised 

her progressive, social and economic policies. They particularly 
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hailed her decisions like abolition of privy purses, nationa

lisation of banks, recognising the commanding role of public 

sector in revitalising the Indian economy, strengthening the 

country's defence capability and preparedness, promoting the 

aspiratio.ns of states YJith:ln the overall guidance and control 

of the Indian union without jeopardizing the unity and 

integrity of India. She firmly believed in the concepts unity 

in diversity, secularism, democracy and nationalis:a. 

The Soviets opined that Indira Gandhi ardently believed 

that national integration could not occur unless the prosperi t)T 

of nation was shared by all the people. Indira Gandhi provided 

a dyna'llic and creative approach to the concept of national 

integration. The fact that she often called attention to those 

factors in her addresses, speeches and discussions, ~lso shows 

that her pursuit of buildiJlg a nationally integrated society 

had not been fully realiz&d and ber quest to build a strong 

and United India was thwarted by political and economic crises 

which country faced durlng her rule • 

. After her death ~yda as also other leading newspapers 

reported on detail about what is described as the treacherous 

assassination of a "WOrld leader. Newspapers in Ho scow front 

paged a black bordered photograph shoYJing the Soviet leaders 

Mr.Chernenko, Mr.Gromyko and Mr.Solomentsev standing reverently 

before a photograph of Mrs.Indira Gandhi. The papers also 

carried the address to the nation by Mr .Raji v Gandhi calling 

for restraint and calm. 
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§.oy:x£_st~~~~~!.§:. a respected central newspaper 

described Mrs.Indira Gandhi as the glorious daughter of a great 

people. The Soviet people showed movie clips of the heartening 

scenes outside the all India Institute of Medical Sciences 

where Mrs. Gandhi breathed her last. The Soviet News Agency 

Tass called the assassination as perfidious and villainous. 
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