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m DATED 18 iVAY 194-g FRQ$ T-Xl3 REPRWENTATIVE OF INDIA TO THF; 

PHCXD?jYtiT OF TEE SEWFECY COUNCIL CONCEXNING 

TIE E!EYWWD QUESTION 

I heve the honour to refer to the document S/Agenda 425 indicating 

that a meeting of theSecurity Council has bean called for the purpoea of 
. . considering the Eyderabsd question on 19 May 1949. I am to invite 

attenticn to the previous letters on the. subJect: 

1. Letter dated 24 November 1946 from the Leader of the Indian 
Deleg&ion to'the President of the Security Council (circulated 
as S/lc&?) l 

2. Letter dated 10 December 194.8 from tha Secratary-Genersl, 

Enistry of External Affairs, Government of India, to the 
Assistant E-cretsxy-General.in charge of Security Council 
Affairs, United Nations (circulated as S/1115). 

3. Latter dated 13 December 1948 from the representative of 
India to the President of the Security Council (circulated as 
S/=24). 
I em to amphasize once again that there never was eny dispute or 

situation in Hydarsbad likely to andsnger the maintenance of interuational. 

Fee.03 atrd security or to lead to international friction; and since the 
wHhdx=sel of the corqplaint by the Mizem of Hyderabad, there has never 
been even the semblance of any such dispute of SifUatiOn, It is only e 

asPu* or aitu&ion of such Ea. interrational chat-acter that csn be dealt 
with bY *he Security Council under the Charter. Pakistan, is, therefore, 

not CanPetent to in7ok9 the jurisdiction of the Security Council on this 
ylestion. 

., 

All matters r9latin& to Uydarabad are now regularly dealt with by 
the Govern=& of India ae matters of domestic jurleddction; questions 
are Put and .??nmars ere given on all such matters in the Indian 
Constituent Assembly to which the Gcverrwnt of India is responsible. India . 
COntainS 25 to 30 tillions of Muslims who exe duly rapreeentad in the 
Constituent Assembly; and out of fourteen mambors of the Indian Cabinet, 
two are Mc~lime, two axe Chrfetisns, one is a Siti, and two 
bbmg to the Scheduled Castas. Any grievancae which thn 
MuslLns itl any Psrt of India may have can be end are volcad In 

that Assambly; this is at once a ssfeguard sgainst incorrect 
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or cxagcerated statements and a meens of securing prompt redrese of genuine 
gr?.svezces . 

As xiae stated in t.!s letter dated 10 December 1948, to the Asaiatat 

Secretary-GenersJ. in charge of Security Council Affairs (S/1115, psge S), 

there hasnever beeen eny ban or restriction on anyone visiting Ryderabad 
to see things for him&f; and Vithout prejudice to the question of 
jurisdlctlon the Govsrrxnent of India has in the past furnished the Council 

factual information relating to conditions in the State. 
The Government of adin deprecates these recurrent attempts to 

agitate in the Security Council matters which are not only wholly within , 

the domestic jurisdiction o f India but for the redress of which - 80 far 

as the ascertained facts call'for any redress - adequate constitutional _ 

means exist in Indla itself. I would respectfully suggest that the 

periodical resuscitation of this subject here aervss no useful purpose. 
ad rnq have the effect of inil- communal pakions in India end thus : 

threatening her internal trauquillity. For these reasons, I em ~ 
re8Fctfull.y to urge that the whole subject of Eyderab&.d be'now rxicmd ‘?i 

from the agenda of the Security C&I&~. '. 
This subject wae put on the agenda of the Security Council in Paris l_l 

on 16 September 1948. It was, however, made clear at the time that the -,1 

adoption of the item "zould not in any way prejudge the competence'of 
b 

: _! 
the Security Council" in the matter. Logically it would seem that the -_I 

Council should consider the question of competence before heWing any x: 

statement on the metits. As the Government of India intends to confine : ': 
itself to the question of cosipktence, I am to request that India's 

., 
I ;, 

representative be given an opportunity, before the Minister for Fore&n 
: :; :: 

Affairs and Commonwealth Relations of Pakistan is called upon to speak, : 

to state moi fully the'Government of Dkiia*s view on the question of 
.I 
.I 

competence as set out in this letter. - .,I, 
' 

(signed) M. GopeJa Menon 
First Secretary 


