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A Tale of Two States -

images and perceptions of each other
conflict sharply. The record reveals a
bid on each side to do the other down
from the very moment of their birth
as independent states.

The Partition accord of June 3,
1947 took care of British India. But
the princely states acquired a status
that had no basis In law, morality or
history — independence on the lapse of
the paramountcy of the British
Crown, as distinct from direct British
rule over the rest of India. “In 1819 the
States which now exist finally ceased
to be independent,” historian Edward
Thompson wrote (The Making of the
Indian Princes; OUP; 1943; page 280)
They were a British creation. True to
tradition the British supplied a neat
legal myth to dress up the sordid real-
ity. “The conquerors assiduously re-
built their internal independence and
gave back a great deal” (page 285): so
long as they obeyed the British, Ma-
harajas who did not toe their line were
unceremoniously deposed. It is over
these puppets — suddenly pitchforked
to independent statehood on August
15, 1947, over a century after the ex-
tinction of all vestiges ol sovereignty
— that India and Pakistan went to
battle, metaphorically and literally.

The issue which still continues to
poison their relations is over one such
entity — the State of Jammu and
Kashmir. The merits of the dispute
have been debated on both sides with a
surfeit of legalism, morality and his-
torical mythology. Viewed in the con-
text of the times, together with Hyder-
abad. the spuriousness of those claims
stands fully exposed. Each side con-
tradicted itself largely on every single
issue involved — the legal and moral

day. the Nizam of Hyderabad was ex-
pt‘*i*lv(i to sign the Standstill Agree-
ment with India, but did not. It had
been approved by his Executive Coun-
cil by six votes to three, on October 25
after three days of debate. The draft
Agreement and a draft collateral letter
from the Nizam to the Governor-Gen-
eral of India, Lord Mountbatten, had
been negotiated in New Delhi for days.
Benichou records: “The documents
were taken back to Hyderabad on 22
October with the undertaking by the
delegation that they would be returned
to Delhi. duly signed by the Nizam by
27 Octpber. A strange incident in Hy-
derabad. howevey, was to upset all
plans and seriously affect future ne-
gotiations between the State and In-
dia.” The Nizam avoided signing them
on October 25 and also on October 26.
The next morning, the Ittehadul-
Muslemeen's leader Qasim Razvi's
goons surrounded the homes of mem-
bers of the Hvderabad delegation and
prevented them from leaving. They
promptly resigncd

A new delegation arrived in New
Delhi on October 30. Its plea lor revi-
sions was rightly refused. On Novem-
ber 29, the Nizam signed the docu-
ments. The Standstill Adreement was
to last a year. It provided in Article 1:
“Until new agreements in this behalf
are made, all agreements and admin-
istrative arrangements as to matters
of common concern, including Exter-
nal Affairs, Defence, and Communica-
tions, which were existing between the
Crown and the Nizam immediately be-
fore the 15 August 1947, shall, in so
far as may be appropriate. continue as
between the Dominion of India (or any

been settled.”

V.P. Menon recorded that later the
Nizam's emissary “Sir Sultan Ahmed
told Lord Mountbatten and myself
that the Nizam had sent two persons
to Karachi who had returned on 29 Oc-
tober. He attributed the Nizam's volte-
face to some message which he must
have received from Karachi (The Story
of the Integration of the Indian States:
page 314). Mountbatten mentioned
the names of the two emissaries —
Yamin Zubeiri and a companion — to
Jinnah when they met at Lahore on
November 1, 1947. “Jinnah assured
me categorically that he had merely
seen these two men out of courtesy, for
a matter of five or perhaps seven min-
utes” (Sardar Patel’'s correspondence
1945-50; Vol. 1: edited by Durga Das;
Navajivan Publishing House; page 74).
Circumstantial evidence and proba-
bilities belie the denial. Two sets of
documents are relevant. One set con-
cerns Hvderabad: the other concerns
Kashmir. Jinnah Papors July 26 —
August 14. 1947; First Series, Vol.IV;
Ed. G.Z.H. Zaidi (distributed by Oxtord
University Press). published recently,
contains two revealing documents.
One is the Nizam's note to Jinnah on
July 28, 1947, defining his options.
The other is a record of his delega-
tion's talks with Jinnah in New Delhi
on August 4. The Nizam astutely
pointed out: “When the British go...
there would be no chance of making
anything like so favourable arrange-
ment with the Government of the Do-
minion of India, as would be probable
on the present basis, if a settlement
could be reached now.” He asked spe-
cific assurances of help “with arms
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of his subjects belong, and where the
State has not acceded to that Domin-
ion whose majority community is the
same as the State's, the question of
whether the State should finally ac-
cede to one or the other of the Domin-
ions should in all cases be decided by
an impartial reference to the will of
Lthe people.”

Mountbatten recorded his host's
response in his Note of the discussion:

“Mr. Jinnah then went on to say
that he could not accept a formula if it
was so drafted as to include Hyder-
abad, since he pointed out that Hyder-
abad did not wish to accede to either
Dominion and he could not be a party
to coercing them to accession.” Thus
was the last chance for a Kashmir ac-
cord wrecked on the vain hopes of an
independent Hyderabad. (ed. Durga
Das, pages 73-74). Jawaharlal Nehru
repeated this formula to Prime Minis-
ter Liaquat Ali Khan in a cable on
November 8: “... the principle that,
where Ruler of a State does not belong
to the community to which the ma-
jority of his subjects belong, and
where the State has not acceded to that
Dominion whose majority commu-
nity is same as State's, the question
whether the State has finally acceded
to one or other Dominion should be
ascertained by reference to the will of
the people.”

Mountbatten went so far as not
only to offer a plebiscite in Kashmir
under the supervision of the United
Nations, but also that "a joint India-
Pakistan force should hold the ring
while the plebiscite is being held”
(page 81). This, at a time when militar-
ilyv India's position in Kashmir was
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Zurcher Zeitung: “I have no doubt in
my mind that our own paramount in-
terests demand that the Dominion of
Pakistan and the Dominion of India
should co-ordinate for the purpose of
playing their part in international af-
fairs and the developments that may
take place and also it is of vital impor-
tance to Pakistan and India as inde-
pendent sovereign states to collabo-
rate in a friendly way jointly to defend
their frontiers both on land and sea
against any aggression. But this de-
pends entirely on whether Pakistan
and India can resolve their own dif-
ferences. If we can put our house in or-
der internally, then we may be able to
play a very great part externally in all
international affairs.” It was, of
course, impossible to achieve that
while he pursued the policy on the
States which he did.

In his famous speech to the Con-
stituent Assembly of Pakistan, on Au-
gust 11, 1947, Jinnah discarded the
two-nation theory and ardently advo-
cated a secular polity. His successors
reversed that resolve. Given the his-
torical background, the India-Pak-
istan Cold War could not fail to impact
on secularism. It encouraged revival-
ist bigots in both countries.

In exploiting the Hyderabad ques-
tion to promote the interest of Pak-
istan. Jinnah not only ruined Hyder-
abad but also damaged the interest of
Pakistan as well. The tactical skill of
Mohammed Ali Jinnah secured the es-
tablishment of Pakistan. The arro-
gant folly of the Quaid-e-Azam lost
Kashmir for Pakistan and wreaked
havoc for the poor Muslims of Hvder-
abad. No tears need be shed for the

dertaking not to settle without his ap-
proval. On December 30, Jinnah got
the Cabinet to pass a resolution on
these lines, thus undermining Prime
Minister Liaquat Ali Khan's position -
and the fundamentals of parliamen-
tary democracy.

India’s distrust of the Nizam was
confirmed when he rejected the final
draft of the "Heads of Agreement™ sent
to him on June 15, 1948, redrafted
three times since May 26. It was the
best offer in the circumstances. It did
not provide for accession to India in
law: but did so in effect on defence.
foreign affairs and communications
leaving Hyderabad considerable lee-
way. A drait-Firman- by the-Ndzam.
which bore V.P. Menon's imprint,
provided for responsible government
and for a plebiscite on the issue of ac-
cession to be held under the auspices
of some impartial and independent
body. It had Patel's full approval. of
course. y

The tragic aftermath. predictable
as it was. followed inexorably.
“Operation Polo™. launched on
September 13, settled the issue, but at
great human cost. P. Sundarayya re-
counted in his work Telengana Peo-
ple’s Struggle and its Lessons, CPI(M),
Calcutta, 1972; pages 188-189) the
“widespread™ attacks on Muslims in
the wake of what was miscalled
“police action”.

On Maulana Azad s pt:rb;u.n-.ion,
Nehiru sent to Hvderabad a Committee
of Inquiry, comprising Pandit Sun-
derlal, Yunus Saleem and Abdul Ghal-
far. Its Report remains suppressed to

this day. To be continued
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In The Not So Cruel Month of May

by Andalib Rashdie

'NOT Heaven itself upon the past
has power/But what has been,
and I have had my hour'. This
{s a quote from Dryden's Horace. John
Dryden, poet playwright and
translator died 200 years ago on May
1, 1700. When this 17th century poet

Hopkins burnt his poems on May 10, 1868 and termed the event to be the 'slaughter of innocents'. Sir Edmond
Dyer, a poet turned diplomat noted for his love poem wrote: 'Seas have their source, and so have shallow
springs/And love is love, in beggers and kings.' Gyer, withdrawn from the din and bustle of the worldly life pre-
ferred seclusion in later life. He was buried on May 11, 1667. Robert Browning met Afred Lord Tennyson on May

Siberia and was expelled from Russia
on May 24, 1972. Julian Grenfell who
loved to compose war poems was
killed in the warfront on May 26, 1915
during First World War. Spanish poet
Juan Ramon Jumenez died on May 29,
1958.

12, 1846 and found him as 'a hazy kind of man, at least just after dinner. The day also observes the birthdays of
Dante Gabriel Rossetti (1828) and Edward Lear (1812).

lost his position of Poet Laureate after
incurring royal displeasure, he
lessened the frequency of writing

May 30 records deaths both natural
and unnatural. Christopher Marlowe

poems, but provided some of the best
translations of Horace, Homer, Virgil,
Ovid and Boccaccio in English. With

Poet Laureate, his position of
Historiographer royal was also
dissolved.

Romanian born poet Paul Celan
chose to drown himself in the river
Seine on May 1, 1970. A thoroughly
disillusioned Paul lost his parents in
the Hitler's Extermination Camp.
Thomas MacDonagh. a poet of not so
significance but a celebrated play-
wright at the Abbey alleged to be In-
volved in the Easter Rising was exe-
cuted on May 3, 1916.

Shakespeare was not probably the
Kind of poet for whom Plato shut the
doors of his Ideal State. With all mun-
dane thrust for beauty and economic
interest Shakespeare bought the
largest house avallable In Stratford-
on-Avon on May 4, 1597 for 60 pound
sterling. This house is known s the
New Place. A spaclous house like this
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needed the support of a big chunk of
earth. So Shakespeare spent another
320 pound sterling for 107 acres of
land near Stratford on May 1, 1602
five years after this purchase.

Belgian poet and novelist and Nobel
Laureate Maurice Maeterlink died on
May 5. 1949, while Henry David
Thoreau passed away on May 6, 1862.
Wordsworth wrote on this day in 1805
his famous lines 'She was a phantom
of delight/When first she gleam'd upon
my sight:/A lovely apparition,
sent/To be moment's ornament;.... A
perfect woman, nobly plann'd/to
warm, to comfort and command:/And
vet Spirit still and bright/With
something of an angel-light' written
on his wife from his heart
Wordsworth depicts his lady of love
and admiration. One of the best orien-
tal births took place on May 6 with
Rabindranath Tagore making the first
scream on earth in 1861, May 7 marks
birthdays of Robert Browning (1812)

and American Archibald

Macleish (1892).

Hopkins burnt his poems on May
10. 1868 and termed the event to be the
slaughter of innocents’. Sir Edmond
Dyver. a poct turned diplomat noted for
his love poem wrote: 'Seas have their
source, and so have shallow
springs/And love is love, In beggers
and kings.' Gyer, withdrawn from the
din and bustle of the worldly life pre-
ferred seclusion in later life. He was
buried on May 11, 1667. Robert
Browning met Afred Lord Tennyson
on May 12, 1846 and found him as ‘a
hazy kind of man, at least just after
dinner'. The day also observes the
birthdays of Dante Gabriel Rossetti
(1828) and Edward Lear (1812). Rus-
slan poet Osip Mandelstam was ar-
rested to suffer Inhuman torture on
May 13, 1934. Dante Alighieri was
born In Florence on May 14, 1265.

Emily Dickinson wrote no fewer
than 1800 poems of which only seven

poel

were published during her lifetime,
She also withdrew herself from the
outside world. Refused to leave her
home for eleven years, she could be
carried out only after death due to
« hronic nephritis on May 15, 1996.
homas Moore, also a May born poet
received from Byron his Memoirs as a
trustee on May 17, 1824 and broke the
deal by selling it to Murray for 2000
guineas. He took it back from Murray
and Instantly burnt Byron's
manuscript. He borrowed heavily to
pay Murray back with interest. On an-
other occasion he had to flee to the
Continent to escape the warrant ol ar-
rest for defaulted debt.

Persian poet, mathematician and
astronomer Omar Khayyam was born
on May 18, 1048 and poet George
Meredith died on May 18, 1909.
Khinvyvam's Rubaiyat conquered the
west through translations of Edward
FitzGerald. Poet Laureate Sir John
Betjeman died on May 19, 1948, and

Ogden Nash on the same day in 1971.
John Bejman had a lasting love atlair
with everything old belonging to Ed-
wardian England. A good day indeed
for Oscar Wilde, as he was released
from Pentonville prison on May 19,
1896. Poet John Clare died in a
Northampton General Asylum on May
20, 1864. On the same day in 1845
Robert Browning visited Elizabeth
Barrett at her home and cooked up a
plot of a successtul elopement leading
to a happy marriage during the follow-
ing autumn. Whatever smart he was
Christopher Smart could not escape a
debt traps and was found dead in a
debtor's prison on May 21, 1771.

May 22 observes death anniver-
saries of French poet, novelist and
playwright Victor Hugo (1885). black
American poet Langston Huges (1967),
and Irish poct Cecil Day Lewis (1972).
Huco was exiled by Napolean [ and
later he became a French seinator,
Joseph Brodsky sutfered five vears in

was Killed in a tavern brawl (1553).
Alexander Pope (1744) and Boris
Pasternak met natural (1960) death.
The day also records in 1834 the birth
of Poet Laureate Alfred Austin who
had dismissed all works of Alfred
Tennyson, Robert Browning. Charles
Swinburne, and Williamm Wordsworth
to be inferior to his. He claimed his
position as a poet much above than
his contemporaries although the pos-
terity hardly recognized him to be a
poet of eminence. On the last day of
May Walt Whitman was born in 1819,
St John Perse in 1887, and Judith
Wright in 1915.

This brief write up does not explain
the mystery of poetic birth and death.
It is a simple chronicle of birth and
death of poets drawn from Nicholas
Albery's Poem for the Day. April was
the cruelest of months (Star Litera-
ture, May 6 and 13, 2000). Although
deaths were in plenty. with Marlowe
killed in a tavern brawl May was not
SO cruel.




