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IS INDIA A SOVIET ALLY ?

byl.n.m

I
The_Bagkirop

It is worth while casting a glance backwards to consider the backdrop
to the Indo-Soviet Treaty of 9th August, 1971, in arder to assess the full
of ite long-term effects, before endeavouring to answer the
question put to me by the Bditory.

Such a longfterm view is called for by the fact that the authors of the
Treaty have, contraxy to popular impressions, publicly declared that the
Treaty had nothing to do with the developuents at that time in Bast Bengal,
now known as Bangla Desh. Thus, Mr. T.N. Kaul, then India's Foreign Secretary
and now Ambassedor in Washington, on the very day of the signing the Treaty,
said ¢ "We have been warking for this Treaty for over two years. It has

nothing to do with the develomments in Bast Bengal or the attitude of the
United States."

80 too, speaking in the Indian Parligment a day later on 10th August,
Mr. Swaran Singh, the Minister of External Affairs, tald the Iok Sabha @
"This Treaty has nothing to do with Dr. Kissinger's visit to Peking, but the
timing of it has been sugch that it was very well received by practically all
sectiong of the people”. This undoubtedly was a reference to the general
expegtation that the Treaty was mrimarily linked with the popular slogan of
the liberation of Bangla Desh. There is no reason to doubt the basic honesty
of these two statements whigh appear to reflect reality.

That reality is that work on the projeet had been proceeling from some
time in the middle of 1969, This would mean that the Sovet project was an

effort to implement the Breshnev Flan for collective security in Asia, which
was publicised around that time in June 1969.

Frayda, on its part, corroborated all this on November 25, 1973, on the
eve of Mr. Breshnev's visit to Delhi, when it wrote : "This Treaty not only

::::2“ the achieved level of our relations but put them on a long=ternm

Wy the proposed Treaty was kept a secret during the intervening two
i:;rl' it is not poesible for anyone to guessy but evidently publiec opinion
the elimate were not right and the develoments in East Bengal, as

Mre Bvaren Singh has admitted, came in handy to faci
litate the selling of
the Treaty to the Indian public at large. ;
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6. the genesis of the Treaty goes back even much
turthﬁ :-::f' g;:::fn; in Dasalh:l on the same platform u'lri‘ I;gnid
::::hnnv-on.!ovanhar ﬁ:;g;iza:a:rzszicu;: 2:“351'.;2213 :orrtho origin of
Indo:;::;a:hi:;ezzzz;p, claimed that "it was even before our Independence”,
referring perhaps to the-sewewsy pro-Soviet attitude of her fathnri s
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, from as far back as 1935, when he §°t invo v;
the Front Populaire and the People's Front against Fascisn". Many o 3
those who shared that world view in the mide=thirties learnt from auhno%
ent events and changed their position, but unfortunately, Nehru was no
one of them, A great deal of his foreign policy for the first two gecndes

of India's freedom can only be understood against this background.
It is not generally recalled that in his Presidential Address to the

‘fLunknnu Session of the Indian National Congress in April 1936, Nehru
| frankly adopted the Marxist World view 1

vorldPhgigadslyi#and there is a progressive deterioration every-

where axcept in the wide-flung Soviet territories of the U.S.5.K.
where, in marked contrast with the rest of the world, astonishing
progress is made in every direction. Two rival economic and

i> "Everywhere conflicts grow and a great depression overvhelms the
VY

political systems face each other in the world and, though they tole=-

rate each other for a while, there is an inherent antagonism between
them and they play for mastery on the stage of the worlds One of
them is the capitelist order which had inevitably developed into
vast imperialisms which, having swallowed the colonial world, were
intent on eating each other upj powerful still and fearful of war,
which might endanger their possessionNSeescssess The other is the

new socialist order of the USSR which goes from progress to

progress, though often at terrible cost, and where the probdlems of
the capitaliest world have ceased to exist,

"Copitalism, in its difficulties, takes to fasciem with zll its
brutal suppression of what Western civilisation has apparently

stood fory it becomes, even in some of its homelands, what its
imperialist counterpart have long been in the subject colonial
gountries. Fascism and Imperialism thus stand out as the two

faces of the new decaying capitalisMeesessss..S0cialiem in the Vest
and the rising nationalisms of eastern and othey dependent countries
oppose this combination of Fascism and imperialism. Nationalism

in the East, it muat be remembered, is essentially different from
the new and terrilly nexrow nationalism of Fascist countries; the

former is the historical urge to freedom, the latter the last
refuge of reaction.

"Thus we see the world divided up into two vast ups t

- o = the
Inp-riultat eand Fascist on one side, ihe Bociaf::tpsnd ::{lonsliat
on the other. There ie some overlapping of the two and the line
between them is difficult to draw, for there is rutual confliet
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tween the Fasciet and Imperialist Powers, and the nationalism of
:uatmtﬂummﬂmsmurwim But the main
& vision holds and if we keep it in mind, it will ve easier for us
$and world conditions and our own place in them seesssces
ture

is full of hope it is largely becsuse of Soviet Ruseia
what it has done, and I am convinced that, if some world catas~

es not intervene, this new civilisation will spread to other
and put an end to the ward and conflicts which capitalism

It is thus correst to say that the Indo=-Soviet Treaty is nothing tut &
legitimisation of a limison that hed existed for several years and which
eould now be publicly sdmitted. On the other hand, Mrs. Indira Gandhi's
statement that "from the beginning, the Soviet Union's understanding
and sympathy” towerds the struggle of the Indian people for freedem had been
there is palpadly incorrect. For years after India achieved Independance
from Britain, the Soviet Union and the Fucsian Communsts refused to accopt
the fect that Indla was free. They maligned Gandhi as a resctionary and
fneisted that India's independence wes a sham, The year India becane &
sovereign independent republic, A.M. Dyskov, & Soviet Asian expert, wrote s

*The political and military strategic dependence of both dominions
(Indian and Pakistan) on England and the US found its expression in
. agreenents which were concluded between these two countries and Ingland
at the Imperial Coaference in October 1948, and in April 1949....e¢¢ On
Joincgy 26, 1950, to deceive the macees, India was proclaimed an
independent repudblic®,

Another example of the attitude was to be found in the Soviei Lpoyclo=
Daedig, 1951 &

"The National Congress in Indic.... are obedient executors of the

will of the British American imperieali thel
= S pe oty their mainstay in the

The signing of the Treaty marks #he end of the ers of India's none
alignment and in that sense it represents a hreak with the pu:t: Hotwith=
standing the foct that Prime Minister Nehru's non=aligsnment had always been
: loaded one, with & doudble standerd of morality == a very striect and
"lnlnr.loul one for the US and the West and a lax and easy one for the Soviet

gime == the giving of Juridieal recognition even to an existing
relationship marks a point of no return.

The prestigecus S Zedtung w
4 a8 not wrong when it wrote s "More
ol;ﬂ:h:';r':lfom Indie’s resclves, moves and mon-moves will reflect thoce
o A oviet Union, It-ﬂlemunnﬁuo-tonwthatthisla-ha‘l
ome of Indla's proved policy of non-alignment.™
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he-
ommhntom-mmummtrmd-ﬂhmerhh-
tm:rmtithmthcmm-oruum“-uum the two countries.

view
It is true that Article IV of the Treaty glves expreseion on thor
that India on the one side respects the peace=loving po:u.o{ of the USSR and,
as part of the deal, records that the USSR “respects India's policy of non-
alignnent®.

This verbal reciprocity is, however, more apparent than real since the
soviet understanding of nonealignment has always been quite different from
what {0 understood by it elsewhere. According to a Soviet docunment »

»The Soviet Union and socizlist countries support the none
alignment policy of the developing countries. But the success
of this policy depends on the unity of thought and soilon of
the developing countries and the socialist countries in
international u‘utu}f’m the anti-imperialiest struggle.

"Yashington's call to non=aligned countries to keep at an

oqual distance from military-poll tical blocs, {rom Hoccow

and Vashington, fit in with the theory of ‘pure non-alignment'.
But this ies pert of Washinston's strategy to detach the non-
aligned world from their jrinoipal ally - the socialist
countries, lNon-alignment can rest only on anti-impoerialist
foundations, because objectively the interests of the third
world as a whole and of separnte developing states basically
run counter to the policy of the imperialist powers.”

Hore recently, a8 reported in the Swiss paper Neue Zurchor
on Novenber 23, 1973, the official central organ of the Comuunioct y in
Moscov, comented critically on the non-
aligned conference in ﬁm. They were accused among other things of
ignoring the "peace offensive of the communist countries®, The article
vent on %0 say that the nomealigned countries ought to redefine their role
and take up a olear position in the conflict between the world's twe scocial

gystems » capitalism and communism, The Soviet writer ended wi
example 3 Castro's Cuba § wdeogdh

It 1s Article, IX and X thot clinch the argument in rogard to the
tatuze of the Treaty. Artiele IX whichy at a firet glance, might bo comstrued|
to b: & Dore commitment to mutual consultation, turns out to involve a $
:ﬂ; tmt;nt of a more farereaching nature. Commencing with an agreement by
8 ::. to abstain from providing any assiotance to any third perty -

'ﬂcﬂﬁ thn:m:d conflict with the other Party, the Article thea gees on %o
.mt . tho' in the event of either Party being subjected to an attack or

hrea reof, the High Contracting Parties shall inmediately enter inte
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mutual consultations in crder to remove such a threat and to take ‘ﬁl’“m"!
ef fective measures to ensure peace and security of their countries.

words here are "in order to remove such threats and to
take ::;::g:::?:nd effective measures.” It is thus made clear that the
consultations are not to be of a platonic nature, as in the case of the
Franko-Soviet Protocol of Ogtober 15, 1970, but will be entered into for
the specific purpose of removing the threat that might be posed to one or
osher party from a third quarter. This ie, for all practical purposes, a
commitment to go to the aid of the Party attacked and clearly savours of a
defensive military alliance,

The unequal nature of this commitment is also ominous. While the
Soviet commitment will be limited to the Sub-Continent, the Indian Commit~
ment is global, since the USSR could claim to be threatened by the USA or
Communist China or indeed even by Yugoslavia, Hungary, or Czechoslovakia, as
has actually been alleged in the past ! In all such cases, India would have
to join with its Soviet ally "to remove such a threat" and the Soviets would
call on India to take "appropriate effective measures" to this end.

Article X is equally re}evant., It starts with a declaration that
neither side shall "enter into any obligation, SBcecret or public" with one
or more states which is incompatible with this Treaty.™ It then goes on
to commit both parties to a declaration that "no obligation exists, nor
shall any obligation be entered into, between itself and any other State or
States, which might cause military damage to the other party.".

The wording of this article is significant, Similar articles in the
Warsaw Pact and the Treaty entered by the USSR with Czechoslovakia preclude
the parties from concluding "any agreement whose purposes are incompatible
with the provisions of this Treaty"., The Soviet-Hungarian Treaty of
September 7, 1959, usoed the word "engagSment", The use of the word "obliga~-
tion" in the case of the Indo-Soviet Treaty involves a constraint which i |
more far-reaching and wider than an engagement, agreement or treaty, and it
thus ties the hands of India more rigidly in this particular context than
those of the participants to the other Treaties with the Soviet Union,
including those ontered into by the captive countries of Eastern Europe,

It ie not difficult to visualise a Soviet allegation that might develop
that India's relaticns with the United States, Communist China or any othey |

t
::.i.%gs ;iwolw an "obligation" incompatible with India's commitment to

It 18 cleer from a reading of the terms of the I f

ndo=Soviet Tre

:; i: 8 treaty of nlliance and that, by entering into it, the ﬁowmn::z ™
dl.;fé_ncopted the position of a Soviet ally. |




ummmmuu-mtbmﬂ-uau
honourable develomment. m.tomitmmtoh,l.tuMn-uml
and it can be a fagtor either for good or for ill. It can either be in a
ﬂ'ﬁﬂuﬂﬂ'llntmﬂornwhmmw&attm'lm.
mmmm-usommmmmsmvmmmuwh
are good far Indis. There are several criteria om the basis of which this

The first of these eriteria is the character and mature of the two
contracting govermments. Is the ally that India has soquired one tha3s belisves
in gemuine co-existerce and equality between States ? Or does it have asxtira=
territorisl embitions, & desire to daminate the world idecligicelly, amd a
Fifth Column opersting in other countries ? That apurt, is it o regime that
hag respegted other treaties and agreements and allisnces mcde earlier by 1t?

It is trus that the Soviet Govermment talls imgecsantly of peagceful
co~sxistence but, when the record is examined, it appoars that what Kremlin
moang by pesgeful co-existence is samething entirely different from'what the
rest of the world understunds and that it is in faot only & formula far
continuing the cold war and attempting world damination iy other means.

Thus, FRAVDA, in & recent editorial o August 22, 1973, wrote @

"Feaceful co-sxistence does not at all mean an end to the
struggzis between the two world social sysisus. The ctruggzle
betweon the proletariat and bourgecisie, betwesn world
sogialism and imperialiss will go on until the finral and
complete victary of conmmisn on warld scales.... Thile
consistently urholding the principles of peaceful co-existence,
of states with the different scclal systems, the Scviet Union
and other countriss of the sceiallst community vigorously
rebuil any aittemyts at ioterferemce in thelr internel affairve."

Hidte Enrushehev had, in his tizme, anticipated such g formulation when
in 1991 he said @ "he of peageful co-existenct.... iz a form of intense

sconie, political and idecloglcal » of th
oy " B - truggle e prolotariat ageinst the

The Vorld Marxist Review of Moseow had in 1965 written @

"
e pﬁqﬁd peageful co-axistence....has nevor been a poliqy

© acceptance of the gtatus gquo in world relations

- beon and it rm-mdamh“lamﬁ

mmmm-mmd-ummhm. the aggressive
Tees of world imperialism are held back; with the other, full

suppart is given to the farces fighting for matd
and t0 tho peoples moving towards a 'm?l;:& indepenience,



=l =

. G. Arbatev, Rirector of the Soviet Imstitute for American Stulies,
only :'nt:;nd ﬁu'ouui.-t-nl line of thought when, in Mareh 1973, he
observed 1

"Relations with the capitalist nations will remagin the relations
of strvgsle, howewvsr succsseful norealisation and detente may :
Deeses The essential question is what farm that strugzle will take.

gir Williem Hayter, the former Sritish Ambassador in Mosoows pute it
in his ewn way when he says 1 .

"o us peaceful co-sxistence suggests the liom lying down with
the landb (or the bear). To the hKuseiars, it mesns 'intensifi-
cation of the stwrugsle of the warking class, of all the
Commurdst Parties, for the triwmph of soclalist ideas.'
Peaceful co-existence, in iact, is the Russian for Cold War."

It io tragie thet the world had to be reminded of these facts bty an
eminent and velignt Rusgian intelleetual, Dr. Andrei Sakharove Accarding

to the text of his Statement published by the Times (Iondon) cm September
59 19735, he said ¢

"Detente without demcgratisation, a rapmroachment when the West
in fagt accepte our rules of the game in this process of
oty such a rapm would be very dangerous
in respest, and would solve ay of the warid's problems)
and would mean simply a capitulation t0 our real or exaggerated
strengthe It would mean an atteapt 0 trade, to get from us
pa s and oll, neglecting all other aspects of tha probl I
L think it is very dangerous. Ey libderating ourselves
Froblans wo can't polve cwrselves, we ¢ould concentrate on
accumulating strength, and as a result, tw whole world would
be disarmed and faging our uncoptrollable bureaucratie
apparatus. I thick that detente without ary qualificatioms,
acoepting owr rules of the game, would be very bad."

¥e turn now to the regord of the Soviet Govermment in the way of
cheerving its cbligatioms to its allies. Here the regurd shows that the
lutrivnronl-nphdgugimhyth.irnunmrmolntmurmu

hawhunbrmmthnthosmtmadafnrm perhaps unsurpas
in civilised history. s i’ -

hﬂnhﬂhﬁlmﬁodwmbﬂuummnhonul "Promises
::unr:mt-unhm It would Le nad and criminal to tie

anndy nterdng in%0 en agrowsent of awy permenence wi boldy."
ahnnlddd-dl"«mh-uuuhuuuuunu. ot

Otherwise
of diplasaqy is it 7 lmmmm.uum“m..;tﬁm
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Aummmkuwumrmnm-uummm'uum
by Stalin who destrayed, in viclation of these
treaties, the indepenience of Foland, Hurgary, Csechoslovekia, Bulgaria and

o specific instances of viclstions of this particular
m"“.mmn:drowm. Take the case of Poland. On July 25,
1m.mmmuum.w-mnnnﬁm On May 5,
or ten yesrs. On Augwmt 23, 1939, the Molotov-
Ribbentrop FPaot was signed which contained a secret additional protogol for
the partition of Poland. On September 1, 1939, German troops invaded Foland.
On September 17, 1939, Soviet trcops invaded Poland to help the Nasis.
On September 23, 1939 USSR and Cermazy sigoed an agreement partitioning
Poland.

the
Similer trecties were signed with the Baltic countries of Iativia,
Iithunnia and Estonia, treaties of friendship and cooperation. Iater, their
indepéndence was destrqyed and they have been absorbed in the Soviet empire.
of

Finlard. On Jamiary 21, 1932, a Treaty of

on was signed between the Soviet Union and Finland. On November
28y 1939,this Treaty ws unilaterelly dencunced Yy the Soviet Uniom. Om
November 30, 1939, Soviet militery forces invaded Finland. It was only the
courage of the littls Finnigh peopls that hglped them survive the Russian
onslaught.

Again, take the case of Ching. The Republic of China and the Soviet Uniom
. nature signed om August 21, 1937. On August 14, 1945,
a Treaty was signed far 30 years. On October 2, 1949, the USSR broke off
relations with the Republic of China and recognised the Mao Tse-Tung regime
muh;nhug:wmu. On Pebruary 14, 1950, the USSR signed the

same language, far ancther 50 years with the Commumnist
regime that it had now recognised.

.
§
R
4
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Iran is gnother example. On Jamuayxy 29, 1942, Iren, the USSR and Britain
signed a Treaty of Alliance againgt Germany, sroviding for the military use
of Iranian territory only until the end of the war. Buty strangely enough,
at the end of the war, the Soviet Union refused to withdraw its troops.
Ultimately, it d4id so in return for a pramise given bty Mossadegh for oil
concessionsy which was later rejeeted by the Iranian Diet and withdrawn.

Mﬂm.umh;wmhwnmﬂ-atm of the
:ﬂ';:: Union. On Deoember 12, 1943, the USSR and the Csech wmm
& ¥ of Friendship and Co-operations On rebruaxry 25, 1948, the Soviet

Vrmmemt gave an ultimatum t0 the Benes-Masaryk Goverment destraying the
mﬂm“th govermment of Cgechoslovakia and imposing a Commmigt dictatorship.
e treachery was repeated twenty yoars later. Onm August 5, 1968, the

vlgc-nt was signed between the Dubeck Goverrment and Kosygin and
Breshnev. Avgust 20, Soviet troops inwaded Csechoslowakia without warmng



i) oocupied amtry. Dubeck commented daver on hearing of the invasiont
o -I'uuummr“ﬂmum.m-ummhnﬁﬁ.m:u
¢ 7/ and now they have done this to me. nuutmaqmﬁﬂmu

/T lixely to be the last victim of Sovist perfidy.

| Government in New Delhi.
Iet us now turn $0 the character of the present
zsumwnmmmm—m“uum,um
1967, the 50th Anniversary celebrations by world communist parties of the
Communist Revolution in Buscise As it happens, apert fram President Kekkonen
' of Finland who, for geographical recsons felt campelled to do s0, not a single
/A head of another demogratic country ar goverment in the world attended the
celebrations. The Goverment led hy s Prime Minister successfully jrevented
the Indian Purligment from condemning brutal Soviet inwasion of
Csechoslovakia in 1968. Whether it is in regaxrd to Vietnam, vent Asia, Chile
ar Cuinee Blesau, the Indian Govermment's position has faithfully echoed the
Soviet line.

Among the members of the Indian Cabinet are farmer card-holdirg members of
the Communist Party of India whose resigmations are known to have been purely
"tactical"”. One of theee, who had, in a secrot document circulated in
commmist ciroles, preached the desiredbility of comunists leaving their Party
and infiltrating into the Congress and who became a Cabinet Minigter, dMd

| . recently in an air crash, But there are still others in the Covermment and

/[ at least three ar four others of this category could be identified. Ome of

}L, tiem 10 g Oeneral Secrstay of the Allelnia Congress Comittes who recently
led a men delegation, including 50 Members of Farligment, from India to

] [ Mosoow %0 participate in the Warld Congrese of Peace Farces in Ogtober 1973.

The present Uoverrment in Delhi is ome thet has permitted massive infil-
\ tration of the civil service, of the press and of mational life in gemeral.
| Mr, Peter Sagar's excellent research, embodied in his book ’
\ Andig, publighed by the Swies Bastern Ingtitute in Berne in 1966, a
\ moot alarming pleture of the oxtemt that this infiltration had reached.

It is necessary to mention this because gn amlysis of the character of
| those who have entered into an alliance with the Soviet Union is highly
| relevant in amalysing the mros and cons of such an alliance.

Wen President Sadat of the UAR signed his Treaty with President Podgar
‘-.,H it had a particular charscter becauss President Sadat had already locked o

up
\ Sabry and several others for glleged pro-Soviet and treasonable activities.

: Had Sabry and not Sadat signed the same Treaty, would it not have had en
W g‘m differmt connotation? The orucial poinmt l'un is that, Indo-Soviet
\ ¥ vas signel ly the Sabiye of Indis and not by the Sadats, and its motives

zhﬂioaﬂmmrﬁnmoumv of India cannot therefore but be

M S Sand -+, s . A e e
;:; ;?lpuhfuers summe@ up the position quite accurately in his article in
fglloif:? issue of Asian Affairs when he wrote, "Mrs. Indira Gandhi,

wing a lifetime of fellow travelling along the major currents of

SOUiet th.p]'ll-’il't" hB.S 1 |
3 mad& " 3 i

Indian Ocean",



/ ‘

Another oriterion for mmumuummum
nhﬁwm:turmﬁlmqﬁMWnﬁowomﬁu. Is it an
mummlmwlmqun;moomuufm-u

of the mature of an alliance between equals? Or is it an alliance between

two mmm.uammuu;ammmuu

ky reason ts military end economiec superiority? The amswer to this is fairly
obvious, mmwmnhﬁmnhmmmmh
mtmmﬂynﬂomﬂnm-mmn.hmml
visit to India show the measure of the insquality. The country's dependence om
the USSR for military supplies is, of course, well known.

Another teat of the desirability or otherwise of the alliance would be the
effeot it has had on India's relations with cther countries. The immediate
reaction to the signing of the Treaty snswers this question. A report from
Karachl spoke of widespread jubilation that India had done what wes wrong from
its point of view and right from the FPakistani point of view.

Mr. S, Mbal Singh of the Stetesman, reportirg from Ewrope, wrote § "Europe’
reaction to the Indo-Soviet Treaty 1s a sad cammentary, becauee it unierlines
how far in West Burope's estimution India has already slipped." Mr. Das of the

Expresg reported on Britain's misgivings on the Indo-Soviet Treaty.

Mr. Narayan reported fram Japen that the Indo-Soviet Treaty hay shattered Japan's

hop of maintaining peace in Asia and of keeping Eugeia cut of the Indian Ocean.

When Mr. Swaran Singh weat to Jakarta, it is kmown that he was received

by the Indonesian Govermment, aven though it is certainly a non-aligmed
e « The Antara News Agenoy reparted on hip vieit in a moet sowry manmer,
Speaking at Singapore om April 16, 1972, Mr. Adem Nalik, Indoresia's Pareign
Minpister, revealed that Indonesis had rejected the Soviet offer of a pact on the
lines of the Indo-Soviet Treaty.

mummmmuaaﬂum'-au@'amuuwun.mmg
of Cclombo capticned its article & "Swaran Singh - the Aligned Non=Aligned™ and
asked the queation : "As much as he ig Minister of Extermal Affaire of India, 1g
mudm;m-ﬂ;tmlzntuw Much more authoritative was the

caution etruck no ® a person that the leader of the Opposition
Mo JiR. Jayamerdian who said in the Ceylonese Parlismont: ?

"The present FPrime Mimster of India Mrs. Indirs Gandhi follows
the great herdtage bequeathed ky her father. As ome who knew
him well, I wish his daughter would dispel from the minds of
the smaller nations in the Indian Ogean the fear that the
Soviet~Indian Treaty is harmful to their interest."

Insofar cs Japun is concermed, the Indian gttitude and that of the Japanose
- are poles apart. Innnmninomnﬂ.ﬂnwlr.mfﬂh
mm“. an?ugv? 2. U.Ss News and World Report, published in its
= Mm“. .;‘.;hnhumndmﬁnmatmwm

nvinged that peege in the
the prosemce of US forces. When asked vhether mu“mm Fant depends on

keep Lts mildtary forees in Aeia
s Frime Minister Tanolm
Batlw ¢ "Certainly, t.ie is part of what I mean by stay

5

t the US shoulsa

ered in the affiy-
in Asig.

&
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it ig thus clear that this alliance has isclated India in the oouncils of
the werld and cut it off from frienily mations like Iren, Indonssia, Singapore,
Molsysia and Theilanmd. It i difficult to comtor the proposition that the
alliance has also limited India's optiomes.

Pinally, simge foreign and domestie palicies cannot be placed in water-
ﬂptauznﬂ.lmhmlumutuﬂummm.intmhhmuﬁu
of the Treety far the domsatic scene in India?

The lduing up with the leading totalitarian Super Power and its comeistent
glorificaticn has been asscompanied by moves t0 weaken and subvert the democratiec
Camstitution of the Eejublic. Two of these moves have taken the farm of the
24th and 25t1 jasndments to the Comstitution whioh have sought to emasculate
the Supress Court and destroy the Pundamental Rights of the ¢itizen embodied
in the Comstitution Ly seeking to meke Parliament which, unier the Conetitutionm,
is a oubardinate limb, iike the Ewscutive erd the Judiciary, a sovereign
Parlioment like that in Britain, vhere there is meither a written Comstitution
nor ary Fundasental Eights which Parlisment may not ebrogate. Alongside of
this jrocess, there has been far reaching infiltration in the rational life

of the country, not excluding the press, education, the administration, the
pulice and the exmed forces.

It 1s clear that the Indo-Soviet alliance aggrowtes the already existing
muummummamnlmwm wvay of life of the Indian
people. After the Breshnev visit, of Communist Farty

of Inlia, triwmpantly carried in its iscue Degember 94 the bamner head-
line "Few Fossibilitics Opened Up for Advange of Left and Demooratic Forces."
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Zhe Broghnev Visit
It was not long after the Treaty was entered into ip 1971 that
/r seccnd thoughts began to prevail and come to the surfac Delhi, not
in the press but also, to some extent, within offiéial circles.

felt that the Treaty, alongside of India's complete dependence

2:1'::““ on the Soviet Union, had made India over~dependent on the
Soviet Union end therefore vulnerable. Some of those who had supported
the signing of the Treaty when announced began to urge that India should

%}F_SL ond the state of affairs where _Iméds apresred to have cut herself off

~ from the rest of the world and thet en eoffort should be made to edge

avay o little from tke Soviets and balsnce a 1ittle betior between the
USSR, the USA, Communist China and other countries like Japan, West
Germany and the countrics of South East Asia.

In feirness to the Indian Govermment, it must be conceded that
efforts were made more than once during the past two years to move
towards a restoration of normal relations with Communist China. Never=-
@  theless, these moves did not evoke any response from the Chinese
"/ Communiets who evidently hod made up thelr minde that the Treaty in
( iteelf was & threat to thems Perhaps, the way in which lr. Swaran Singh,
- the Minister for External Affairs, he® been repeatedly saying “that
{{s 1Indda's friendehip with China cannot be at the cost of Indo=Soviet -
f‘rrt.naaupmm described as "basic in our external policy uttthﬂe",{f
has not exsotly enmcoureged the Chinese Communists. They, in fact,
ntepped up their propagends campaign noticeably during Mr. Breshnev's
{fﬂsh to Delhi by accusing India of collaborating with the “Soviet
" | revisionist new Czars™ who were giving effect to the traditional Czarisy
imperialist ambition of breaking through to the warm wators of the
Persian Gulf and the Arablan Sea.

Japen has, as always, bteon cool and aloof. The South Last Asian
countries, vho had locked to India for leadership for the last two
doocades, appear to have lost confidence in India's foreizn policies. The
US Government also appear to have loat interest in the affairs of the
sub-continent which they do not consider of primary concern to thelir

national interests and which is now rated low down in the list of
Anerican priorities,

Unless, therefore, liew Delhi ie to msko & basic change in its
attitude, of which thore is as yet no indication, it may be difficult

for it to restore a bettor Lalance with
lar world that has evolveds the varicus elements in the multdpo-

The effusive welcome givem by official New Dolhi to !
ire Brezhnev i
E. mbor 1973 gives every indication that Delhi intends to anpcll,.tht "
) - tn::tl of the Indo=lUoviet alliance. n the other hand, the joint
laration emerging fron the discussionsy omitted any roference to the

Breszhnev P
- Mt'.o].“ and, a8 for as one can make out, the Govermment of Indias

jovieg/ Brethnay ,.r: ‘:“'“t" itoelf to participate in the promotion of the
ence in his .p..oi”iﬁh'n.ﬁ""“' . Soadar made jeinted refer-
i atte | bers of Parliament in New Delhi, The Indian

pokesman has also announc
8alons have been made in the vay of ed in Parliament that no comoe=

foroes in Indian : providing a base for Soviet naval



descri Indo=Soviet Treaty as " &

mﬁ':rmmm'mmzmum- Comenting on this,

), Ny, Hharat Wariowwella of the Institute of Defence Studies in 1:"19“
mmuunm-ummgﬁ;umum B &
that "even the friendliest of states had uummttooa?
out a common politicel course." According t0 hinm, the position
mmmumumh.mummuumm

"A regional er like India would see the stability of the
:n‘h-wutul::.u an end in itself, A global power uh'thn
Soviet Unfon would regard a stable ‘Hindustan peninsula‘,

as the Soviets call it, the lynsh pin in their design for

an Asian continent organising ite seocurity through collective
efforte, *

Turning to the attitude of the two parties o Comunist China
Mr, Yariavwalla wrote 3

"Ihe Soviet oponsored collective necurity syotem is directed
againet China, To say, as Moscow does repoatedly, that it is
not is self-deception at best, hypocrisy at woret.es..s.India
has ito onn nisglivings about China but it doee net share with
the Soviot Union all its misgivings about China. India has
a dispute vith China which may remain unresclved for some time.
The Soviet Union has a conflict with China whose resolution
e i’ seems impoosible to conceive,%» # ¢ #7)
e e e e

‘E‘o’mmmma point in the right direction if

¢ Moseow accepts the fact that a concoried Indo-Soviet policy
tovards China is neither possidble nor indeed desirable, "

ﬁ The main thrust of the Delhi Agreement; appcurs to be in the field
of occromlic relations where there haé alre been a gross distortion
in the pattern of India'e foreign trade as a result of governmental
pressure to force trade into channols that led to what wars called "the
Fupee puyment countries", the theory being that, while others demanded
payment in dollars, marks, yen and pounds sterling, the Russians sold
to India againot the rupoe, This myth was blown sky high at the time of
the dowaluation of the rupee in 1966 when the Uoviet and Yugoslay
Governments made it cloar that the rupee they had in mind was not the
Indian rupee at 1to depreciated wulue but the €14 coatent of the rupee,

This meant that they too had been making ue in hard ourrensy. O
eve of the Breszhnev visit, the loan re % -~

paymento Indi froch
aid receipts from the USSR, x e A
1uh:otoo,thalem1uth "switoh trude®, by which the Soviets and

Buropean satellites buy cheap from India and sell at a high
E’nﬁt ‘H hard currency countries, has beoome welleknown, By and large,

eged that the Soviet Union sell commodities to developing

countries at prices 15 to0 20 % higher than world jrices and make theiyr

mth“m-. m: pf:::tfn?i:tto“hb r:::‘ z-:: ok?n world prices. Evidence for
]Ik. h GO 0, .

w J.n. Cart.r. Je hl‘lm’. ! ""T""Tr"‘f
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Agroenents signed 's visit @
si in New Delhi during Mr. Breszhnev's
mu:ntnhmhmmuuwiﬂudtMth

India's intornatiomal trade patiern. But what is even more
e‘:aum:u-uugw:mmlmmuwtmm

pply certain scarcoe commodities like petzol, newsprint, power
::n::atlng pachinery, steel and edible oil may well be doubted.

no indication that the Indian Red Riding Hood at any
stage reacted to the advances of the wisitor to Delhi last lovember o
as well ghe might have s "Grandms, what big teeth you have
s 211 the talk about self and the oft-repected
desire to end foreign aid were happily forgotten during the euphoria of

|

The laws of economice have a hadbit of prewailing over political
manipulations snd distortions, and it will bo some gears before it is
the effort to integrate the Indian economy with that of

the USSR and its East European satellites has succeeded or failed, In

What, then, has been the net upshot of My, Brezhnev's visit to
India ? Undoudiedly, one of the purposes was to whip up pro-Soviet
sentiment and to etrengthem the position of the present govermment in

liew Delki, which has been losing ground in the way of popular support,
a8 evidenced by publiec opiniom polls in recent monthe.

While it is too early to judige the long-term effects of the visis,
the rather lukowara popular response to the officlally organised demone
strations of wolcome gives rise to doubss about the success of the
Soviet objestive. Though Mr. Brezhnev arrivod accompanied by 300
Soviet officicla and nowsmen, obsexvers 2eport that there was nothing
to greet hinm oven remotely aiin to ihe alwost frenzied greetings that

mmu@whmuﬂm-mumumwumaﬁm

tionate popular weleome given in 1961 to Quoen Slizabeth, the liead of

:hl Wnlth. or evea %o Nikita EKhurshchev when he vieited Indis
n

It would sot, however, be wise to ve too much weight to
lutmchnmmuﬁcp; o - —

pular responve in Delhi because the Govern=

ment controlled TV and Radio gave an entirely different ploture of the
;-ts:u and the Indian press, on its part, discreetly did nothing to omz;u
+
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Mr. Brezhnev also undoubtedly wanted to use the visit to impress
the world with the importance he was giving to this Asian country by :
the use of new symbols and to use the alliance with India as & model
in the hope of similar developments with other countries in Asia,
Perhaps the restoration of his own eredibility so badly damaged by the
ealling of his bluff in West Asia by the American alert may also have
been one of the Ly-products hoped for.

Another objective may have been to help the Congress Party and
the Communist Parties of Russia and India to move closer to one amother.

' This was brought out when Mr, Brezhnev talked with the Congress Prnidcnt/

on the one side and the leaders of the Indian Communist Party, whom
Mr, Breshnev met without any embarrassment to himself or any reaction
from his Indian govermmental hosts, During these talke suggestions
were made that the Congress Party and the CPI should get closer and
that there should be linke and contacts between the Congress Party
and the C,P.5.Us in Moscow :

Among the minor gains by the Soviet Commnist leader should be noted
the fact that India, in breach of protocol, accorded to the leader of the
Soviet Communist Party, who occupies no position in the Soviet Government,
honours reserved 6r the Head of a State and that, by signing the
Agreements with the Soviet Communiet Party leader, the Indian Government
willingly accepted the fact that the Soviet Government is nothing but
an instrument in the hands of the totalitarian Communist Party.

Parhaps the most balanced essessment of the over-all picture of
the alliance es it emerges after the Brezhnev vieit is that of one of
India's most competent commentators, Mr. A.G. Noorani., "Make no mistake
about it", he wrote, "the Russians have scored gains else their
spokesman Zamyatin would not. have talked of 'a qualitatively new and
positive advancement of relations between India and the Soviet Union'eeees
While India turned down some Soviet proposals which would have cut off
her options with other powers, it has, nonetheless, moved significantl
closer to Russia to a point which Bodes us no good, " £



