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lLZZ"ER DATED 12 DEC~WER 1348 FROM TEE BI!%D OF THE -RYDMiD DEiJXTION 

TO TH!Z Pl?RSIDFiW OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

On 9 October 1948, I inforned the President of the Security Council 

that it pus not xy intention. CA th,- next zeatic,n of th+ Security Csuncil 

dcvet+? t.3 thz question ,ef the corLplaint of Eydarebad against Indir, to 
. . . . . . . . ..:. :- cppex before the Secllrity Council and to participate in the discussisn 

concerni= the vcliditg of the credentials of the Hydercbad dslegction. 
That decision was procptsd by the desire not to delay either the 

discussion of the substsnce of the cooplaint of Hyderabat or any action of 

the Council resulting fro= that.biscussim. 

Since then, reliable infsrr?aticn has coce to our knowledge which no 

longer gerxtits us to leave the Security Council qn doubt as to ths fact that 

neither et the tize when the alleged instructions to withdraw the coapleixt 

IroE the United Nations were issued nor at any subsequent period till the 
present day has the Nize;i been a frte sgent able to express without 

constraint the will 3: the St&e. 

It now appears clearly thet instructions in the xatttr were SiTlen 

m&r *duress, and that the Zizm is now held virtually in the position of 

C $-v?ismer of the I&ian tilitcry authorities who hme occupied thi- country 

i.. ..- 3y force 92 ~33s. 

It is tivident that the IJieen has bean prevented fro11 comunicating 
: : : :-.:; ._. : :. fr%ly with his Irietis ma advisers in m& outside the countr;~. Indian 

aponsmzd Eewsgzpers an0 bodies -- such as the Hyderabad State Congress -- 

he-e 3een openly advocating the &position of the Nizay,. The evidencb ia 

mr possession shows that he approves of the continued effort of the 

Iiyd*rabad d.+legatim to enlist the support and authority of the gnit:-d Nations 

2% tie repression of the aggression which has tcken place against Hydorahad 

In view of this, '~2 consider it our duty to m-assert, in roost 

ezphatfc tmx, the authority of our Qltigation cs originelly mpi)idJ. cnrl 

its cmtinued right and obligation to daf9m.l chu ir?:erenta of Hyderc3cd befxe 

the Unit& idatims, Should that ruthoritg 3e challenged froL1 any quartm, 

then, in xr submission, the questiw before the Security Council is in 

the first Instance me of feet. It zmst be escartained 3y thl: Sxurity 

Cmncilt3 what ext=nt, if any, thz Nizu~ has been c free agent since thti 

ad /invasion of 
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invesibn of H&&r&bad and'the occupction of the copitcl by Indian'troops. 

At the r?e&ing.of...the. Security Council held on 28 Septerbar 1948 the 

representative of Indis put forward the mtonishing, an& in the facc of it 

absurd, assertion that the NiLan b$carz e free ruler only sincti the 

invasion. It will be for the Indicn Gmerment, by agreeing to cn 

investigation of this zstter through a comlssion sent by the Security 

Council to Hyderabad, to assist in arriving nt the true facts of the 

situation. 

The second question which requires elucidation in this connexion is 

one of lsw, namely, to what extent the Security Council can consider 2s valid 

the instructions, ordering the withdrawal of c complaint lo6ged before the 

United Nations, of the Head of a State invedad end occupies by zn aggressor. 

Thet question, which could be properly answered by the Internctimal Court 

of Justice, is of vital i~portsnc e not only for Hyderhbad but 21~0, we 

believe, for tha United Nation@ e&X we trust thet the Security Council will 

not fail to take eppropriate zction'in this regerd. 

(Signed) MOIN NAWAZ JUNG 
Heed of the Hyderebed delegetion 


