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CHAPTERM=TZT

NEHRU'S CONCEFTY OF ONE WORID

india's role in the Korean question was not an isolated
phenomenon but formed & park of a general and broadar context
having its roots in some of the basic assumptions of its
general policy. Thege basic assumptions found, its outlet in
india's role in Korean questions It hea bean remaxrked that
* The Korean conflict has shown India's Foreign Policy as
active and resouceful in its attempts to lgad Indis to a
paaceful settlement of a major conflict ol

Roxea was & significant case in which India's declared
aims and objectives ware put to a practical teste Korean wex
revealed impoxtant aspects of Indisn neutralism and India has
done everything in its power to ilocalise the conflict and

prevent global mzz:

Since the main objective of the present case study is
£0 bring out the role ©f Indis in the Korean duestion it
asens t0 bo necessary o give a brief gurvey Of the general
policy made by India before and after independences

WE A B S BE AR A O e A O G B T B S G W M S 8D N M A ER W Ge T ae B o

i, Dis loysex, India‘s Foreign Folicy, VeAustralian Outlock,
March,1951, pr.40-4i,

2e Hehsu Jaymharlal, The Hindu, Hove4,195%.



As a prelude to Independence the Interim Govermuent
wag formed on 2nd Septomber,1946 and Jawsharlal Hehru vas
made the Vice~President and member forxr External Affalrs and
Commonwealth relaticns in the Governor General's new Executive
Councile In his broadesst speech to the nation on 7th Ssgpterber,
1946 he sald -

? sese We propose to function as progressively to
achieve that indepcendence in action both in our
domestiec affalrs and in foresign relations. e shall
take f£ull part in International Conferences as a
free nation without own policy and not merely as a

gatellite of anotheleoss “3.

This clearly revealg India's strong desire to have

an independent foreign policy for India.

Prior to Independence, the Forelgn Policy of India was
determmined by Britishexs and it naturally was in sccordance
with the interests of Britain. Britishers tried to keep India
isolated f£rom othex countries and Indian mind was novhere
expresseds But Indian Naticnal Congzess through its various
resolutions tried to express Indian opinicn on dlfferent,

o W G W PR e A R e A G A TR e MY G e A G SR K v M B G G E A S e

3¢ Nehru Jawaharlal, " Indials Ffoxeign Policy - Selected
speeches, Septenber,1946, pelde



international issuss and laid dowyn the foundations of the
Indian Foreldgn Follcye. Some of the important resolutions
are hereby examineds which speak for the foundations of

Incdiats Foreign Policy.

(- A regolution passed during the £irst session of
Bémbay Congress in 1885 " deprecated the annexation of Burma
by Britain ud,

In 1892, at Allshabad Congress Session " objected to
the military activitiss beyond the national lines of defence
of India “‘5, in opposition to the imperial policy of Britain
in its relationg with some great powers of Europes Increasingly
Congrass objected to the use of India asg a base fox military
moves against surrounding arxeas such as Tibet, Bumma, Afgani~-

satan and Peraia.

A Resolution of 1904 asserted that ¥ An expidition to
Tibet was but a part ¢f a general forward policy which
threatens Lo involve India in Foreign affairsee This resoluw
tion was probably the f£irst expression of India's dislike
of gettilng ianvolved in unecessary forelgn entanglment, and

Wh e W W mr W S MR MY R OR ORI AR G0N T SR R B SR W N S B W e N e e e

4o Rajkumar NeVe, Background of Indiat's Foreign Folicy,
New Delhi, 1962, pe3l.

5. Rajkumar N.V., Resolution ViI,allchabad,18%92, pe33.
Oe Bombay 1904, Regolution X, pp.37.38,
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favouring neutral stand on matters that 4did not conceln

hek.

After the Second wWorld war, it began to tike mole
in&epeﬁdent views on foreign issue. In 1920, it sent a
messege of sympathy to Irish people in its struggle for
independences The resolution of Foreign Policy adopted by
AICC Congress Committee in 1921 was landmark in the history
of Indis'g Forelgn Relationge The resolution's informed the

nelghbouring and other States, which is quoted at lengths

1) ? The present Goverament of India in no way reprcosents
Indian opinions. Its Forelgn Policy has been traditionally
guided by ccnsiderations more of holding in subjection
than of protecting her borderss

2) India as a self governing country can &0 nothing to
fear £rom the neighbouring States or any State as per
people have no desires upon any of them and hence ne
intention of establishing any trade relationg, hostile
te or not desired by the people of such Statess

3)  The people of India regard most treaties entered into
with tha Imperial Government by the neighbourlng states
as mainly designed by the latter to perpstuate the
exploitation of Iridié by the Imperical power and would
therafore, urge the States having no ill will against
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the paople of India and having no desire to injure
-her interests to rxefrain f£from entering into any
treaty with the Imperical Powasr “7.

This was the £irst significant declaration oa the
part of nationalist India, that its interests and objectives
in the intsrnational fisld were dimetrically oprosed t¢ those
of Britain.

In 1921, the Congress working Committes issusd a
statement in which it " condemned the Government for utilizing
the Indien soliders forx crushing pational spirit of the

Egyptians, the Tuxks, the Arabs and cother nations w8,

Again in 1927, the Congress S@gsion in Madras passed
a resolution of " protest against the use of Indian troops
in China, Mesopotem ia and Persias and deplored the extensilve
wa¥r preparations which the British GCovernment was carrying
on in India “9.

In 1928, the Congress Session at Calcutta * sent his
greetings to the people of Egypt, Syris, Palestine and Irag
to its struggle for freedom from the grip of western Imperiaslism.

- e M SR We W G M WP G G B W BRSO W P AR e N @ W R W G ah e G W O e A

Te Sitaramayya,Ps The Histoxy of Indianliational Congress,
Madras,1235, pp.3635«60.

Also quoted from Indiats Foreign Folicy, KeReman,Piliad,p.2.
Be Ibide 2 PP 306=367.

2 I8 Rajkumar,¥. V., Background of Indiag' Foreign Folicy,
Now Delhl, p.47. Madrags Resolution VI,1927.
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It welceﬁeﬂ the Independence of China ”10. Thoge resolutions

gave the first indication that India‘s national leaders
were thinking in terms of Pan-Asien movement to resist

European imperiallsm,.

The resoiution in late 1220's the eongress,it ls found
has alweys condemned the aggressive acts of the 'Nagis
and ‘Fascists' and it also declared that India would not be
a party to ‘Imperialistic war'.

At Haripur in 1838, the Congrsas formulated its poliicy
with regerd t© war and pacific settliement of disputes. It
seid that * thé peéple of India disigned to© respect the
£recedom of others and to bulld-up their strength in co-operation
and goodwill founded on a world-order gtanding fox disarmament

and collective security “11.

At Pripura Session (1939), congress strongly disapproved
British Foreign Folicy as it was carried on for imperialistic
endss Resolution stated thiat " As war fought by Britain was
not against&%é%aliégﬁaﬂiéﬁ)and exploitation, India could
not associgté.;tsalf with its. India now hasg o direct her

M M SR PP SR G A AR I G PR W AR e T G B G SR AN O S MR S G W A A a W e

10, IDAice y Ped8a
Also quwted from Sitaramayva Pe, The History of Indian
National Congress, ¥adras, 1935, p»557e

11, Rajkumer NeVe, Dps55=56e



ouwn Independent Forelgn Policy keeping alecf £xom both
imperialism and faslcism and paxsueing her path of peasge

and f£readom “12.

A survey of all above pre~independence reselutions
of Indian National Congress clearly point out, that, dndia
,haé alwyays opposed any aggression, and has sympathised with
attempts made by dependent nations to free thomselves of
foreign influence and advocated pacific means of settlemcnt
of disputes which clearly lay down the basic objectives of
Indian's foreign policy ie.es pesceful coe-existence; for
freedom and opposition to all unjust ackts of oppressings.

So after the ond of the war India became independent
and free to decide its own Foreign Folicye

Michael Brecher tends to ascribs the conception
formulation and inmplementation of the policy of nonealigument
almost entirely to Nehru. In this context he points,

Y,e0e In no other state dees one man dominate Foxeign
Policy as does ehru in Indias. Indeed, g0 overvhelming
in his influence, that India's pelicy has come tO mean

G o S e WS WS R AR A% S W M W RN MR e BRSNS T MW N e G WS me e e e e

12, Ke.Ramawn Fillai, Indin'sg Forelgn Folicy. deenskchi
Proxashan, MNeerus, p«3e
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in the minds ©f people, the personal policy of
Pandit Nehru. And justifilable so, f£foxr Nehru as
the philoscpher, the architect, the eangineer and
the volce of his countries policy towards the

putside worid . ’“13‘

India, under the stewardship ¢f Nehxiu, India adopted
" the policy of non=-alignment because of Nehra's f£irm f£aith

14 and not merely because of the

in the ideal of ons world ®
nation's sole interests. Thg pelicy perfectly represents

Indian traditions, culture and ideals which had a deep

influence on the psrscnality of Pendit Nehrue. Or.SeRadhakricshaan
puts it, * tehru was & great believer in world Peace and the

3'5. Nehru always belisved in

concept of world community *
peace and on many occasions he had pointed that one caanot
expect peaca, by talking of war. He alwyays felt that wa¥

was closely asscociated with aligned foreign policy, and s0

he was alvays against an aligned foreign policy. le had a
conviction, that India cannot be viewed in isoclation from
other sStates of the worlds S0 he regarded, the Indian questicn
as a part of the larger movement 0f the oppressed people

e Gn e W B e A R G N S BE W BT O N ar B EW BT Wk W R A e e A e &m A S

13+ Michael Brechewr, idehru~ A Political Biography,
iondoen, 1939' Pba 564=55,

i4d. Appadorai, The Foreign Folicy of India, p.484.
A5¢ MAluwalla B.Ke EdeFacts of Nehru and DrsRadhakrishnan,pe 3.



£ighting against colonialisme Nehru was a great democrat
and he fixmly believed in libezty» He yas furthei tg?nvinced
that in the thermonuclear age, one would mean the extinction
of the very civilised values, with these £imm be;ieves he
felt that the true role of the statesran lay in the way of
lessening tensions and conflicts and bringing about a climate
of unﬁerstan&ing. Be believed in co~exdstence and felt that .
settlement of intermational conflicts should always be peaceful
and not to resort to the hiorrors of wars Hence he adopted
the policy of non=alignment for India. “But at the same time
he carried the physiolophy of non=allgnment €0 the world
" 8t 'laxge w26 '

Nehru gave " Indian nationalism a wider persrectives
and he elevated the Indian naticnal movement Lo an international

status “17.

Nehruts internationalism and his regard for human
dignity was hls great concern for world peace. He had £irm

conviction that wer is evil and co-sxistence and tolerance

arxe essential for the survival of the civilization. He usu=lly,

o pn G R KA PP T U A G W AR MR R WD R e wim ) e B B WS AR A W Al Y W e W
:

16, Michael Brechier, “lehiu~d Politlcal Biogzarhy‘e.
london (1959}, pp«564+65.

17. MRV Rag, Nehru and Indiat's Cultural Renmissance,
PPel6~17,



asserted that, tiue victory was that whickh left neither
party with e feeling of vanéuisheﬁ. Such a gleorious inter=
pretation of victory no doubt stxengthéns the force of

peace.

Hehru's ahove all idealistic views were incorporated
in his policy of non-alignment. 80 chiu'sc most chexisghed
objective of world community became the basic objsctive of

his Foreign Policy.

The palicy of non=alignment was a new and very strange
rolicy for the whole world, and it was looked upon with
eager, with slight humiliation and ai the same time with
suspicion. Actually Nehxu thought oi using it as a means OF
establishing peace but it was thought o be a mask for
hinding the common objectives of foreign policy as the
national interests. bMehru tried €0 coanvey the exact meaning

Of nonealignment through various speeches.

In 1958, HNehru himself declared, ® By non-alignment,

we mean non=alignment with militery blocks.e It is nob negative

but positive concept and a dynamic congept ”13.
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18« DNehru Jaweharlal, India's Foreign PFolicy- Selected
Specechas, FPablication Divislion, 1961, pPedie
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Non=alignment did not mean neutrxality, or passivity.
In 19492, whén Nehru was attacked by his critics for persuing
the policy which was fegative as neutral according te fhem.
he said,

Psee It is @ wvital policy which flows fxom our struggle
for freodoms When man's liberty and peace, ls in danger,
we cannot be neutrale Neutrality would then be a
betrayal of what we have fought for and what we stand

£OT wee® 190

In Septaembex,19261, while speaking in the Conference
of non-aligned nations in Belgrade Hehru sadd,

Yves Basically nonealignment means non-alignment with
g¥reat power blodks of the worlde It has nsgative
meaning. DBut if you give it a positive comnctatlon
it means nations which object to this living up
for war purposes, military blocdks, nilitary alllances
and the life. Therxcefore, we keep ayay £rom this and
we waﬁi:. o throw our weight such that it is in favyour

of peace ..#’20«

o O Am SN N Gr @ e Wh A G W A T AF WP O AR AN W em Ak ¢ SR A AR GP TE B B W% e

1%, iNehru Jaweharial, On world Affairs, 1946-64, New Delhi,

. Pe76. Quoted £rom Baljit Singh,Indian Fe.P.,An Analysis,
Asia Publishing House, p«17.

2C. IDide ,pel3e : )



Non~alignment also does not mean non-intexference as
non=intervention in the afialrs of otherse In its most
elementary meaning nonealignment means frecdom £rom all
obligations and commitments. Nehru even de€lared that, we

axe fxee to join en alliances

Speaking at Columbis University in 1949, NHeshru

explaineds

Peus The maln cbjectives of the policy of non-allgament
are the pursuit of peace, not through alignment with
any major poweX as groups of power but through an
independent approach to each controversial and disputed
issue the liberatdion of subject peoples, the climinetion
of racial. discrimination and the elimination of wants,
diseése and iiliteraxy which gtill afflict the greater

part of woxld®s population s..“21-

Policy of non-alignment is the mesans to achieve the
above objectives. These views ©f Nehru point that Nehru was
not only concernsd with india‘*s problams. He waz conceined
with all types of QXpaoitations,§g@§£riéi\whether in India,
Agla or Africa.
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21e Misra,K.b. BEds ,Studies in Indian Foreign Policy,
De Z6»



Nehirv didnot entirely accept this romantic idealism
on national and international levelss He introduced a lazge
measure of objectivity in it. So Indian Foreign Policy has

the distinction of combining idealism with national interestszz.

Pandit Nehru has rightly expressed that;

Yees It is the policy i{zherent in the circumstances

of Indis, inherent in the past thinking of india,
inherent in the vhole mental outlock of Indis, inherant
in <hs condit:;.ons of the Indian mind during our
struggle for frecedom and inherent in the circumstances

of the world todayss 1“23.

The termm ‘pon=alignment’ agswied mesning end significarice
only in the context of the cold wax; 40 A new war anexged
after the Second world war vizs, the Cold wWars The international,
seene vas disturbed by it The world war had alyeady changed
the old pattern of the State gystems Britein and France
ceased to pley the role of the ‘holder of the bala;nc;e‘»
Rugsie and Americas emerged as big powers. Iue to t}ﬁé ecual
powers and differences :i._n ldeslogies both theze rival powers
tried to influence the world peolitics.
228 Ibid.,

23, BanGopadhyay Je, Nehru & Non-Alignment, Indian Foreign
Policy, 'The Nehru Yaars®, pel72.
ehzu Hawshaxlal, India's Foreign rolicy,Selected Speeches,
Publication Division,196l.

240 Nanda B.R.,EBd Indian Foreign Folicy, Vikas Publishing
House,Delhd, pe179

Nehxu & Nen=-alignment, Pe172.



The world wes devided into two mighty campse. The
communist block and the anti-communist block and more .and
more States of the world were drawyn into either of the blodks.
bue to this & great tension had developed in the international
£leld, and each and evexly staté of the worid hurriedly tried
to join either of the campug for the sake of sacurity.ﬁoxeoveé,
the rapid deveicopment of nuclear weapons with almost infinite
destructive power by both blodks peosed’ a dangerx f Cold Wax

exploding intc a universal helocauste

‘ Nehru realised this situatioﬁ.lwollndia and other newly
emerging nations two alterratives were ﬁheref elther ¢o
participate in the Cold wWar and thereby participate in the
militexy ailiance compromising newly established soverignity
and probably sliding into the total distructive third war.

On keeping out of the bi=polar confrontation thereby preserve
ing newly won sovereldgnty and playing an Indepsndant rxole
in international politics.

For achieving natlonal security and vationsl develop~
ment the only naticnal choice was to remain alcof from both
blocks az India knew, " In the fight of two elephants it

is grass that suffers Y.
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In this directlon Nehru saids

% oe Our thinking and cur approach do not £it in
this great crugade of communism or crusade ¢f antie

cemmundsm 5 o

Hence MNehru acecepted the pelicy 0f nopn-alignmwent. In
his broadcast to the nation on 7th September,1946, Nehru
said:

'.,, We propoge as far as pogsible to keep awy from
the power peolitics of groups alignsd agaansc. one=
ancther which have led in past to world wars and which

may agadn lead to disaster 0.1“26-

" Geopolitical congiderations which are often basic
to a State's foreign policy indicated the rationelity and
an independent and important role in world affalrs on the
part of India ®.27

indis oceuples 2 dominatiry position at the head of
the Indlan ocesn and projects southwards o within eight
degreas Of the equators This is the strategic geonolitical

g S B Em A SN R OB e uﬁmﬁ»wuﬁwwmwwnwmnunu

e ’T‘m’ din” "?33’(’37) Pel it
25+ Nanda BeRe,Ed:y Vikas Publication, Delhi, pel78.

26s Nehiru Jawgharlal On torld Affalrs-1946~64, New Delhi,p76.
Baljit singh, Indian Foreign Felicy,fn Analysis,p.16e.

27 %anﬂi BeRe, Indian Forxeign Folicy, The Hehru Ysars,
P.al? [ ] ¢



7.2

location between the cast and the west and has a great \
significance f£or her role in international relations, \
The Indian Foreign Policy makers were keenly conscicig of

its Fatebhi Sytaarameyya, a former President of Indian

Rational Congress, has observeds

“evs India is s. the key to the freedom of pacific
nations and the control of the despotism of atalan=

tic nationsess "28.

Javaeharlal Nehxu emphasised the same fact in his
spesech, thusy

®.ee India becomes a2 kind of meeting ground for various
trends and forces and mesting ground betwsen shat

might roughly be called os the sast and the mstn."zg'

Wiile addressing the Coangress in Washidington, dehru

podated,

Psse India has a great deal to & with the middle
eastern world and has a great deal to do with the
Chinese world and has a gxeat deal to do with sSoutie
Last Asia. Indla geograophnlcally speaking is a pivot,

’ , \ - .
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28+ Bitaramayye Pattabhi, The History of the Indian
Qlatianal congrasss 1935-47, VolelZ, pelle

a9 fN:mda BeRs Bde Indian Foreign Policy, Vikas Puslication,
Delhi;pel724 o



it is centrally situated from the strategic as

well as f£from other points of views,.”3o.

India's locational re}aticnship with Burope and Asia
is such, that under certain political conditions it could
assune a decisive position in the strategy of world contrcls
The primaxy reason for this importance is India's gecgraphic
location to the great ' Heart Iand * of Euxasia31.

It is because of this position India since, the anclent
period is also considered to be the worlds meeting place

of civilizations.

another significant aspect of the country's physical
locatlon is gea frontage. India has 3,500 miles of sea
frontage, and she ls centrally stituated on the main sea
route betwaen Europe and Far Kast, via, the Mediterlan,
the Red Sez, the Indian Qecean and the gtralts of Malacca
provides favoursble commercial connections with the rest of

the world.

The relative location of other political areas also

influence the foreign policy to & great extent. In East and

O S WD W AR SR A W N W gy M R BER AR G AR S0 S W BN W R W W R B WS S e

30 Jaweharlal Nehiu's Speeches = 1049-53, Ministry of
Information & Broadcasting, Governmeit of India, dew
Delhi, 1954, pps.lié-146.

31, Nehru Jewsharlal, India‘'s Foreign Folicy,New Delhi,
1961’ Z)O 30



2.4

West Pakisten maintains the common boundary with Indla. In
the north are Sikkim and Tibet separa;:ed .;ay the Himalaydea
rangess In the northw-east bdrder gecgraghical barrlerxrs
seperate Indla from her geighbours China dnd Burme.

India shares moze than 1,500 miles long fxontick with

32

Chingse People's Repnblic™ « Indila, therefore, wants to

maintain friendly relations with its neighbours and with

those powers which axe capable of closing the Indian Gcean33.

lehru realised that geoposlitical factors would compell
India to seei: friendship with Rusgia. Nehru wrote, " The
USSR is a large coumntiry sgprawling half over Asia and Europe.
It cannot be ignored by us because ghe is our nsighbour
which may be friendly and co-operative to us as which moy be

a thorn in our side "‘34’.

I'ndia wanted 0 play the role of a medlator or peace=
making agent and good relations with powerful neighbours
like USSR and UsSA would have helped in India in its peacew~
making efforts. India's geographic position in the middle
of Furasla induced Pen-Aglatic sentiment.
32+ The Bastern Economist, Delhl, Dec.26,1952, p»999.

33, Karan PePs, 'India's Role in Geopolitics’, IX, Indie
uarterly, 1953, D«60s

34, Aguid 2hmad, Indo~Soviet Relations, Septenber,l973e



india in 1926, " participated in the Pan-Asiatic
Confarence at Nagasekd alongwith Koreans, Japanese, Chinese
and Fhillippeans” 35; In the same year President of the Indian
Katdonal Congress gdeclared " The time has perhaps come £Or
us £o think of a federaticon of Asiatic people for this common
welfare.ss™ 2 federation of Aslatic democrasies will make
for peace, pxogé:;eriéy and £reedom in Agia "0,

Iodia then sterted its efforts in this direction by
calling * First Session of a Fan~Asistic Federation ‘e
India's ultimate goal was of world federation and the f£irst
gtep was to be taken in Asia. ' J

It was in the year 1946, the &ll India Congress
Commdttes pointed * Whetever the future of the woxld
cxganisation is, India and the countrxies of South-Basgt Azia
mugt hang teogether and work togethere This is necessary f£rom
the point of view of the defence and strategy, for trade

and commerce and in cultural association “37.

in March,194%, represeatatives of 28 Asian countries

attended the'Piret Asian Relations Conference ' in ew Delhl,

Kozea wagc &n invites, who attended the consferenceaa.
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35, Idtersry Digest,September,18,1926,p20s

3Ee Indlaa Kmért:.erly, Registar,Caloutta,Vole I1,July-Dec. 1926, pe 306,

37« Indian Annual Reglster,1946, pell4.

38, Nicholas Mansergn,The Asian Conference, <23zd Internatio=
nal Affalrs, July,1947,10.256.
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In May 1948, speaking before the 'Indian Chamber
of Commerxce and Industry®, M. liehzu observed, * India is
found to play en important part in the development 'of the
South=Easi Agla xegion"ag. This tide of 'Asian &‘gelidarily*
and sentiment later calminated in the form of * Bandimg v
¢onferance' in which 29 Asisn netions participated; India
took a leading part. The declared objective of the confexence
wags ® To view the position of Asia and Afxica in the world
today and the contribution they can make to the promotion

of world peace and co-operationéo.

Speak ing before the Folitical Committee, of the
Conference on April 22.1955; Mx. Nehixu ohserved,

Baes e countries of Asia and Afxica have £0 considsr
wvhether we can all of us put togsther..s prevent the

great powers and big countries going to war ..."41 .

This pattern of * Asla developling under, Indian
thought was 2 patient bullding peaceful co-existence in
which Nehru had a dominating mie“q‘a. vhile the west relles
upon collective defence pacts, India is aiming at a2 different

3% The Statesman, June 2,1948.

404 Kohin Gole, The Aslan-african Jonfsrence,Banduns,
Indonesia, 2pril,1958 (Cornel UniePress,i956),pede

41, Kohin Gele, Cl@&iﬂg Specch by M, NehXu,pe 73s

424 warwi¢k Chipman, Indiats FPoreign Policy, XIV Behind
the Headline Series Noed, October,1954, pPe7e



approach which lies in peaecs alliances rather than niz.itery
pacts, collective peace appreach rather than collective

defence appmaché?'

India's keen interest in the Korean question and ia
other important 2sian probiemg appeaxrs tO be motivatsd hy'
the feeling that because of its geographic position, pelitical
policles and economic. resouress, Indla might be in a position
to hold the balance of powel in Asia. If USSR, is cong:idemd
0 be Buropean country, then Japan, China and India remzin
the threep great powers in Asia. Since China and Japan are
in opposite powe¥ blocksy China eligned to USSR and Japan
to UsA. * Indis with its policy of non-alignment remains
the only councry which can hold the balancve of power in

As:ta"M’

Due to the varicus developments, Nehru had realised
the path of Zﬁdia and hence he wes both perturbed and hurt
vary such because of these alignmentis toking place« He did
certainly realise the danger of opting for o aligned foreign
policy.

43, Bandari, c‘:hf’. + Problem of Security in asia, F&:mign
kffajirs Paport, MNovewbex,l1954,

44, The Rastera Economist, New Delhi,August,1952,
Ppe 301=302,



2.8

Of course, India nced not solely rely upon a
strateglc position for political importance. Size was
ancther cruclal clement and a country with a big size just
cannot be ignoreds ® India is adequately large, the seventh
largest staté, with second laxgest population in the world
and relatively large stock of National zvesouxces“ésu dIndla
even in 1947 had the power potential necessary £orx influeneing,
though not to a lagge extent, the contemporary power politics.
Nehru throughly realised that India, was not a big powerX but
she was tco big to be a gtatalite 0of any otherx country and
restrict heyx actlon of freedom in international f£iald,
“Nehru had never dreamt of aligning with any block after
independences He was determined of this aspect as far as
he was concerneds He gsaid, ® India is too big a counbry
hersel€ to be bound down to any country, however, big it

may be “‘46.

Another chief geopolitical factor is the insuleting
effect of northern mountain Himalaya and iIndian Cgean has
made Indla & * compariment separated £rom adjoiuniny countrics
and facilitating defence. It also has enabled India to remsin
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45, Nanda D.R.,EBEd, Indian Foreign FPolicy, The lchiu Years,
Nehzuz and Non-Alignment, pe7ie

46s  Nehru Jawcharlal, OpeCitspe32e



aloof fxom idgological conflict and power politics of
the mid-twentieth centure and accept the policy of non-
alignment. Nehxu realised this geograpghic conditien, fox

non-aligninent when he said,

Bees W2 iaré geographlcally so situated that we are
not drawn into controversies with that passionate
furey that some other countrxies are. This is not
dus to our goodness of badness, but is a matter

Of geography e .“47.

Further, it is also rointed out that Iandia's Foreign
Folicy hag its foundation into her religion, rhilosghical

ideclogy, in her immediate and remote past48.

This view regarding India's Foreign Follcy seems
acceptable at least to some extent. Religion, culture and
traditions constitute one cf the factors detemmining the
foreign policy of India which gave idealistic appivach to
the foreign policy of India. Great Saints of India like
Shankarachayya, Kabiyv, Dnyaneshvex had an ddeal of ' one
werld 'e This ideclogy did not rensin vestricted only to the
spititual flelds. It was also manifested in the political

life of Indias

e e GBS S G G G G M e A S e G N S Ar S G W A6 S S8 6 YR G o= W
47 Inid.

48 Appadorai, The Foreign Policy of Indla, New York,
1963, pe484.



JeBandopadhyaya says, " Ashoka rather than Kautilya

was the model of political agpirations of India ,,g,g. Nchra

was greatlf influenced by ldealistic Indian cultuze and

his deep study of Indian History and Fhilosophy and culture

gave his life depth, meaning and experience which was
roflected in his political behaviour,

dehru was an architect of India's foreign policy.
S0 obviously his idealistic views of internationalism
Qgc@ basic concepts of India‘s Foreign Policy, which is
Hpm;ved by his frequent refexences te the ideql of ‘one
worla *29,

Nehru's above view was incorpgorated in Panch-Sheela
lees five principles of peaceful co=existence included in
the agreement of April, 1964, between China and India. The
£ive principles wores

t

i) Mutual respectof each pthers territoxial

integrity and soverigntys

29 Mutuel nonwaggressioOn.

3) Mutual noneinterference in other's internal affairse

._~n-“’.-m“.’-““"-"“'ﬁp-"‘-““"““--!
¢

49, Nandx BeRe,Eds Indian Forsign Folicy, Nehiu Years,
Nehru and NoneAlignment, psl175.
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4) BEquality and mutuzl benefitse
5) Co=existence. |

Madan Gopal says,

“se0 Nonealigument wes not boin suddeniy. It waw
inhexent in t':heg Indian capacity for assimilation.
and it can bs sald that it takes OFff fxom the

: political ph;grlcsopﬁ}} of India'yg ogtstanding rulers
of past as Ashcka, Raja Chola and Akbar and fxom '
the thinking of the pimlosophem like .:harﬂ‘archawa.
Guru Nanak and Kabir m.“‘si

‘Gandhiji was also influenced by the idéology of ,‘;
Indian culture and put forth the concept as Ramerajya which
ey be £ree f£rom class~struygles &pzsressisﬁs avil things,
and wh.wh would be based on mn-}riolence ana’ peaces. He
defined politiga as " transformation of social relationship
in tems of certaln values "52.

He used to critise " power politics and fizmly believed
in nonwviolences Indis's political scruggle for £rcedom under
Gandhiji through non-viclence and truth had much to 4o with

f
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51. Maden Gopal, India As a World Fower, Aspects of Indian
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the building up of the concept Of wr:’!.ci peace through
non-aligoment "53. fehzu constantly referred to the

influence of Gandhian policy on Indiats political behaviour,

The logical outcome was, Foreign Folicy which will
neglect contemporary powe® politics and accept new path of
non~aligoments In the world lost in greed and selifishness
India head been trying to f£follow a path of virtuous idaalismsc;

Concludingly 4t may be pointed that India’s Foreigny
Folicy has roots in its recent past history. It is not
uholly philospphical, neither solely influenced by religion.
It is neither embedsd only in nat_icnfal interest, but the
result of the efferts of Nehxu in adjoining the post with

the trends ©f present world and mike the futuresworlds.
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