INDIA’S EXTERNAL RELATIONS 9Rd & faq9r 9ay

In this chapter we study the g 3184 8§ &Y &l 3R dEd
story of this relationship e 9 3# fod S aR o

between the external and , .
the internal politics by ‘F-fﬁl Y A H a4 &l Trm{'fﬁ

focussing on EX

e the international context > 9¥Rd <h fagyr oyt 4 oA
that shaped India’s sTaus g gfifefat 3 R
external relations; i\

e the operational principles Em A N
that informed the » Ard &t faqw Hifa f6a fagral
country’s foreign policy; g fefya g3;

e the history of India’s > 9 X uifewmE S 9 9d

relations with China and & fod F9 ©: 3k
Pakistan; and ’
» ARd %t 9] Fifd 1 3IgHa

e the evolution of India’s

nuclear policy. fp1 feafaat o gam?
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International context AqU< 94
India was born In a very trying a9t e ik ey sfaesd

and challenging international

context. The world had fifearfaal # sm=i] g3l A1l glfl?ill
witnessed a devastating war TEdS <hl ddlal g 97 9T el ot

and was grappling with issues 3R 39 9E Fﬁtﬁw FT 9T

of reconstruction; yet another

attempt to establish an qUE A1l Th AR &A1 o oh
international body was T & ® o o SUfavErE &1

underway; many new countries \
were emerging as a result of the I o werwd I @ TR W

collapse of colonialism; and AT <9 THI gl @ oI U 33T ok
most new nations were trying to g ofieds S —H &4 3 3191

come to terms with the twin Sl &1 TR FW H Qe A o

challenges of welfare and
democracy. Free India’s foreign TdAdl oh g!,{cl 9% 9Rd 7 S faqsn

policy reflected all these Hifd 3T99E 379 B0 3 R USRI 6l
concerns in the period #oleh a2 | afydes & & 3 gUsi

immediately after

Independence. Apart from these o 3Tl 9Rd <l R 31 ﬁ?rrq i
factors at the global level, India of,

had its own share of concerns.
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The British government left US| T&R U4 U8 qUSR A
behind the legacy of many faarl’ &1 T Tﬂ faugd st T

international disputes; o _
Partition created its own ot; qEEAR & FROT ST \j‘}' T

pressures, and the task of iy [ 9 AR Tt feq &1 *m
poverty alleviation was e 8 91 TST A7 el Sl

already waiting for L . .
fulfilment. This was the gl WeHl & § RA 4 Th WA

overall context in which ~ U=-Usd o ®Y § qUsd AM™l
India started participating ¥ 9FiSH I[E &

in the world affairs as an
independent nation-state.
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As a nation born in the Teh U< oh ®9 § 9Rd 1 5

backdrop of the world war, favaag Al Wﬁiﬁq ¥ g7 ol w

India decided to conduct its .. .
foreign relations with an q qrd A AuHl fagwr Hifa & o=

aim to respect the gl M 1 GYHAT hT GHH HH
sovereignty of all other 3R wifd g Heh AT gL

nations and to achieve
security through the gvaa HT FT a8 wr @

maintenance of peace. This $9 A& &t Ufaeafs wiqum o
aim finds an echo in the Hifa-fdvre fagial & g 3@ 21

Directive Principles of State
Policy.
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Just as both internal and fSa e fedl safea a1 iaR & 98/
external factors guide the %l 3TTHAT 3 9 e Mol &%
behaviour of an individual or a ¥ st @ o 2y &) faRy Hifq st

family, both domestic and .
international environment R, IR AT aTarerol 1 SR gl

influence the foreign policy of 2| fammaeiia 3w & T A
a nation. The developing FaEAl o Hat A GURRI il U
countries lack the required HE S fou &0 G &1 319G gl

resources to effectively . \ \ . .
advocate their concerns in 21 39 weid 9 98- =g I HI 37dem

the international system. So 9 HIY-UIR A&Al it ARt STl o

they pursue more modest Hifa 7@ * €1 @ W & R 39 9@
goals than the advanced W Biar @ fo 379k 9si® o WA=

states. They focus more on M ® IR fae™ g ®l 9
peace and development in sifafea. fasrasiteal 291 anfdfs sik e

their own neighbourhood. )
Moreover, their economic and i T ¥ SAET drehdel 2e 9 f9it

security dependence on the @ld 21 8 fasfw@r &1 ot s fadwn Hifa

more powerful states R J9-d9 T gedl 2l
occasionally influences their

farainm naliavu
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In the period immediately <T@ favags & [ 9% & IR A 3HH
after the Second World War, fasm@siict @9 4 dihdaX <31 1 Osil
many developing nations #1 o W TR A9 ooy ifa e
1<::hos_;e to slt_lpport ;che T 31 29 @ 3 SFRE AL B
oreign policy preferences firet @1 ol 39 aE @ <P & R

of the powerful countries RN ,
who were giving them aid or W B H §E T TH @A GIH

credits. This resulted in the T W@ 3R IWSH w0l WM o
division of countries of the Y4E ¥ WI di TUU @I Wifadad 49 oh
world into two clear camps. g9 1)

One was under the

influence of the United

States and its western

allies and the other was

under the influence of the

then Soviet Union.
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The Policy of non-alignment

The Indian national movement was
not an isolated process. It was a part
of the worldwide struggle against
colonialism and imperialism. Rt
influenced the liberation movements
of many Asian and African countries.
Prior to India’s Independence, there
were contacts between the
nationalist leaders of India and those
of other colonies, united as they were
in their common struggle against
colonialism and imperialism. The
creation of the Indian National Army
(INA) by Netaji Subhash Chandra
Bose during the Second World War
was the clearest manifestation of the
linkages established between India
and overseas Indians during the
freedom struggle.

Tef e @i Hifd

TRAE T AR 3T 29 # &his as
g 98 €)1 ¢ gfrn # sufEvEg @ik
UUIaR & faeg 996 9 @ o iR
AR TR 3Nie ot 39t favasamdt ges
%1 feT@ oM 39 3N &1 TE AT AR
APIHT & 3 Jlad STQIe R g SIS
fiet 9 Tgdl Wi 9RA oh ARl Aar i
% 3 Suf-Est # ffed U™ 9o @
daren o Gue o 91 A gHl Aar emfEr
3IfTaTER IR GUIarE o favg T qEi
dSE IS ® A AdrSil gATIES 919 7 g
favags o SR ‘sfeam Avra ol (S,
TA.G,) &l 31 fhaT 411 399 9C F-4IC b
At gidr @ foh Tadsan Sfisie o M
O o ey fooyn d ® @ 9Rd 9 s
9% 9|
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The foreign policy of a nation reflects the
interplay of domestic and extemal
factors. Therefore, the noble ideals that
inspired India’s struggle for freedom
influenced the making of its foreign
policyy. But India’s attaihnment of
independence coincided with the
beginning of the Cold War era. As you
read in the first chapter of the book,
Contemporary World Politics, this period
was marked by the political, economic,
and military confrontation at the global
level between the two blocs led by the
superpowers, the US and the USSR. The
same period also withessed
developments like the establishment of
the UN, the creation of nuclear weapons,
the emergence of Communist China, and
the beginning of decolonisation. So
India’s leadership had to pursue its
national interests within the prevailing
international context.

fodt T =t forw Aifd @ Ik I<EA AR
Ied USRI &1 o oot 81 9YRd &1
EaAdl Aiad o 33 faard @ af@ o
3ehT EX 9RA &t fager ifa w ot a=
qed8ld, A i 59 9o ARl 8iad g3
3T 9uT IMags w1 IR o I[E B THT
A ‘guaniey fava UoHifa’ =t fede o
e M H U g% © [ Mags Fh AN
A Iyt @ut # 9 ® o1 s @i
1 T3 G TSA AT o 3 W
gifaga 991 A @1 & &9 favasm |
anfefe, UeHifas 3R @ <y SR ol
34 X H Ggad U §Y i i 9 S
qTY] B k1 fior I1® gan; | o
FE[TEE MU i LA g3
IAtafaeiiertor &1 gfenan ot &t S o
ARH g3 ATl AR o AdiSAl &l 0 T
fea ot w3d o PR ® G 2
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Nehru’s role

The first Prime Minister,
Jawaharlal Nehru played a crucial
role in setting the national agenda.
He was his own foreign minister.
Thus both as the Prime Minister
and the Foreign Minister, he
exercised profound influence in
the formulation and
implementation of India’s foreign
policy from 1946 to 1964. The
three major objectives of Nehru’s
foreign policy were to preserve the
hard-earned sovereignty, protect
territorial integrity, and promote
rapid economic development.
Nehru wished to achieve these
objectives through the strategy of
nonalignment.

1e® &l Yfuh! 9WRd o Usdl
JYEAAT SR 18® 1 U<
TSl 9 & ® fuiige qfieht
a1 3 guAEst o -9y fas3n
w3l w1 guEEst AR fawr w3l
% ®9 0 1946 9 1964 d& I8l
IR &t farw +ifa &1 @1 3R
fharaa- W T8Y 9491 S|l 48®
&1 faiyr fifa o 9 o€ =BY9 9-
Hfad gud ¥ qred YAl &t §9Q
AT, &g dsdl &t 91T T@Hl
3R 91 TR @ anfefer fashra e
18® 31 3534l il [EfYde &l
Hifd TR BIfel el 49Ed o




INDIA’S EXTERNAL RELATIONS 9Rd & faq9r 9ay

There were, of course, parties 377 {5t 391 o 3 Widar AR TyE
and groups in the country that g o9t & T g o R 9Ra

believed that India should be
more friendly with the bloc led by &l AW{HRT ©H S W SR

the US because that bloc =il SeHI AMfET Hifh 360 ©@H
claimed to be pro-democracy. st yfqs31 liedd & feOEd & ©9

Among those who thought on _» c N
these lines were leaders like Dr H ool 39 90 W Ed Al H S

Ambedkar. Some  political FITRIY dEHT H wifda o

parties, which were opposed to T=Eg &l fatitl T8 TsHIfas
communism, also wanted India qiffar ot 9redt of fo 9Ra o7u

to follow a pro-US foreign policy.
These included the Bharatiya focwr ifa spdet o 981 ® S

Jan Sangh and later the TH Tol ¥ HRAE SO AR TW@dA
Swatantra Party. But Nehru g f ygg o <fe, fajer fifa =i
!oossessed_ consid_erable_ leeway YR 3@ % a7 32E 1 T

in formulating foreign policy. -
dgd sHad il
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Distance from two camps I Em 9
The foreign policy of independent ST 9Rd &1 fader ifg 7 sfagef

India vigorously pursued the dream of
a peaceful world by advocating the fava &1 9Ua1 o R 9 fau 9Ra A

policy of non-alignment, by reducing Tefderar st fifa %1 wre fhan ara A
Cold War tensions and by 39% fou ¥iiags 9 IU8 d9E &t HA

contributing human resources to the Fq &} wifyrer &1 3R g U= ¥9 &

UN peacekeeping operations. You e .
might ask why India did not join either T110~ ol H STl T it 1Y 4

of the two camps during the Cold War gd ¢ T ¥Mags o RH ARG fwdt
era. India wanted to keep away from @WH H Hii ¥fHer & g3M? ARA, TR

the_militat_'y aIIian_ces led by US and ofx gifgga oo <t 3rEiE o<t @
you read in the book, Gontemporary 03T § ST ST T e e
World Politics, during the Cold War, F”'E'5'Ei|;"1%'w it 1 fhare ® amg
the US-led North Atlantic Treaty g doh @ fo INaqs o TUI WHT
Organisation (NATO) and the Soviet- 3y seqifess @fr G (NATO) 3R
led Warsaw Pact came into Hifeaa 99 X 39% S9E § CaREr g

existence. India advocated non- I 5
alignment as the ideal foreign policy T HI¥ HST €141 A1 Hild

approach. efRugar &t fifa =t |t w@m
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This was a difficult balancing Tqo 9 &1 98 wfe wifymn ot 3l
act and sometimes the H-F T H'(\LQH 9gd o Tl o9 9y
balance did not appear U oAl 1956 B S {3 W T
perfect. In 1956 when Britain & TS ® SET g T STEHe fEar

attacked Egypt over the Suez
Canal issue, India led the dl WRa 7 39 Ta-situfEfim sue &

world protest against this fores W 1%”3’? ®i SNER Hil TH
neo-colonial invasion. But in 9Td Hifaad ¥8 3 8T W 3MhA0T

the same year when the ol difehd ARG A Gifadd 99 o s9 HeH
USSR invaded Hungary, India =} gresf1e fgr 181 <11 & feufa oh
did not join its public 1SS, HHEY AR 7 A At

condemnation. Despite such S T A

a situation, by and large India .
did take an independent el q wEEd SR IgEH fRu

stand on various international
iIssues and could get aid and
assistance from members of
both the blocs.
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While India was trying to qRd 319 dreh fahaeie 290 i
convince the other WW & A % ar g

developing countries about .
the policy of non-alignment, SR &t d @ ool & wiwem

Pakistan joined the US-led 3! g 9T d-TeayT o
military alliances. The US was yyifiyer gt 411 g 99 9 1950 o

not happy about India’s i ) 7T
independent initiatives and WE H ARA-IWHT gaal 4

the policy of non-alignment. ¥<i¥ i1 gt | erdent, difam
Therefore, there was a 9 ¥ 9Rd Hi d9@dl g3 Skl i

considerable unease in Indo- ST It TS o)
US relations during the

1950s. The US also resented

India’s growing partnership

with the Soviet Union.
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You have studied in the last 39+ fUse 1ea™@ o T 1 f ARa
chapter, the strategy of ? frnfaa faera ®1 WHifa STOATE

planned economic
development adopted by off| 39 fifa & <X 3 &t HA

India. This policy emphasised FH T 1l 3 HURA-AUR AR
import-substitution. The HE W S = = s-ga;
emphasis on developing a afTeren fraka o Y 7 o

resource base also meant

that export oriented growth  Tid S8t Hifua oftl fawra +1 34
was limited. This rHiIfd oh ®wRoT Sl IfE 9 9rRd

dev_elopment st_ra_tegy I|m_|ted &1 anfefer -2 w1 Sifad om
India’s economic interaction '

with the outside world.
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Afro-Asian unity

Yet, given its size, location and power
potential, Nehru envisaged a major
role for India in world affairs and
especially in Asian affairs. His era was
marked by the establishment of
contacts between India and other
newly independent states in Asia and
Africa. Throughout the 1940s and
19560s, Nehru had been an ardent
advocate of Asian unity. Under his
leadership, India convened the Asian
Relations Conference in March 1947,
five months ahead of attaining its
independence. India made earnest
efforts for the early realisation of
freedom of Indonesia from the Dutch
colonial regime by convening an
international conference in 1949 to
support its freedom struggle.

THI-TRMERE Thdl

ARd oh hR, Aafefd AR sfea—Hrem
%l AR A8% A fava o A, T
TREE aWel ¥ 9Rd o fag agt it
f9M &1 @e 2™l A1 4EE oh SR H 9Rd
3 TR SR ABIST o Ta-Taas 230 oh
g1y ek SFMUI 1940 3 1950 oh <ITRT A
188 98 JER TR H TR Thdl &l
PRl L W 86 &I SAEE | 9Rd =
1947 o U4 ° g TR 999 g
(T 3T 1% d) &1 TS L STall
o Wdfeh 3l WRA il 3=l faem o =
TEH 99 &) 9Rd 3 sSSP &1 =l
fot QX 799 foul ARA dEdar o f&
sefyrn €= StufEafdes wea 9 qurEe
I gad 1 S| 399k fow ara & 1949
3SR & TWAAd-GAM oh qHYT # T
FAAUE T e fhan
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A SR &t 9fepan &1 Jed
gl of 3 38 qd Jed1 @ TR
1, @IHHY IR0 AWkl H SR TTHS
&1 faty fean sesHRMT & & I
qMET H THI-TRARE e 1955 ®
g AMHAR W &4 39 gT-UHe o
M 8 SFd 21 3BiswT IR wREn

firmly opposed racism,
especially apartheid in South
Africa. The AfroAsian
conference held 1In the

Indonesian city of Bandung in
1955, commonly known as
the Bandung Conference,
marked the zenith of India’s
engagement with the newly
independent Asian and
African nations. The Bandung
Conference later led to the
establishment of the NAM.
The First Summit of the NAM
was held in Belgrade in
September 1961. Nehru was
a co-founder of the NAM (See
Chapter 1 of Contemporary
World Politics).

T9-Taa 390 o 1Y 9Rd o 96d

quch &1 98 9 fag on argn-aH

H g Uy Sgier &l dia g

[l

TefRUer TS &1 Y8al e 1961

o faaear # seie d g3m s
AT bt TN ° A8® 1 HSdl

qfeer Wl ot (3, ‘gHTell fava

ToHIfd’ 31eAa™-1)
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TIBET

The plateau of the central Asian
region called Tibet is one of the major
issues that | historically caused
tension between India and China.
From time to time in history, China
had claimed administrative control
over Tibet. And from time to time,
Tibet was independent too. In 1950,
China took over control of Tibet.
Large sections of the Tibetan
population opposed this takeover.
India tried to persuade China to
recognise Tibet’s claims for
independence. When the Panchsheel
agreement was signed between India
and China in 1954, through one of its
clauses about respecting each
others territorial integrity and
sovereignty, India conceded China’s
claim over Tibet.

IGESK

Ig Weq U 1 AR UK R
tfqefas ®9 @ fasaq wRa IR <H o
s oo &1 T 91 g9 @1 2
dld O 999 999 W 9 1 fasaa
39 gemEfie fE Sarn AR @5
%! fasaa stig ot g3 1950 & <A
1 fasda W A9 X o= fassa o
SR A A S shead ol faqiy
fean 1954 & S 9RA AR 99 & &=
gl guEiid W E&er g it 3Hoh
JEdgEl 4 T 9 g8 o InfHaa ot foh
A W1 TH-TW T AFI U BT
TEE w1 F9 7 59 Y9 w1 A
e fo 9ra fassa w91 gEsA
%! 91 6l HR HL @I 2l
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The Tibetan spiritual leader 1956 ® <l IMEARART ATS A
Dalai Lama accompanied the e 9Rd & Snfusiiis ;a—,} X 3T

Chinese Premier Zhou Enlai
during the official Chinese at et € 9 fassaq oh et

visit to India in 1956. He AR AT W 9Rd Tgd| 384
informed Nehru about the faedd i ferredl feufa &l SR

worsehning situation in Tibet. Y ST
But China had already ®1 AN < S5

assured India that Tibet will 11 ﬁ.ﬁm &l 9 oh T gerhl
be given greater autonomy d $hEl IRl WEAadl & S|
than enjoyed by any other 1958 H =T ofuay o faog

region of China. In 1958, 2 )

there was armed uprising in H e _Q:» | =¥
Tibet against China’s fagie &1 =i &t 9=sn A I«
occupation. This was fe=m

suppressed by the Chinese
forces.
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Sensing that the situation ffa faredt I@Ry fasda o
had become worse, in 1959, qRUfieh Adr wrg M 4 9T 96T

Fhe Dalai Larpa crossed over qra ¥ gavT R 3ﬁ'{ 1050 § T
into the Indian border and

sought asylum which was ¥ IR A6 ARG AR A H
granted. The Chinese ¥XUI ] T| o9 4 9Rd o 39 HH

government strongly &1 wg1 fadiu feam fusat 50 Gren

protested against this. Over . . .
the last half century, a large % ot wem ® fasadl S 7 ARG

number of Tibetans have also R gfen & o= [/ A INOr o

n

sought refuge in India and 2l 9Rd ° (@& oot #) fassdl
many other countries of the ypupfefai «7 s€i-s€7 sfcaar @
world. In India, particularly in ferrad 939 % Hﬁ?ﬂ?ﬂ  gaadar

Delhi, there are large

settlements of Tibetan Tdesdl Yomfefar ot qad <<t s
refugees. Dharmashala in 8| <ol o™l 4 W 9Rd # YH9men

Himachal Pradesh is perhaps o3 21 39T fFa-<&E 9410 %|
the largest refuge settlement

of Tibetans in India.
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In the 1950s and 1960s many 1950 3R 1960 & <X § ARG &
political leaders and parties g R yoHifas @ 3T TsHAET A

in India including the -
Socialist Party and the Jan  '©°°¢ %l SIRT o gfa 1o

Sangh supported the cause of UL AN 31 3ol ° qivifas
Tibet’s independence. et 3R sEe Infae 2
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China has created the Tibet =i7 3 ‘@rEq fasaa &=’ s@mn 2
autonomous region, which is 3jv =g Terds &t 98 919 &1 3ifa=

an integral part of China. . -
Tibetans oppose the Chinese ST A | Ml = <k

claim that Tibet is part of 39 T@ &l A8l AFdl fh fasaa =i+
Chinese territory. They also =7 Y= 3 21 ST 8 S

oppose the policy of bringing g o <t wif$el w1 fassq ot
into Tibet more and more

Chinese settlers. Tibetans 98T S9H Bl =i &t ifa &
dispute China’s claim that fasadl SHar = fady foean fasadl
autonomy is granted to the 49 & 9 <@ & W TR 2 f&
region. They think that China . :
wants to undermine the HI T J Trg‘ %l d

traditional religion and 2 o fasaq &1 TRURe orfd iR
culture of Tibet. g il T Hich 9 g8l Grgdg

el 9redl Bl
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Peace and conflict with China =19 9 a1y wifa 3R e

Unlike its relationship with Pakistan, ifreqe o6 @121 399 g9 o6 faqdq

ree i bogar o latlorsty Wy sy 3 <t sl
' AT 92 I 8T & &Il i+ hifd

Chinese revolution in 1949, India was
one of the first countries to recognise 1949 ° g3 ot 39 *ifd o 915 9Rq, =i
the communist government. Nehru felt &} ffe &R &1 A=Al 34 9@ 968a
strongly for this neighbour that was o A ww em ufve 9 > ‘4.‘\!,('1 3
coming out of the shadow of westem 2 ?| \ \ \
domination and helped the new ael FE <A aﬁ.ﬂq’.{ Te® & wsd
government in intemational fora. % e "E ¥ IR 3R SaiwE waw
Some of his colleagues, like W 3§ TIHR &l UK Hi| 18E Hh FO
Vallabhbhai Patel, were worried about gexifiri-yges 4R Tedy9 qe gl i
a possible Chinese aggression in . : C oy

future. But Nehru thought it was ol 1 feett & = wRa W
iexceedingly unlikely’ that India will TG& ®X @hdl 81 dfe e 4 © o
face an attack from China. For a very f% 9Rd W &9 o 3ToRTU &t GHGAT
long time, the Chinese border was <x-<T a% =&l 21 ogd &t 9 9ra =1
guarded by para-military forces, not 9 T St T 9T A9 S 99

the army. IS -Af 1 o TEarel H¢ © 91
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The joint enunciation of wfaquil weeifaa & qra fagiat
Panchsheel, the Five It 99 &1 =Y YR S
Principles of Peaceful :

P T 8® IR HH1 5 Y99

Coexistence, by the Indian .
Prime Minister Nehru and the 9% TH o3 1 4gad €9 9§ 29

Chinese Premier Zhou Enlai 31ge 1954 & &1 <41 291 b &9

on 29 April 1954 was a step . . .
in the direction of stronger Heied 9y i f{wm H I8 Th

relationship between the two STl <sH ATl HIXG R = &
countries. Indian and Chinese =l @—{Fﬁ o 291 &1 T HW 9
leaders visited each other’s IR I Wrg § 9 die @—(ﬁ

country and were greeted by off
large and friendly crowds. |
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The Chinese invasion, 1962  dIH T 3TchHTI, 1962

Two developments strained this <9 & 9y v Rd <% 39 =T [gd &
relationship. China annexed < o 4 wem el = 3 1950 ®
Tibet in 1950 and thus removed firead W FesTl HY Tl SR ARG SR

a historical buffer between the
two countries. Initially, the 4 % §9 tfrerfas ¥ 9 ST

government of India did not WAl IA A1 =l S =t A, 9
oppose this openly. But as more 9™ B TN YE-IYE W R TR A
information came in about the <9 & 38 &gW &1 o 9 W fauy
suppression of Tibetan culture, T8t fan s8w@, fdsad =t q&hid %l
the Indian government dgrew Fae ® R T 9 TR o,
uneasy. The Tibetan spiritual T30 ure =1 B o w5 | s

leader, the Dalai Lama, sought
and obtained political asylum in & WIfiE A @ AT AR |

India in 1959. China alleged that JTITa® YRTT Al4dt 3T 1959 # *Ra
the government of India was S® YU ? & =9 3 A9 e
allowing anti-China activities to YRd &R 3I<EA X W =7 faqed
take place from within India. nfafafict =1 a1 @ ® ')
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A little earlie, a boundary
dispute had surfaced between
India and China. India claimed
that the boundary was a matter
settled in colonial time, but
China said that any colonial
decision did not apply. The main
dispute was about the western
and the eastern end of the long
border. China claimed two areas
within the Indian territory: Aksai-
chin area in the Ladakh region of
Jammu and Kashmir and much
of the state of Arunachal
Pradesh in what was then called
NEFA (North Eastern Frontier
Agency).

e H9 & Tgd 9Ra i 919 &
§id Th GH-fadrg df 38 @St g3l
ATl AR <l @ o1 T &9 oh 91y
HHT-3@T 1 AT AUS-IMEA oh
Uy & gorsman S el @1 A €A
%t YRR 1 el A1 o AUST wm9q
oh I %1 hygdl &l WA ST Gehdll
e faag <1 9 it o« dm-3an
% qfygdt SR qatf 8 & SR ® em
o A WRdE -84 § USH 91 <
ATl —STH]-H IR S @ dd fed
oh FAE-<F 3N 3BUMEA Y=RI—h
ffyenTyl feeql 9 3191 SAfHhrR Al

THUME Y33 il 39 UF AW Al
IA-Yet HHTd el Sdr o
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Between 1957 and 1959, the 1957 9 1959 < &9 =9 A
Chinese occupied the Aksai- AR - Sh W el HT (e
chin area and built a strategic .

. I€ ik z@ o ¥ sE wrEifae T

road there. Despite a very

long correspondence and BId & & fdu T s« M)
discussion among top HE GGG R R GIE G A Lk
leaders, these differences S et Tﬁlﬁf st Srd<fa Tt

could not be resolved.

Several small border cifh 3Heh dleS[g HAHS i
skirmishes between the W'&I‘[ Tl ST 91l <4t 291 i

armies of the two countries et & g T W@ ?:IT§ IR oY
took place. gﬁl ’
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Do you remember the Cuban Missile ‘TQUahiciiA fava UsHifd' o s AT |
Crisis in Chapter One of the Fa & faaEa-g&e &1 9= &1 T ol
Contemporary World Politics? While I STYH! TH g F A€ 22 59 9ud t[i
the entire world’s attention was on this X

fava &1 «aF St Wit &1 oA d

crisis involving the two supempowers, .
China launched a swift and massive 931 38 W& &t TE oM g3 o1, s 4

invasion in October 1962 on both the ¥wy <9 ¥ 1962 & 3aqe} ® i+ faarfsa
disputed regions. The first attack lasted o5 4v 57 a<ft 9o =AU w@T W SHT
one week and Chinese forces captured o) %Fﬂ U Th TH dh doll 3N 59

some key areas in Arunachal Pradesh. .
The second wave of attack came next R = A A S R %

month. While the Indian forces could #&<aqUi gollehl W sheall Y feadnl gaat 1
block the Chinese advances on the a7el R 9k TeH o I[€® g3 o= °

westemn front in Ladakh, in the east the o5 yfvgy 99 w adim @1 3 59 =)
Chinese managed to advance nearly to q5a qH afH ‘Ef A < A emt W

the entry point of Assam plains. Finally, \ o
China declared a unilateral ceasefire &C 319H % At feed o YAwER 9% TEd

and its troops withdrew to where they | JEEHR, diH 1 Thdlhl Jgfad
were before the invasion began. wifid feran 3R =9 &1 G9C 3§ T W

qile T 58T 9 89cl 9 U8el o gad § dHd
off|
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The China war dented India’s S9-Jg ¥ 9Rd &t Sfd &l I
image at home and abroad. ailx o9 & S geehT o

India had to approach the i
Americans and the British for 8 ¥%< ¥ 39 oh fau ara =6l

military assistance to tide Rt AR fses i | 8= Weg
over the crisis. The Soviet $1 TR AT 911 gifaad 99 ELS|

Union remained neutral . .
during the conflict. It induced - ®1 TSt H ¥ 9

a sense of national -5 ’\‘l' ARATE TS T
humiliation and at the same &l 4IC Ugdl cifh $Heh HIY-UIYU
time strengthened a spirit of T a9 qofgd] g"\fl 7S TIE
nationalism. Some of the to | .

P S waredt ¥ @1 @t switer @

army commanders either . :
resigned or were retired. 1 3FhIRT TS0 Y o™il "48® o

Nehru’s close associate and ISt &9 3ﬁ—{ eI RIGIR I B
the then Defence Minister, V. 1% F Y= &) o wR

Krishna Menon, had to leave
the cabinet. SIS TS
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Nehru’s own stature suffered =g& &t 3fd i o€l gfaa 3|
as he was severely criticised 9 m % 99 @d T |y
for his naive assessment of Y sk A a7 w9

the Chinese intentions and ) . )
the lack of military AL A8E Hhi dS1 3T=AT gal

preparedness. For the first qgeff R, ITH! WHER & faoTh

time, a no-confidence motion
against his government was ATV JHE A1 T SR

moved and debated in the AlhEd ¥ 39 W 989 g3l 3UHh
Lok Sabha. Soon thereafter, T{d 9%, H1UY 1 HF AU

the Congress lost some key 39-gA1al W YSEHl ©IE | I hI

by-elections to Lok Sabha.
The political mood of the USrHIfde A9 9] o el

country had begun to change.
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The Sino-Indian conflict affected ¥RA 99 T8 &1 3 fausfi el W
the opposition as well. This and the g3 39 95 3y SH-Tifaag 99 3
growing rift between China and the 9 Tgd TaUs @ ARdE st ae

Soviet Union created irreconcilable )
differences within the Communist (ST 11) % AN IS I3T-Ueh HHl|

Party of India (CPI). The pro-USSR difadd ¥¥ &1 4&izR ©@HI AUl H &
faction remained within the CPl and g 3k 391 109 & 919 A<l
moved towards closer ties with the e T B T T & fow ==

Congress. The other faction was for .
sometime closer to China and was ! &9l el X I8 @ FHUW o @™

against any ties with the Congress. f®dl it @@ =t Toiit o faers e
The party split in 1964 and the wRd™ FYF= Tl 1964 ® <2 I 39
leaders of the latter faction formed o 35 fiqr st ©T <19 +7 qeTyT o

the Communist Party of India )
(Marxist) (CPI-M). In the wake of the 3T ATRIARE AR HRE qret (.

China war, many leaders of what U1, TS TH. |1 Y1) a3 | -5
became CPI (M) were arrested for " H UGl oh s AdIST i =l hl

being pro-China. qe] 1 o INIY # @R feam &
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The war with China alerted 99 o 91y 'l 445 4 9Rd <h
the Indian leadership to the Aqren’ &l Tﬁﬁ-{ ) eEiste feufy

volatile situation In the .
Northeast region. Apart from o gfd g=d fHan a7 sarT e

being isolated and extremely TUS<l <M ¥ o1 3R ITT-UAT TS
underdeveloped, this region 1 o U= THdr R @S

also presented India with the feaTst
challenge of national 9 ot ¥ RCll<h] ‘1'1'5“ Iui Al

integration and political unity. HH-45 & qUd 91K 39 3cAeh i
The process of its T alid ° @eA hl KW IE
reorganisation began soon F1 TS| RS 1 ITd I o (&40

after the China war. Nagaland

was granted statehood,; T'?m ATOTL 3R ERQL EETF\E.
Manipur and Tripura, though 5-3MTad 99T & <ifhd 3] 31Ul

Union Territories, were given fgy=aar d» A= &1 YRR
the right to elect their own fiye)

legislative assemblies.
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Wars and Peace with ifesa@ & WY g 3R il
Pakistan HYHR AU H AR W &

In the case of Pakistan, the o < . .
conflict started just after Y d29R & Rd 91K & = 85

Partition over the dispute on T4l Il 34 gH faag & aR o
Kashmir. You will read more  31gqd 31eg o fawarR @ 9@ dehd

about the dispute in Chapter EFQ'lﬂ'{ T
8. A proxy war broke out %l 1947 ¥ & o S

between the Indian and qife&™ &1 99181 & & T
Pakistani armies in Kashmir 3S™I-Jg o ™1 o1l d8&w©, I8

during 1947 itself. But this gy Yofeamdt g BT €9 T @

did not turn into a full war. [ —— )
The issue was then referred 3!l 98 HUd HYdd U ¥

to the UN. Pakistan soon & gdld L A = 9gaF T
emerged as a critical factor T 3k 9 & 919 9Rd o

in India’s relations with the
US and subsequently with qagl & foer €@ WiewH &

China. HedYul "<h @
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The Kashmir conflict did not
prevent cooperation between the
governments of India and
Pakistan. Both the governments
worked together to restore the
women abducted during
Partition to their original families.
A long-term dispute about the
sharing of river waters was
resolved through mediation by
the World Bank. The
IndiaPakistan Indus Waters
Treaty was signed by Nehru and
General Ayub Khan in 1960.
Despite all ups and downs in the
Indo-Pak relations, this treaty
has worked well.

HYHR oh Haldd W gC 99 oh
TSR YRA SR Ui &t TRl
oh o9 WEAN-Heay I gul Al
&Rl A fHe-ga X 799 foan f&
deaR o W S "fead sT9Rd g3
of 3% I+ IRER o 99 9199
dler™l S goh| fava o &t
AeEYal 8 81 ol 4 fewds™ &l
by Il 31 W Th adl faag
goen faan mm Aw® iR SRa
3gd @ A Tay &1 Se1 6y W
1960 H &ER fhU| ARG-UTH
gayl d - o dES[g 39
gfy X Sth-31h 3M« gidl L&
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A more serious armmed conflict <SHl 33 & & 1965 H Hhal AR THR
between the two countries began in  fgmy 9 d-Tud =+ IFeA g1 MW
1965. As you would read in the next AT ™ N RN fF 59 a9

chapter, by then Lal Bahadur .
Shastri had taken over as the Prime < 00 ¢ 3% WH AR o FErEHA 2|

Minister. In April 1965 Pakistan 1965 @ 31dd # Wifh&a™ 3 TsR@ o
launched ammed attacks in the Rann &=3 diioh o @ o dfteh euell sl

of Kutch area of Gujarat. This was zgas a1 sH-H¥HR # ITA
followed by a bigger offensive in g fogdar & ™R o a2 I |®

Jammu and Kashmir in '
AugustSeptember. Pakistani rulers °. " feram mfrear o Aqretl wt IR

were hoping to get support from the off foh S -H¥HIR BT AT ITHT GHeiA
local population there, but it did not St i THT @1 31 HIER o A
happen. In order to ease the uw Uifewl 91 &1 9gd &l Uhd o
pressure on the Kashmir front, fore gamws ATeEREE IS % TS ®

Shastri ordered Indian troops to
launch a counter-offensive on the 1 ¥ TP d St gaen w3 @

Punjab border. In a fierce battle, the 7<% f<UI S <2 T JSA & o=

Indian ammy reached close to TR Sk 83 3R ARG i I AT
Lahore. Sgd U WRR oh ki a6 g TS|
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The hostilities came to an g U Y oh W8T § 39

end with the UN intervention. ASTS &1 3T g3 915 ¥ Oy
Later, Indian Prime Minister ' '

Lal Bahadur Shastri and gi" Rkl ('\"("qi’"i{ AT 3R .
Pakistan’s General Ayub Khan Yl &1 o STl 3Agd €1 oh
signed the Tashkent a9 1966 O qT9The—guATl g3

Agreement, brokered by the : .
Soviet Union, in January gifea @9 B'Fl'ﬁ e Hi

1966. Though India could fasr FaEl sEife 1965 &1
inflict considerable military @S % 9Rd 3 difh&E &1 984

loss on Pakistan, the 1965 =1 d=1 aifg Tl Afehd 39 IS

war added to India’s already
difficult economic situation. & TA &I HfcT anfeisd feafa w
AR SR S TS
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Bangladesh war, 1971 AR g, 1971
Beginning in 1970, Pakistan faced 197¢ ® yifsewam & MR & =Y
its biggest intemal crisis. The SEA Ghe o WSl g0l NFHEH &

country’s first general election
oroduced a split verdict - Zulfikar o ST TTE # WfSq SR ST

Ali Bhutto's party emerged a JfCH®R el Yt ®I el ufe=m
winner in West Pakistan, while the uifewe o faseit W@l Safe geiigied™

Awami League led by Sheikh 3V qiof st i 3 ol wifeear &
Mujib-ur Rahman swept through SRR STt @i .
East Pakistan. The Bengali .f 3 et % :i:} S —

population of East Pakistan had ) \
voted to protest against years of &U Y Sl oh AR o S oh

being treated as second class fatiy ¥ gaf wifew™ &t STelt ST =
citizens by the rulers based in West - 4ot & aie fear om wife=m &
ot i I-irnhge Pat'fJSta';LZ‘:ﬁ:s Vihe T T ST F wlwR E"; N
democratic verdict. Nor were they TE‘}V el ol T . aﬁ
ready to accept the Awami AT &Y Wl i dfhd o 36 AN &l Hl

League’s demand for a federation. wi&R & & fau TR &7 2
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Instead, in early 1971, the
Pakistani army arrested Sheikh
Mujib and unleashed a reign of
terror on the people of East
Pakistan. In response to this, the
people started a struggle to
liberate ‘Bangladesh’ from
Pakistan. Throughout 1971, India
had to bear the burden of about
80 lakh refugees who fled East
Pakistan and took shelter in the
neighbouring areas in India. India
extended moral and matenal
support to the freedom struggle
in Bangladesh. Pakistan accused
India of a conspiracy to break it

up.

gqh! STE Uifh&l 941 4 1971 ®
g qeitd @l iR s foan ek
el qrfesd@ o il 9 S[oH @M
IE fhUl SO o gel qiies™ &t
SHAT 4 MR g@Th At ARl
qIARYT i YR | o U ok
forw gosl ¥ feam 1971 4 @ 9
qIRd i 80 TG IROMHA 1 it
g8 Gl 91l 34 IRonet el

qifh & 9 9N 9Rd oh ASIalh!
gellhl ® IROT ot gu o wWa A
AR & ‘fqfed U’ &t Afdw
gaela R wifas weEa 1 wfesm
1 ARY Al fh ¥R 39 dig i
Tiferer +X @I 2
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Support for Pakistan came  UIfh&M i 318! 3 =9 7 #gg

from the US and China. The &% | 1960 o <919 # W1 3K 91
US-China rapprochement that 3, 5 g9uf =t g 3 =

began in the late 1960s \Rore we @ o 3k TEd af E

resulted in a realignment of
forces in Asia. Henry HAI-HHIHTT TA1 €9 & &I AT

Kissinger, the adviser to the 3 s Ugdfa = e &

US President Richard Nixon, %HcesR a8 fofasr 4 1971 & Jar
made a secret visit to China 3 gifgeM g4 gu U9y <9 =1 &
via Pakistan in July 1971. In R I 1 e g e N e i}

order to counter the US- \ .
Pakistan-China axis, India 1l <@ "R T $¥eh S« H Hiferad

signed a 20-year Treaty of 9 & ¥ 1971 # wifq 3R fisran =t

Peace and Friendship with Tsh 20-d819 4fYy W <qEd feal gfy
the Soviet Union in August 4 9Rd i 39 9d 6T STyargd e

1971. This treaty assured & =em 2R T ¥ gifaed 99
India of Soviet support if the aRd F W Hm
country faced any attack.
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After months of diplomatic  T& TsFfI® a9 3R @9 -t

tension and military build-up, & € 1971 & TR 7 9Rd 3
a full-scale war between

India and Pakistan broke out qfhE & 14 U Tﬁamﬁ RC

in December 1971. Pakistani 98 TN dife&™ o wgen faari
aircrafts attacked Punjab and 3 499 3k e W gqa foU

Rajasthan, while the army Safeh STHT Q0 7 TH-HTR J

moved on the Jammu and
Kashmir front. India YT Hidl Qi 9« § 9Ra 1

retaliated with an attack O @, AT 3R oe@
involving the air force, navy @ gfogHl 3 T’ﬁ 1< ° Rarg
and the army on both the 1| T bt 9 guefg sk

Western and the Eastern

front. Welcomed and WA oh §id ARd™ 941 et
supported by the local qifeesa @ & dsit 9@ 3 97|

population, the Indian army
made rapid progress in East
Pakistan.
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Within ten days the Indian <9 feai & 3T AR 991 A @THh1
army had surrounded Dhaka & 99 T T 9 fon 3R e d

from three sides and the
Pakistani army of about 90,000 Hf 1l o @t wfwwHT

90,000 had to surrender. With 1 &1 TH-HHYT 6T TS
Bangladesh as a free country, iRy & ®9 d T WdadA U<

India declared a unilateral & 3T S Y R 991 A 9

ceasefire. Later, the signing
of the Shimla Agreement R ¥ ThaR®T - form =ifea

between Indira Gandhi and &I 331 91K ®, 3 @@ 1972 &t

Zulfikar Ali ?hutto on 3 July AT et 3ﬁ-{ \{U(,Lhch T aTefl "j,g
1972 formalised the return of

beace. o o9 fIar-uumEid W S&Ed gU
3R a8 W &I &l g3
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A decisive victory in the war Jg # 39 furigs Sfia € 391 o
led to national jubiliation. 3IOIE H el ?as e e} rfeTHn
Most people in India saw this 3 3_@ -

SIGIR] G &t 58t & ®9

as a moment of glory and a .
clear sign of India’s growing ¥® @1 3R AT fF 9RA &

military prowess. As you YI-WehA Yool 3T 21 37 37

would read in the next .. . .
chapter, Indira Gandhi was v W e fo gfcu et 5

the Prime Minister at this 9 HARA Dl FUEEAL 4t 1971 &
time. She had already won  <lisqHl @l ® 3I= fasrg fueil
the Lok Sahba elections in offl 1971 &1 ST & o efeq e
1971. Her personal popularity - o

soared further after the 1971 &l HI AL AE A ol
war. After the war, assembly 34 g o 9§ AfUFR AT H
elections in most States took fayrgar o TAE U AN S
place, bringing large =i & FEg g 92 SEhd 3

majorities for the Congress
party in many states. Sicil
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India, with its limited resources, had YRd A 3194 Hifya U1yl o A
initiated development planning. frfsg faera NREIG ot

However, conflicts with neighbours
derailed the five-year plans. The GSEl ST o Wi GuY & HR0

scarce resources were diverted to TIIET FiSHT 92 @ S M1 1962
the defence sector especially after g; 1 94 &1 oTqq Hifad garyq

1962, as India had to embark on a .
military modemisation drive. The WEdR @ T & W e TS| "I

Department of Defence Production %l U A TR & S ICIECIETA
was established in November 1962 1 g1l 1962 § @i-3dE fauam

and the Department of Defence .
Supplies in November 1965. The 3R 1965 # &M Sqfd fasm =t

Third Plan (1961-66) was affected ST 3| IH{ G<@sld FisH
and it was followed by three Annual (1961-66) W & YT 3N IHh

Plans and the Fourth Plan could be B
initiated only in 1969. India’s . N A T A W)

defence expenditure increased STHC g3l aeft gaasa FSET 1969
enormously after the wars. d 3 IE B Rl 5 o 9K 9Rd
T -89 9gd A&l 9¢ T
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Fast Forward Kargil %S 3 ... EXRIC IR L
Confrontation 1999 & I[Eael HEA A wRdE

In the early part of 1999 several . \ i
points on the Indian side of the W &1 30 @imr 41 S

LoC in the Mashkoh, Dras, Kaksar fowm s 19, HI¥HIE, hlhWA 3R
and Batalik areas were occupied gqiferer W 397 &1 Yefee saM
by ~forces claiming to be .3 oo v forr eom wiiewaE

Mujahideens. Suspecting ) .
involvement of the Pakistan Army, g1 it 389 faclts e 91 &Y

Indian forces started reacting to wRGy 4T 39 *sdt o fac®h
this occupation. This led to a ghd B ST 3R QAT 29 & S

confrontation between the two

countries. This is known as the 999 88 TN 38 ‘&ifict &1 @SR’
Kargil conflict. This conflict went o w19 @ ST SITdl &1 1999 o

on during May an_d June 1999. By ‘TS‘—T*ET 7 g8 Fi‘s'l's‘ S @26

26 July 1999, India had recovered Y arfe

control of many of the lost points. iE"é .1999 Waf"[a X
faeMl W : YR T &1 o1l
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The Kargil conflict drew attention %Ifilet &1 @SR 1 R fava
worldwide for the reason that g wHiqr of T za@ e

only one year prior to that, both )
India and Pakistan had attained it SRS AT HERIN

nuclear capability. However, this 9 &1 379+l &HdT &1 YII H
conflict remained confined only @; | d8Td, I8 a—grg fa

to the Kargil region. In Pakistan, ? +
this conflict has been the source % Tameh d% e Hifaa @

of a major controversy as it was JP&IT 4, 39 WISK Hil AL 9gd
alleged later that the Prime fagare #=n el W= & 991 &

Minister of Pakistan wa§ kept in @ A gyEEs &1 =g T ool o
the dark by the Army Chief. Soon

after the conflict, the A | T@ o B EI§.I§ REENAY
government of Pakistan was IS UIfh&M %l ThHAd T TR
taken over by the Pakistan Army g 3% &t 3@z # uifharit

led by the Army Chief, General e 8
Parvez Musharraf. A ol |
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India’s nuclear policy HRAd bl YLHT] id
Another crucial development of =g 3 &t s @@ w1 off wr”a &1

this period was the first nuclear Ero) :
explosion undertaken by India In AL | AT {1974 & W A

May 1974. Nehru had always put 31Tl wderor fan a1 fd @ smuf
his faith in science and technology YTRd o {0l o faT A& 4 gAY

for rapidly building a modem India. fagM o1t gieifiet @ o191 favam

{-\ sign_ific_:an’f component of his ST 911 3E F st 1 A
industrialisation plans was the

nuclear programme initiated in the ™' YUl FeHh YTV A
late 1940s under the guidance of 1| gHh! eI 1940 o SIh h
Homi J. Bhabha. India wanted to 3ifqq §relt # gt SRR W91 o
generate atomic energy for iy # @ I ol 9Ra s

peaceful purposes. Nehru was o i -y & forg sy ool

against nuclear weapons. So he .
pleaded with the superpowers for ST dledl ATl & ] sferEmt &

comprehensive nuclear fEaea® 9| I=IA TeERIfFA W AUS
disarmament. ] et & foag s f<am
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However, the nuclear arsenal kept
rising. When Communist China
conducted nuclear tests in October
1964, the five nuclear weapon
powers, the US, USSR, UK, France,
and China (Taiwan then represented
China) - also the five Permanent
Members of the UN Security
Council - tried to impose the
Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty
(NPT) of 1968 on the rest of the
world. India always considered the
NPT as discriminatory and had
refused to sign it. When India
conducted its first nuclear test, it
was temmed as peaceful explosion.
India argued that it was committed
to the policy of using nuclear power
only for peaceful purposes.

Jeeldd, Y] gl o agiaddl sidl
El graE! ImE diet 99 7 1964 oh
TR ° XTIV qdeqor fam|
AVETHA-G0 {aUs arl Yo T
I A, S g U WH bl Gam
qog oh Tt ase ot o, gfn o
3T 3INM W 1968 i AV YER GfY
$l L9 98l AR 430 € 39 9fY
Hl AIHEYC AEAT TR A1l ARG 7 39
W IHEd hiH G TR & f5ar o
A H S YT g8l GLHY] G0
fhar at 39 3§ wnfaqul e FIR
fean 9Ra &1 %81 o1 f6 98 AvEIte
i fath wifaqel sE€vai o swuel
%! gt Hifa & gfq <& Haweu B
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The period when the nuclear {S/E 9% YU &1 fhaAT =T o

test was conducted was a 98 ;a—{ gﬁq sHIfa 9 feers 4

difficult period in domestic ¥
politics. Following the Arab- %! HIST ATl 1973 H S-S

Israel War of 1973, the entire J& g3il Al s9%h 9% tﬁ faga o
world was affected by the Oil g5 & feu sRR T=T g3m o

Shock due to the massive C A A 2
hike in the oil prices by the S Tt 74 dd & @ H AR

Arab nations. It led to qfs =X <t ol uRa 39 d9e 9
economic turmoil in India e gaEeTt 8@ ™R = 9ara #

resulting in high inflation. As AETEORITd 98d <S9Sl 96 TS| st

you will read in Chapter Six, L.
many agitations were going MY B3 AN W U@T TH dd T

on in the country around this o4 s ARG 9 ®© 9 3R g4l

time, including a nationwide gry IyrATd tG-gsda ot g2 o
railway strike. '
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Although there are minor Telifeh TUsHifase <ol a9 &g fae9T
differences among political iy & 9 o =2-T2 AqdS &
parties about how to conduct ¥ SfF aEd oot o et

external relations, Indian
politics is generally marked Il oh o TQT&[ G Edl,

by a broad agreement among AU i 3Gl Bl L& qen

the parties on national T ¥
integration, protection of 2 feq = W

international boundaries, and H&HId 21 39 SNV, ¥ J@d © f@
on questions of national 1962-1971 o €9 S 9Rd 1 diH

interest. Therefore, we find : e 3R E'Fla?
ﬂ@i nl AHAAl [ond dIg
that in the course of the

decade of 1962-1971, when & T H A S 9 9 W H

India faced three wars, or qifdat 4 WaR s 13 - fag3r =ifa

even later, when different +1 fHeht et &1 UoHifd | 92t
parties came to power from ifa @)

time to time, foreign policy
has played only a limited role
In party politics.
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Fast Forward India’s FS M Hl... WA I WH[-HRDBH
Nuclear Programme IRA < 9XATY] YER o & i =M
India has opposed the ¥ @Rl &1 T aiEt o1 fady e

international treaties aimed FfE 34 gt 3=t 3o w SIUEGE
at non-proliferation since .
they were selectively :ﬁrqj 3: - l Wﬁmﬁgﬁﬁ

applicable to the non-nuclear
powers and legitimised the &1 @ & XA WAfdd W THITTHR

monopoly of the five nuclear & auar <t s wW &l 6 &SRO, 1995
weapons powers. Thus, India # S qO-gaR 9y &t Af=aw
opposed the indefinite oh fau wg foan T o 9/a 7 sq@
extension of the NPT in 1995 oy frar sk ST =99 qEHTy

and also refused to sign the wder vhiey gf (Siefes Fw 4

Comprehensive Test Ban

Treaty (CTBT). aﬁ'—W) W o s & 9
sIh Y Y T




INDIA’S EXTERNAL RELATIONS 9Rd & faq9r 9ay

India conducted a series of nuclear 9Rd 7 1998 o H3 W YXHY] Y&vl fohy
tests in May 1998, demonstrating its si\x g Sarn fo ST g9 @1 =94t &
capacity to use nuclear energy for gy VR F WU § @ ® &HaT o
military purposes. Pakistan soon TS q¥q 9IS UIRREE 3 T RETY] qdher

followed, thereby iIncreasing the

vulnerability of the region to a nuclear ERURSES &?3' 4 ] g bl SR H
exchange. The international ¢ A fqtisdy fatsdt v SUHETEIY

community was extremely critical of H U S8 THIU] Y{&IUT shi ikl &gd IS
the nuclear tests in the subcontinent st 3R ST 9Ra a2 wifeEH, 1 | T
and sanctions were imposed on both gy ame 92 9 /' g1 faan & 9rd
India and Pakistan, which were _- T Aifa ® dgifas 9k W 97 9@
subsequently waived. India’s nuclear whwr = T 2 fF arE el I&:g ¥ fau

doctrine of credible minimum nuclear .
deterrence professes “no first use” THIY TR @ wfeh 39 sfer@md o

and reiterates India’s commitment to ‘T3 9gd Tl ®HUM 9RG &1 G Hifd
global, verifiable and non- ¥ ¥7 9 EWE TS © fF ARG Afvaw wR

discriminatory nuclear disarmament g Slu 3R AeuE &4 QY] TSR Lo
leading to a nuclear weapons free 3 o goqas 2 aifw o] B @
world.

qad faza &1 @A 8t




