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IETTER DATED 12 DECEMBER 1348 FROM THE HEAD OF THE HYDERABAD DEIEGATION
TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

On 9 October 1948, I informed the President of the Security Council
thet it was not uy intention ot the next mwsting of the Security Council
duvoted to the question of the complaint of Hydersbed ggainst Indis, to

apozar before the Security Council and to participate in the discussion

2

concerning the validity of the credentials of the Hyderebed deslegition.
That decision waa prowupted by the ¢esire not to deley either ths
discussion of the substence of the complaint of Hyderebad or any cction of

the Council resulting fronm thet .discussion,

Since then, reliable informaticn hes core to our knowledge which no
longer permits us to leave the Security Council in doubt as to the fact that

nsither at the time when the 2llsged instructions to withdrew the conmplelint

fron the United Neotions were issued nor at any subsequent period till the
present day has the Nizax been o free agent able to express without
constraint the will of the State,

It now eppears clearly thet instructions in the matter were ziven
under duress, end that the ¥izen 1s now held virtually in the position of
& prisoner of the Indian nilitery authoritiss who heve occupied the country
by force »f erms.

It is cvident thet the Nizen hes been prevented frool commmniceting

s it frsely with his friends and advisers in ond outside the country. Indien
sponsorzd newspapers end bodies -- such as the Hydsrebad State Congress --
heve boen ovenly advoceting the deposition of the Nizarm. The evidence in
our nossession shows that he aporoves of the continued effort of the

Hyderehed delegation to enlist the support and suthority of the United Nations

2or the repression of the szgression which has teken plece ageainst Hyderzhad.
In view of this, we consider it our duty to re-essert, in nost

erphatic terns, the authority of our delegetion as originelly eppointed and

its continued right and obligation to defend the interests of Hydersobod before

the United FHations, Should that euthority be chellznged fron eny querter,

then, in cur sutaission, the question before the Security Council is in

the first instence cne of foct. It :must be zscertainsed by the Security

Council %o whet extent, if eny, the Nizo has been e free egent since the
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invesion of Hyderabad and'the occupetion of the capital by Indianltroops.
At the nesting .of..the. Sscurity Council held on 28 Septermber 1948 the
representative of India put forward the astonishing, and in the face of it
absurd, zssertion that the Ni:zam became & free ruler only since the
invasion. It will be for the Indian Government, by agreeing to cn

investigation of this natiter through a commilssion sent by the Security

Council to Hyderabad, to assist in arriving at the true facts of the
situation.

The second guestion which fequires‘elucidation in this connexion is
one of law, namely, to what sxtent the Security Council can consider as valid
the instructions, ordering the withdrawal of 2 complaint lodged before the
United Netions, of the Head of e State invoded end occupied by an aggressor.
Thet gquestion, which could be properiy answered by the Intsrnational Court
of Justice, is of vital importance not only for Hyderabad but also, we
believe, for the United Nations end we trust that the Security Council will

not fail to teke appropriate action in this regerd.’

"(Signed) MOIN NAWAZ JUNG
Heed of the Hyderabed delegetion
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