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CXfE~GRAM DATkD 20 &KY 1951FROM TBE PERMANENT l?XEWEhTAT 
OF PAKISTAN To THE PRES3Dl3NT OF ICHE SECURITY COWXL AND 

'LaE SRCRBTARY-GlQLElUL 

In continuation of my telegram dated 15th July 1951, I have the honour to 
transmit to your lZxc?llency the text of Prime Minister Liaqunt Ali Khan's 
telegraphic reply dated 19th duly 1951 to Jpr&s Minister Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. 

Be@~3 "I am deeply disappointed to read your telegram No. PRIMIN.2l73, 
dated July 17, 1951. 

"Instead of revoking the concentration of Indian troops on Pakistan 
frontiers which you have admitted and thus removiry: the serious threat to 
security of Pakistan and Internat3.onal peace, you have proceeded to make 
a series of allegations and statements unrelated to facts. You have 
asserted that Indiats policy continues to be to.preserve and ensure peace 
and to avoia war. The use of mll:tary force in Jsna@dh, Eiyderabad and 
more recently in l$spal are crave warnings against the acceptance of these 
assertions at their faoe value. The continueddenial by force of arms to 
the people of Kashrmtr of their riC;ht of self-determination and repeated 
threats to the security of Palrlstan by the mas.sing of InWan troops aGain& 
if0 borders are hardly indications of a desire for peace. 

"You have referred to a roduotion of Indian Ar?uy lost year. The facts 
proclaim otherwise. Your defence budget has risen fromRs.l,510 tillion 
in 1948-49 to Rs.l,?lO million in the qurrent year. Last year the original 
defence budget was ~s.1~760 million but the revma budget rose to Rs.l,plO 
million. In the current year's budget, an announcement was made of a smnll 
reduction in the strength of the Ind>an Army, counter-balanced by increases 
in the Navy and Air Force. But 'two months later it, was reported that even 

the'proposed reductj.on would not be &de. The act&l defence expenditure 
in 'the current year is thus likely to rise to still h&her levels. 

"Your alleGation that the armed forces of Pakistan were largely massed 
on Indian frontiers is oompletely ?&thout foundation. Thi0 would be borne 
out by an Impartial obs6rverr 
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"You have been at pains to distort the si&ficancs of expressions of 
discontent which have appeaxed in the Pakistan press over your persistent 
refusal to allm a peaceful solution through a free plebiscite in Kaslmtr. 

You have construed the expression of the natural dee5i.m for the liberation 
of Kaehmir as propaganda for W&T against DxIia. At the seme time you have 
either ignored or belittled the continuous and blatant propaganda for c?ar 
against Pakistan and, indeed, for the very liquidation of Pakistan carrIod 
on by the Indian press, prominent Idian leaders and political organisations 
This propaganda has been going on in spite of the Delhi Agreement of April 
1350, as any impartial observer will testify. For a long time after the 
Delhi Agxmment, the Pakistan press st??enuously propagated goodwill towards 
Inaia, while the Indian press and political leatiers continued to fulminate 
against Pakistan cd to laake attacks aimed at the in%xgity of Pakistan. 

"When I drew your attention to this violation of the Agreement and 
ask& for action against those responsible for it under Clmse C (8) of the 
Agreement, you pleaded yorrr imbility to carry out the obligation undertaken 
by you. 

'"You have refezTed to recent border incidgmts which you have reported 
to the United Nations. These incidents have been magnified by pau out of 
all proportion and attributed entirely to Pakistan. I would draw your 
attmtion to the statement made by General Limo, Chief U.W. Military 
Observer, on July 13th that quite a number of such violations of the cease- 
fire agreement have occurred on both sides and t4lat the recent incidents 
were less serious than 8011~3 of those which occur?d in the pest. Surely, 
it wo.uld be a gross distortion of facts to treet “Jose incidents as any 
evidence of a aesire for mr. 

"You have Eilso referred to the (no-wart declaration. But as you are 
aware, the proposal for a #no-w&r * declaration coda not $0 carried to a 
conclusion mly because of your reqsal to agree that if disputes between 
InMa and Pakistan could not be settled by negotiation ana mediation, they 
should be referned to arbitration. In spits of the clear direction in your 
Constitutim calling for the settlement of international disputes by 
arbitrtztim, you maintained that it was beneath your national dignity to 
agree to this procedure. 

/%here can 



S/2236 
%f3e 3 

"There can be no clearer gwof of &&istan*s desire for a peaceful. 
solution of its disputes with Tnd:a than the proposal 1 have repeatedly put 
to you %iat all our disputeo should be settled by negotiation and mcMation 
and failfnng that by arbitration. Unfortunately you have preferrefi the threat 

or uee of force in settlw disputes in your favour ~kwever the opgor%unity 
has offered itself. You have admitteed that troops movements have been orAereP 
by you, but you cl.aflm that them are for defensive purposes, The natwe CZI 
magnitude of these movements and, in particular, the forw3r3 move of your 
armoured divlslon and armoured brigade would. not lead wyone to feel. that 
their presence 60 close to Pa~stan~s front:2ers is for defensive purposes. 
This plea of defensive purpose8 losZtf3 all validity in the face of the fact 
that Pakistan had made no troop moves before i&e concentration of your forces 
against Pakistan borders. 

"There can be no severe sti&Q~ upon the relations between our two 
coun%ries than to be subject.@, t&e and aga.in, to the throat const:tuted by 
the concentiation of forces. I would a@n urge you most earnestly to 
withdraw these forces so that this threat to the secur%ty of ?aXistan and 
international peace is removed." EMa. 
It Is requeste~khat this ccr&wd~ticrt-maJrm.~-kinbZy be s*xcillst;eh to the 

Menibere of the Ekow\rity ComcU, 
Assurjng your Excellency of my 'nighest consideration, 

Ahmed S.Bokhari 
&&i5te31 Permanent Representative 
to the United Ikticns. 


