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PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF INDIA

TO THE UNITED NATIONS

3 EAST 64TH STREET

NEW YORK. N. Y. IOO21

No.NY/PM/815/2/75 December 16, 1975.

The Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations presents his compliments to the Secretary-General
to the United Nations and has the honour to forward herewith the
enclosed threat dated 11 December 1975 from the Jewish Defense
League, 1133 Broadway, New York.

2. This threat has been brought to the notice of the
Permanent Representative of the U.S.A. to the U.N. It is also
brought to the attention of the U.N. Secretary-General with the
request that he may circulate this note and its enclosure to the
Member-States of the United Nations as an official U.N. document
and transmit it to the Committee on Relations with the Host Country.

3, The Permanent Representative of India avails himself
of this opportunity to renew to the Secretary-General the assurances
of his highest consideration.

H.E. The Secretary-General,
The United Nations,
New York



JEUflSH DEFENSE
ULAOUK«**»*>.*«•

THURSDAY, II DECEMBER. 1975

1133 BROADWAY, ROOM 1029

NEW YORK 10010, N. Y. "
TELEPHONE? 675-8547 '

TO THE UNITED NATIONS REPRESENTATIVES OF YUGOSLOVIA, POLAND, INDIA, PAKISTAN.
SOVIET RUSSIA, INDONESIA, MONGOLIA, AND EGYPT:

TODAY IS ONLY THE BEGINNING OF OUR CAMPAIGN ON BEHALF OF SYR3AN JEWRY. YOUR
COUNTRY VOTED AGAINST ZIONISM AND AGAINST THE RIGHT OF THE J1WISH PEOPLE TO

- A LAND OF OUR OWN. FINE. ,

WE NOW DEMAND THAT YOU DO FOR SYRIAN JEWRY THE SAME THAT YOU HAVE DONE FOR
THE SO-CALLED "PALESTINIANS". SYRIAN RACISTS HAVE REPEATEDLY DENIED THE RIGHTS *
OF INDIGENT JEWS AND HAVE COMMITTED BARBARIC ACTS, IN THE PROCESS.

IF YOU DO NOT DO FOR SYRIAN JEWS WHAT YOU DO FOR THE SO-CALLED "P.L.O.", WE '
STWLL DO FOR YOU WHAT *Bfc SO-CALU3Q "P.L.O;" EOE3 £g& SY&UN JE«3. '

WE APPLAUD ALL WHO HARASS YOUR REPRESENTATIVES, DIPLOMATS, WCMfiN, AND CHILDREN.
WE APPLAUD ALL WHO SMASH YOUR WINDOWS, DEFACE YOUR BUILDINGS, DAMAGE YOUR
PROPERTY, AND INTERFERE WITH YOUR NORMAL ROUTINES.

• • »
WE ARE A DESPERATE PEOPLE, WHO HAVE NO INTENTION OF BEING SUBJECTED TO ANY
FURTHER ABUS£ BY NATIONS OF YOUR TYPE. NEVER AGAIN.

THE INTERII \TIONAL EXECUTIVE
JEWISH DEFUSE LEAGUE ;

JEWISH DEFENSE LEAGUE INTERNATIONAL OFFICE, JERUSALEM, ISRAEL



KH/mh
NOTES ON THE MEETING BETWEEN THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 19.11.75

AND THE DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER OF INDIA
18 November 1975. 12.5O p.m. 38th Floor

Present were s The Secretary-General
Mr. Kurt Herndl

Mr. Das, Deputy Foreign Minister of India
Mr. Jaipal, Permanent Representative of India to UN

The purpose of the visit was a courtesy call of the
Deputy Foreign Minister on the Secretary-General. The
conversation focussed on three questions :

1. CYPRUS - The visitors referred to the five-power draft
resolution tabled the same day (A/L.775) and expressed the
hope that that text, which was somewhat softer than the
previous non-aligned draft, taking into account some of the
Turkish misgivings, would no longer meet with outright
opposition from Turkey.

The Secretary-General expressed gratitude for the
efforts of the non«aligned group towards a broadly acceptable
draft resolution which, if adopted might in turn facilitate
the Secretary-General's own task.

2. MIDDLE EAST - The visitors inquired about the latest
developments in the Middle East. The Secretary-General
stated in reply that he believed the door to negotiations
had not been closed. What was needed was to find appro-
priate negotiation machinery to move away from the actual
deadlock. The Arab states, Israel and also the PLO were
interested in continuing the negotiation process.

3. WESTERN SAHARA - The Secretary-General explained that
he was expecting formal submission of the text of the
tripartite agreement the same afternoon, whereupon he
would report to the Security Council. He described his
efforts undertaken in order to defuse the most serious
situation which had existed some time ago. The threat
to peace and security having been removed, the question
now was how to proceed with the decolonization of the
Territory, a question which would have to be decided by
the General Assembly. In reply to a further question,
the Secretary-General stressed that it could not be
foreseen how Algeria might react to the tripartite
agreement. Algeria had so far rejected any solution
which would not adequately involve herself as well
as the United Nations.

SG/

cc : RA/FMG
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/[/ & f *i M ' Sino-Indian border incident on 20 October 1975

,
At 0600 hours on 20th October an observation post party comprising

: - c - f;• I fo one non-commissioned officer and five other ranks moved forward from LUNGAR

\j .f to occupy its observation post at TULUNGLA located on the Indian side of the

•/ *""\ C" border. At 1000 hours the party reached a tactical location from where
I i • M

t*^ I rI 4 , \l TIFLUNGLA is approximately 30 minutes1 climbing distance and is clearly
I ^

visible. While two other ranks were left behind at this location, the remainder

of the party (one non-commissioned officer and three other ranks) began

climbing towards TULUNGLA. When our observation post party was in the

vicinity of the pass, Chinese troops from concealed locations, approximately

: 500 metres inside Indian territory, opened fire on them. Our men ran and

: jumped into a dry river bed which is again well within our territory. About

40 Chinese soldiers then left their concealed positions and ran into the river

bed in pursuit of our men. Thereafter no movement was seen by the two men

left behind.

Immediately after receiving the news we lodged a strong protest

with the Chinese Embassy in New Delhi on 22nd October demanding the return

of the men whom we had assumed till then to have been kidnapped together with

their arms and ammunition. On the same day the Chinese Government

protested to our Embassy in Peking accusing our troops of "intrusion and

provocations" and of opening fire. After handing over the protest note the

Chinese official told our Charge' d1 Affaires about the killing of four of our

soldiers. He was also told that the Chinese side was ready to hand over the
j

bodies of our soldiers at any time. On 28th October the bodies and weapons

were handed over to our representative on the Chinese side of TULUNGLA.
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While it is difficult at this stage to judge the motives of the Chinese

side in precipitating the incident, the following points are significant:-

i) A patrol of six persons does not proceed with aggressive

intentions;

ii) The men were last seen climbing a hill with guns behind

their necks resting on both shoulders;

iii) From their recovered weapons it has been observed that not

a single round was fired by them,

iv) The recovered bodies carried front wounds indicating that

probably the soldiers were shot after capture.



U N I T E D N A T I O N S

INTEROFFICE

TO:
A:

THROUGH:
S/C DE:

FROM:
DE:

SUBJECT:
OBJET:

r '
The Secretary-General

Mr. Brian E. Urquhart

Sir Robert

N A T I O N S U N I E S

MEMORANDUM INTERIEUR
r

DATE: 16 May 1975

REFERENCE:

Aide Memoire for Government of India

To save your time, and to avoid the possibility of new

issues being raised (which can never alter the basic facts of

this exchange with India) may I have your permission to delay

delivery of the Aide Memoire to the Permanent Representative

of India until you are away in Vienna for the next round of

Cyprus discussions?

If you agree with this suggestion, I could deliver the

Aide Memoire myself on your behalf or, if you prefer, one

of the Under-Secretaries-General dealing with political affairs

could do so.
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AIDE MEMOIRE

This has reference to the U«N, Secretariat's

aide memoire of 14th May 1974 on the subject of

50,000 tons of wheat supplied by the Government of

India in the summer of 1972 for the relief of certain

distressed areas in Bangladesh,

2. This supply was made by India to UNROD not

as a gift or donation, but on condition that the wheat

supplied would be replaced,, For obvious reasons, the

Government of India did not wish to have the 50,000

tons of wheat replaced from donations made by other

countries for Bangladesh while the crisis persisted.

However, it was the expectation of India that the

replacement would be made later.

3. Apparently, UNROD offered to replace the wheat

within two months of India's supply but during the

currency of the crisis, and therefore its offer could

not be accepted.

4. The dissolution of UNROD before replacing the

wheat supplied by India has transferred to the UN the

responsibility for replacement. The Government of India

would request the U.N. Secretary-General to examine

all possibilities of arranging the replacement of

wheat in kind or in cash.

New York
April 25, 1975,



ROUTING SLIP ' ' FICHE DE TRANSFUSION

TO: //
A: / I/U

FOR ACTION

FOR APPROVAL

FOR SIGNATURE

PREPARE DRAFT

FOR COMMENTS

MAY WE DISCUSS?

YOUR ATTENTION

AS DISCUSSED

AS REQUESTED

NOTE AND FILE

NOTE AND RETURN

FOR INFORMATION

./Uuto/<*£. ^
^OUR SUITE A DONNER

POUR APPROBATION

POUR SIGNATURE

PROJET A REDIGER

POUR OBSERVATIONS

POURRIONS-NOUS EN PARLER ?

VOTRE ATTENTION

COWME CONVENU

SUITE A VOTRE DEMANDS

NOTER ET CLASSER

NOTER ET RETOURNER

POUR INFORMATION

Date:

CR.I3 (7-73)



EXCERPTS FROM SHAIKH ABDULLAH'S STATEMENTS (rH'
(Statement by Sheikh Abdullah in the Court of Mr. N.K.Hak,

Special Magistrate at Jammu, on June 28, 1961.)

1. "In fact, the State has become a vast prison camp

where the people are governed by heinous laws and monstrous

ordinances some of xfhich entail death sentence while others

provide imprisonment for ten years without making it incumbent

on the executive authority even to apprise the victim of the

charge, not to say of a judicial trial.

"Hundreds of Kashmiris have suffered incarceration

for years since 9th August, 1953 under these lawless- laws ;

many were shot by the Army and the police; hundreds were maimed

and disabled for life; hundreds again were involved in fictious

criminal cases in order to silence their voice; and yet it is

claimed that there is stability!

"Be that as it may, these very events have demonstrated

the justice^ of the demand for the immediate implementation of the

pledge of the plebiscite given to the people by India, Pakistan

the_United Nations. The people of the State have no ;b

forgotten it and will never forget it."

(News Conference at Jammu on April 9, 196*1, as reported by

"Indian Express", Bombay, dated April 10, 1964.)

2. "Plebiscite was a commitment to the people of the

State, and 'it is they who shall decide the future of Kashmir'."

"Elections have been held in the State, but all

opposition parties, including the Jan Sangi and Socialists had

described them as fake."

(Speech at a post-prayer meeting in Jammu on April 10, 1964, as

reported by "Times of India", Somb ay 5 dated April 11, 1964.)

3. Mr. Bhutto's invitation to him to visit Pakistan seemed

to be a "reasonable proposition" .

Shaikh Abdullah said, his incarceration had not weakened

his res-lve to secure the right of self-determination for the

people of the State.
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He (Shaikh AbHullah) denied that the State's accession

to India had been settled by the Kashmir Constituent Assembly.

Accession, he 'added, was brought about by putting him in jail

and buying and intimidating members of the Constituent Assembly.

(Speech at a public meeting a Bhadarwah on April 13, 1964, as

reported by "Times of India", Bombay, dated April 14, 1964.)

4. "...he (Shaikh Abdullah) had disputed since 1953

(when he was dismissed and jailed) that Kashmir's accession was

final. He had been agitating for settling the dispute. If

today, after his release, he was asked not to talk on the future

of the State and communal harmony, what else was he to say?"

(Speech at a public meeting at Kishtwar on April 14, 1964, as

reported by "Indian Express", Bombay, dated April 15, 1964.)

5. Kashmir's accession to India was "provisional" in as

much as the State had "temporarily" surrendered defence, foreign

affairs and communications to the Centre.... Kashmir had not

surrendered residuary powers to India and the accession on the

three surrendered subjects was also subject to confirmation.

That was why Article 370 was a temporary Clause.



APPENDIX VI

India's Solemn Pledges on Kashmir

Indian Prime Minister's
telegrams to British and Pakis-
tan Prime Ministers,
October 27, 1947.

"I should like to make it clear that the question of aiding
Kashmir in this emergency is not designed in any way to
influence the State to accede to India. Our view which we
have repeatedly made public is that the question of accession
in any disputed territory or State must be decided in accord-
ance with the wishes of people, and we adhere to this view."

Lord Mountbatten,
Governor-General of India
replying in Kashmir Mahara-
jah's request for accession to
India, October 27,1947.

"In consistence with their policy that in the case of any
State where the issue of accession has been the subject of dis-
pute the question of accession should be decided in accordance
with the wishes of the people of the State, it is my Government's
wish that as soon as law and order have been restored in Kash-
mir and her soil cleared of the invader, the question of State's
accession should be settled by a reference to the people."

Indian Prime Minister's broad-
cast to the Nation from All
India Radio, November 2, 1947.

"We have declared that the fate of Kashmir is ultimately
to be decided by the people. That pledge we have given
(and the Maharajah has supported it) not only to the people of
Kashmir but to the world. We will not and cannot back out of
it. We are prepared when peace and law and order have been
established to have a referendum held under international
auspices like the U. N. We want it to be a fair and just refer-
ence to the people, and we shall accept their verdict. I can
imagine no fairer and juster offer.

"We are anxious not to finalize anything in a moment of
crisis and without the fullest opportunity to be given to the
people of Kashmir to have their way. It is for f hem ultimately
to decide.

"And let me make it clear that it has been our policy all
along that where there is a dispute about the accession of a
State to either Dominion, the accession must be made by the
people of the State. It is in accordance with this policy that
we have added a proviso to the instrument of accession of
Kashmir."

61



Indian Prime Minister's
telegram to Pakistan Prime
Minister, November 4, 1947.

"I wish to draw your attention to broadcast on Kashmir
which I made last evening. I have stated our Government's
policy and made it clear that we have no desire to impose our
will on Kashmir but to leave final decision to the people of Kash-
mir. I further stated that we have agreed on impartial inter-
national agency like U. N. supervising any referendum.

"This principle we are prepared to apply to any state
where there is a dispute about accession. If these principles
are accepted by your Government there should be no difficulty
in giving effect to them."

Indian Prime Minister's
telegram to the Prime Minister
of Pakistan, November 8, 1947.

". . . where the State has not acceded to that Dominion
whose majority community is the same as State's, the question
whether the State has finally acceded to one or other Domi-
nion should be ascertained by reference to the will of people."

Indian Prime Minister's letter
to the Prime Minister of Pakis-
tan, November 21, 1947.

"Kashmir should decide question of accession by plebis-
cite or referendum under international auspices such as those
of United Nations."

Indian Prime Minister's
statement in Indian Constituent
Assembly, November 25, 1947.

"In order to establish our bonafides, we have suggested
that when the people are given the chance to decide their
future, this should be done under the supervision of an impartial
tribunal such as the United Nations Organization. The issue
in Kashmir is whether violence and naked force should decide
the future or the will of the people."

Indian Prime Minister's telegram
to Pakistan Prime Minister,
December 12, 1947.

"We have given further thought, in the light of our dis-
cussion in Lahore, to the question* of inviting U. N. to advise
us in this matter. While we are prepared to invite U.N.O.
observers to come here and advise us as to proposed plebiscite,
it is not clear in what other capacity the U. N. help can be
sought. . .

" . . . I confess, however, that I find myself unable to
suggest anything beyond what I have offered already, namely,
to ask U. N. O. to send impartial observers to advise us regard-
ing the plebiscite."

Indian Prime Minister's
statement in the Constituent
Assembly of India,
March 5, 1948.

"Even at the moment of accession, we went out of our

* Suggested ^ y Pakistan—Editor
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way to liuke ;\ unilateral declaration that we would abide by the
w i l l of ihe people of Kashmir as declared in a plebiscite or
rct'eivmlum. We insisted further that the Government of
K a s h m i r must immediately become a popular government. We
h a v e adhered to tha t position throughout and we are prepared
to luiu" a plebiscite, w i th every protection for fair voting, and
u> abide by the decision of the people of Kashmir.

".. . . U l t i m a t e l y there is no doubt in my mind that, in
Kashmir as elsewhere, the people of Kashmir will decide
f i n a l l y , and all i ha t we wish is that they should have freedom of
decision w i t h o u t any external compulsion."

White Paper on Kashmir,
issued by Government of
India, 1948.

"The question of accession is to be decided finally in a free
plebiscite, on this there is no dispute. There will be no
victimization of any native of the State, whatever his political
view may be, and no Kashmiri will be deprived of the right to
vote."

Gopalaswami Ayyangar,
address in the Constituent
Assembly, May 27, 1949.

"No doubt we have offered to have a plebiscite taken
when the conditions are created for the hodling of a proper,
fair and impartial plebiscite. But if the plebiscite produces a
verdict which is against the continuance of accession to India

of the Kashmir State, then what we are committd to is simply
that we shall not stand in the way of Kashmir separating itself
from India."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment at press conference in
London, January 16, 1951, re-
ported in The Statesman, New
Delhi, January 18, 1951.

"... .We all agreed that it is the people of Kashmir who
must decide for themselves about their future externally or
internally. It is an obvious fact that, even without our
agreement, no country is going to hold on to Kashmir against
the will of the Kashmiris."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the Indian Parliament,
February 12, 1951.

"We had given our pledge to the people of Kashmir, and
subsequently to the United Nations ; we stood by it and we
stand by it today. Let the people of Kashmir decide."

Indian Prime Minister's address
at public meeting in Srinugar,
June 4,1951, reported in Hindu,

' " Madras, June 5, 1951.

"First of all, I would like to remind you of the fateful days
of 1947 when I came to Srinagar and gave the solemn assurance
that the people of India would stand by Kashmir in her struggle.
On that assurance, I shook Sheikh Abdullah's hand before the



vast multitude that had gathered there. I want to repeat that
the Government of India will stand by that pledge, whatever
happens. That pledge itself stated that it is for the people of
Kashmir to decide their fate without external interference.
That assurance also remains and will continue."

Indian Prime Minister's report
to the All India Congress Com-
mittee, in The Statesman,
New Delhi, July 9, 1951.

"Kashmir has been wrongly looked upon as a prize for
India or Pakistan. People seem, to forget that Kashmir is not a
commodity for sale or to be bartered. It has an individual
existence and its people must be the final arbiters of their
future. It is here today that a struggle is being fought, not in
the battlefield but in the minds of men."

Krishna Menon,
Press Statement in London,
reported in The Statesman,
New Delhi, August 2, 1951.

"It is not the intention of the Government of India to go
back on any commitment it has made. We adhere strictly to
our pledge of plebiscite in Kashmir—a pledge made to the
people of Kashmir because they believe in democratic Govern-
ment We do not regard Kashmir as a commodity to be
trafficked in."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment, as reported by Amrita
Bazar Patrika, Calcutta,
January 2, 1952.

"Kashmir is not the property of either India or Pakistan,
it belongs to the Kashmiri people. When Kashmir acceded to
India, we made it clear to the leaders of the Kashmir people
that we would ultimately abide by the verdict of their plebis-
cite. If they tell us to walk out, I would have no hesitation in
quitting Kashmir. . .

"We have taken the issue to the United Nations and given
our word of honour for a peaceful solution.... As a great
nation, we cannot go back on it. We have left the question for
final solution to the people of Kashmir and we are determined
to abide by their decision."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the Indian Parliament,
June 16, 1952.

"If, after a proper plebiscite, the people of Kashmir said,
'we do not want to be with India', we are committed to accept
it though it might pain us. We will not send an army against
them. We will accept that, however hurt we might feel
about it, we will change the Constitution, if necessary.

"India is a great country and Kashmir is almost in the
heart of Asia. There is an enormous difference not only
geographically but in all kinds of facts there. Do you think
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in dealing with Kashmir] you are dealing with a part of U. P.
>r Bihar or Gujrat?"*

Indian Prime Minister's speech
at public meeting in New Delhi,
as reported in The Times of
India, Bombay, July 7, 1952.

"In any event, from the start India was committed to the
principle of letting the final word regarding accession rest with
the people of the princely states and there could be no getting
away from that commitment. In fact, that was why India had
accepted Kashmir's accession only provisionally in 1947, pend-
ing the expression of the will of the people."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the Indian Parliament,
August 7, 1952.

". . . With all deference to this Parliament, I would like
to say that the ultimate decision will be made in the minds and
hearts of the men of Kashmir and not in this Parliament or at
the U. N. . . . First of all, let me say clearly that we accept
the basic proposition that the future of Kashmir is going to be
decided finally by the goodwill and pleasure of her people. The
goodwill and pleasure of this Parliament is of no importance
in this matter, not because this Parliament does not have the
strength to decide the question of Kashmir but because any
kind of imposition would be against the principle that this
Parliament holds. . . If, however, the people of Kashmir do
not wish to remain with us, let them go by all means; we will

*Provinces of India—Editor.

not keep them against their will, however painful it may be to
us. We want no forced marriages, no forced unions. . . .

"I want to stress that it is only the people of Kashmir who
can decide the future of Kashmir. It is not that we have
merely said that to the United Nations and to people of Kash-
mir ; it is our conviction and one that is borne out by the
policy that we have pursued, not only in Kashmir but every-
where. Though these five years have meant a lot of trouble
and expense, and in spite of all we have done we would willingly
leave Kashmir if it was made clear to us that the people of
Kashmir wanted us to go. However sad we may feel about
leaving, we are not going to stay against the wishes of the
people. We are not going to impose ourselves on them at the
point of the bayonet.

"I started with the presumption that it is for the people
of Kashmir to decide their own future. We will not compel
them. In that sense, the people of Kashmir are sovereign."

Joint Communique by Prime
Ministers of India and Pakistan,
August 20,1953.

"The Kashmir dispute was specially discussed at some
length. It was their firm opinion that this should be settled
in accordance with the wishes of the people of that State with
a view to promoting their weh-being and causing the least
disturbance to the life of the State. The most feasible method
of ascertaining the wishes of the peopie was by fair and impartial
plebiscite. Such a plebiscite had been proposed and agreed to
some years ago. Progress, however, could not be made
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because of lack of agreement in regard to certain preliminary
issues.. The Prime Ministers agreed that these preliminary
issues should be considered by them directly in order to arrive
at agreements in regard to this. These agreements would have
to be given effect to and the next step would be appointment
of a Plebiscite Administrator."

Indian Prime Minister's letter
to Prime Minister of Pakistan,
September 3, 1953,.

". . . We suggested the salutary rule that the Plebiscite
Administrator should be chosen from some small and more or
less neutral country of Asia or Europe. There are many such
countries and there should be no difficulty in rinding an eminent
and impartial person from among them.

"As a result of the plebiscite over the entire state we
would be in a position to consider the matter, so that the final
decision should cause the least disturbance and should take into
consideration geographical, economic and other important
factors.

"1 should like to make it clear that there is no intention
on my part to exclude the U. N. from this question of Kashmir.
The Plebiscite Administrator would function under U. N.
supervision but it seems to me quite obvious that while the U. N.
can be helpful, any settlement must depend upon the consent
and co-operation of India and Pakistan. Therefore, it is for us
to agree and not to look to the U. N. to produce some settle-
ment, without our agreement.

". . . If we aim, as we must, at closer and cooperative
relationship between India and Pakistan, we must find a solu-
tion of the Kashmir problem which is not only satisfactory to
the people as a whole there but is also achieved without bitter-
ness and sense of continuing wrong to India or Pakistan.

". . . Obviously, the Kashmir problem is of high import-
ance ; in some way the most important problem before us,
and we must tackle it."

Indian Prime Minister's letter
to Pakistan's Prime Minister,
November 10, 1953.

"You refer to the question of regional plebiscite. I can
only repeat what I endeavoured to put before you when we met.
Our object is to give freedom to the people of Kashmir to
decide their future in a peaceful way so as to create no upset,
as we said in our joint statement. . .

"Therefore, I had suggested that the plebiscite should be
for the State as a whole and the detailed result of the plebiscite
would then be the major factor for the decision to be taken.
The detailed result will give us a fairly clear indication of the
wishes of the people not only in the state as a whole but
in different areas."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the Indian Parliament,
February 22, 1954.

"[The Constituent Assembly of Kashmir] did not come—it
cannot come—in the way of our observing our international
commitments in regard to a plebiscite, in regard to anything."
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Indian Prime Minister's speech,
as reported in The Times of
India, May 16, 1954.

"India will stand by her international commitments on the
Kashmir issue and implement them at the appropriate time.

''The repudiation of international commitments would
lower India's prestige abroad."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the India Council of
States, May 18, 1954.

"Every assurance we have given, every international
commitment we have made in regard to Kashmir holds good

and stands. Difficulties have come in the way and may come
in its fulfilment, but the difficulties are not our seeking but of
others. But so far as the Government of India are concerned,
every assurance and international commitment in regard to
Kashmir stands."

Indian Prime Minister's state-
ment in the Indian Parliament,
March 31, 1955.

"... .Kashmir is not a thing to be bandied about between
India and Pakistan but it was a soul of its own and an individua-
lity of its own. Nothing can be done without the goodwill
and consent of the people of Kashmir."
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