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go to war against Iraq in 1991 was in fact a deliberate choice 

aimed at crippling Iraq‟s military and economic infrastructure. 

The US had grown apprehensive over the emergence of Iraqi 

military power coupled with Iraqi efforts at modernization, 

including the creation of an impressive infrastructure and 

industrial and technological base. Iraq achieve all these due to 

the oil revenues which increased since its nationalization of 

oil companies in 1972. In fact, the destruction of Iraq‟s 

military capability and its advanced infrastructure and served 

US- Israeli interest. Iraq‟s military capability had posed a 

strategic threat to Israel domination in the area. During war 

the US allied forces destroyed most of the military 

infrastructure together with much of the civilian infrastructure 

through exhausted remote controlled precision bombings. This 

strategy was to enable Israel to become the strongest and 

dominant power in the region. 

 

On 15
th
 February 1991, Iraq announced that it was ready to 

accept UN Security Council Resolution and withdraw its 

forces from Kuwait. This raised hopes that the war in the Gulf 

could be ended without any further bloodshed. The text was 

announced by the Ruling Revolutionary Command (RCC). It 

described this as a “necessary first step” which was “linked” 

to a number of other developments, including: 

 

 A total cease-fire and the cancellation of all Security 

Council resolutions since the invasion of Kuwait. 

 A withdrawal of all the coalition forces and material within 

one month of the cease-fire. 

 Comprehensive UN guarantees of “Iraq‟s historic rights on 

land and at sea”. 

 Israeli withdrawal from the occupied territories, the Golan 

Heights and South Lebanon and the application of UN 

resolutions similar to these adopted against Iraq if  Israel 

refuses to do so. 

 Political agreements in Kuwait “based upon the will of the 

people and their right to practice democracy and not on the 

basis of the rights acquired by the Al -Sabah family.” 

 The cancellation of all debts owed by Iraq and other 

countries in the region which have suffered from the war to 

countries which have participated in the aggression.
38

 

 

In the West, the initial reaction was deeply skeptical and 

within six hours after the announcement, US President George 

Bush had concluded “regrettably, the Iraqi statement now 

appears to be cruel a hoax”. The White house Spokesman 

Marlin Fitzwater said that Iraqi President Saddam Hussein 

was “clearly trying to manipulate somebody here but it is not 

clear what his purpose is?
 39\ 

 

The dramatic announcement in Moscow on 22
nd

 February 

1991, that Iraqi Foreign Minister Tariq Aziz had given a 

“positive” response to peace proposals by Soviet President 

Mikhail Gorbachev climaxed a week of “last- ditch” 

manoeuvring to avoid a full-scale ground offensive by the US-

led coalition forces to liberate Kuwait. According to Soviet 

Spokesman, Vitaly Ignatenko, after “through discussion and 

exchange of views” the two sides came to the conclusion that 

it was possible “to find a way out of the military conflict in 

the Persian Gulf” along the following lines.
40

 

 Iraq announces a full, unconditional withdrawal of its forces 

from Kuwait. 

 The withdrawal of forces will take place during a fixed 

period. 

 Immediately after the cease-fire, all prisoners of war will be 

released.  

 After the withdrawal of two-thirds of all the Iraqi forces, the 

economic sanctions envisaged by the UN will cease to 

apply. 

 The withdrawal of the forces would be monitored by 

countries not taking part in the conflict, mandated to do so 

by the UN Security Council. 

 After the withdrawal of the Iraqi forces from Kuwait has 

ended the reasons for the corresponding Security Council 

resolutions will cease to exist, and therefore these 

resolutions will cease to be effective.  

 

US President George Bush said that after examining the 

“Moscow Statement” and discussing it with my “Senior 

advisors” and after “extensive consultations” with our 

coalition partners, I have decided that the “time has come to 

make public with specificity just exactly what is required of 

Iraq if  a ground war is to be avoided”. Most important, the 

coalition will give Saddam Hussein “until noon Saturday to do 

what he must do began his immediate and unconditional 

withdrawal from Kuwait”. We must hear publicly and 

authoritatively his acceptance of these terms.
41 

 

On 24
th
 February 1991, after all the destruction which had 

taken place in Kuwait, and after the coalition ground offensive 

had begun to liberate Kuwait. The Soviet Foreign Ministry 

spokesman, Mr. Churpin read a statement. Indicating that the 

Soviet Foreign Government regretted that “ a real chance to 

solve the conflict peacefully and achieve the goals set by UN 

Security Council resolutions has been missed”. On the 

evening of 25
th
 February 1991, the “Iraqi Army began pulling 

out of Kuwait in a state of mounting panic”. The next day , the 

de facto withdrawal was made official by a “broadcast given 

by Saddam Hussein and the Kuwait Resistance movement” 

was in full control of the city. On February 27
th
, Iraq 

announced that it would unconditionally accept the UN 

Security Council‟s 12 resolutions regarding the Gulf crisis. 

 On 27
th
 February 1991, the US president, Mr. George Bush 

declared victory over Iraq and said: “Kuwait is liberated ; 

Iraq‟s army is defeated; our Military objectives are met”.
42

 

This is not a time for excited happiness, certainly not a time 

to triumph, but it is a time of pride... this is a victory for all 

mankind and for the rule of law. 

 

5. India’s Response to Iraq- Kuwait Crisis 
 

India was caught by between the proverbial rock and a hard 

over the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait on August 2
nd

 1990. On 

the other hand, India was dependent on Iraq and Kuwait for 

40% of its annual oil imports and in additions to a 

substantial trade relationship, an estimated 185,000 Indian 

workers were stranded in the area of hostilities. On the other 

hand, Iraq a secular state in a region dominated by Muslim 

fundamentalists and feudal monarchies, had been a 

traditional friend of India and had supported India‟s position 

on the Kashmir dispute. 

 

There was apparently an external dimension to India‟s less 

than forth right condemnation of the Iraqi invasion. One day 

after Iraq occupied Kuwait came news of the US 

development of naval force in the Gulf. Given India anti-

Pithy to the involvement of extra regional powers in regional 
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conflict such a development was seen as “ominous” by 

Indian foreign policy makers. 

India tendency to regard the Iraq- Kuwait crisis (Gulf crisis) 

as “just another” regional conflict and the consequent need 

to keep extra regional powers at bay apparently shaped its 

response. New Delhi was piqued over the speed with which 

the United States responded to the situation
43

.  

 

India on the other hand, was indeed, not very supportive of 

external involvement in regional conflict. On the other it 

allowed the US and allied forces fighter plane for refueling 

from India‟s airport. India‟s primary at this stage, was the 

safely and repatriation of its more than a million workers 

stranded in the gulf region. To this end, India secured the 

UN sanctions committees permission at the end of August 

1990 to sail a cargo vessel carrying 10,000 tons of grains to 

the Iraqi port of Basra for Indian nationals. In addition the 

government dispatched two passengers to ships and sent 

Indian air force planes to evacuate Indians from the area. 

However, its decision to send food shipments to the Iraqi 

port of Basra was seen in some western capitals as a 

backdoor attempt to undermine the sanctions imposed 

against Iraq
44

 During the first two months of crisis India 

repeatedly called for the “soonest possible withdrawals of 

Iraqi force from Kuwait” and expressed its opposition to any 

“unilateral action outside the framework of buildup by the 

united sates and Britain
45

. 

 

India response to the Iraqi occupation of Kuwait was 

ambiguous. The V.P Singh, Government, reluctantly to 

condemn Iraq because of this country traditional friendship 

with it, concentrated on the repatriation of around 180,000 

Indian‟s trapped in Kuwait and Iraq. His government later 

denounced the Iraqi action and demanded its withdrawals 

from Kuwait but did not take any worth while diplomatic 

initiative to restore the gulf conflict. 

 

India interests with Iraqi action in Kuwait for its oil. We 

know most of the our oil comes from the gulf regions, “Gulf 

money” in the form of remittance from India‟s working in 

Iraq and the Gulf sates has become a significant source of 

upward mobility in recent years. Then there was he major 

problem of evacuation of Indian‟s from Kuwait and Iraq, 

which the government of V.P Singh managed fairly 

efficiently
46

. 

 

India foreign minister I.K Gujral expressed India‟s 

displeasure at “the great issues of the day” being decided in 

the capitals of a few major powers”
47

. Thus it can be 

surmised that India was at first opposed to the development 

of western forces in its vicinity as this violated the principle 

of keeping the region free of external power involvement. 

India‟s initial reaction of the half –hearted in support of the 

International consensus largely because of New Delhi‟s to 

extrapolate from India- Pakistan relations and its failure to 

take cognizance of the New realities of the post-cold war 

era. 

 

However, this did not mean that India‟s apparent “softness” 

toward Iraq and its anti-western stance during the initial 

stage of the crisis had the broad support of its foreign policy 

community. Indian air commodore Jasjet Singh and K. 

Subrahmanyan of the Government run institute for Defense 

studies and analyses a argued that in spite of India‟s friendly 

relations with Iraq, New Delhi must recognized that the 

“Iraq invasion of Kuwait challenged the basis of United 

Nations itself and the energy security and financial stability 

of the world”. They questioned the prevalent view that Arab 

problems were best solved by the Arab themselves. Given 

the threat to international order and stability posed by the 

Iraqi occupation, they argued that “it was unrealistic to think 

of dealing with it in regional intro- Arab context”
48 

 

Moreover, it was becoming increasingly clear that India‟s 

perceived softness toward Iraq and ambiguous response to 

the allied actions had the potential to harm its trade and 

diplomatic relations, not only with gulf region but also with 

the western countries in the anti- Iraq coalition.  

 

6. War and India’s Attitude 
 

Between the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait and the allied powers 

combined attack on Iraq to liberate Kuwait, there was a shift 

in power in India from the Janata Dal government headed by 

V.P Singh to that of the Janata‟s led by Chandra Sekhar. The 

Chandra Sheker government assumed power, there were 

serious dangers to India‟s Unity and integrity, and its 

economy, passing a serious challenges to the government. 

Moreover, the government was confronted with a dilemma 

with regard to its foreign policy : whether to throw in its lot 

with the allied powers who appear to be sure winners or to 

stand by a good friend like Iraq which was sure to safer 

defeat. An effort has been made here to analyze the response 

of the strategies adopted by it in order to cope with the 

critical situation. 

 

However, after the commencement of operation Desert 

Storm on 17 January ,1991 Prime Mister Chandra Shekar 

appealed to president Saddam Hussein to announce the 

commencement of immediate withdrawal of troops from 

Kuwait unconditionally in compliance with a dozen 

resolutions of the UN Security Council
49

. Shekhar‟s appeals 

and the statements by foreign Minister V.C Shukla in Which 

he had spoken against any link between Iraq‟s unconditional 

withdrawal from the Kuwait and the Palestine issues were 

noted with appreciation by the US State Department.  

 

Interestingly, in late January 1991 it was revealed the since 

January 9
th
 India had allowed US military aircraft to use 

refueling facilities at three airports in India and route from 

the Philippines to the Gulf. The government defended 

granting the use of transit and refueling facilities to US. Air 

force transport planes carrying “non-lethal supplies” on the 

grounds that this was “in keeping with our friendly bilateral 

relations” with the United States
50

. According to some 

analysts, the American decision to refuel planes in India was 

dictated by political, not military needs. As Jasjit Singh 

pointed out : “the USAF could not have possibly needed to 

use Bombay as staging post for military reasons alone, given 

the short fight time, about 45 minutes , from Bombay (now 

Mumbai) to gulf and relatively small magnitude of the 

refueling operation
51

. 

 

On the question of the refueling of the American planes, the 

first salvo against the government was fired by the Congress 

Party which charged the government with having deviated 

from the path of nonalignment. It also accused the 

government of having betrayed a close friend like Iraq, and 
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neglecting the cause of Palestinians. The government‟s 

policy of allowing the American planes to be refueled, the 

congress party charged
52 

had made India an ally as well as a 

“tool” of the US V.N Gadgil, its spokesman, said on 28
th
 

January 1991 that “this minority government” had no right 

to make the refueling decision
53

. 

 

The reliable defense news on January 21 reported that “ 

India supplied the allied forces some intelligence on the 

interdiction tactics practiced by [Soviet] MIG-23 Floggers, 

MIG- Fox bats, Mig-29 Fulcrums, SU-22 Fitters and SU-24 

Fencers of the Iraqi air force”. There could be an elements of 

truth in this report because India, who along with the Soviets 

had trained Iraqi pilots, gunners and armored officers, 

possessed the same weapons systems as Iraq. As regards 

motivation on India‟s part, it can be argued that India had a 

vested interest in sharing the data about the actual combat 

performance of Iraqi MIG-29‟s vis-à-vis the America F-16s 

which Pakistan has. The effectiveness of US Electronics 

Counter Warfare (ECW) capabilities against Soviet made 

weapons systems in the inventory of the both Iraq and India 

could have been and additional motive for Indo- US military 

cooperation as Pakistan also possess US supplied ECW 

equipment. 

 

The “realist” argued that , economically, India had as much 

interest as the west in the availability of reasonably priced 

oil imports from the gulf region. Since an overwhelming 

majority of poor countries were oil importers, they stood to 

lose more by the cartelization of oil. So India would gain 

enormously from the end of regime most likely to cartelize 

oil in the years ahead, the arguments went, and besides, 

Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and Iran had been bigger donors to 

India than Iraq since the early 1980‟s. India‟s total trade 

with Kuwait the UAE, and the Saudi Arabia was seven times 

more than with Iraq. It was also pointed out that Iraq had 

failed to pay. India more than US $ 4 billion it owed on 

construction contracts dating back to the early 1980‟s. Now 

a repayment formula through Iraqi oil deliveries had been 

agreed upon , only to be wrecked by the UN trade embargo. 

As for remittances from the gulf, there were usually only 

20,000 Indian workers in Iraq against1.3 million in other 

gulf countries
54

. In short India had a direct and parallel 

interest with the major western powers in seeing to it that 

continued to get reasonably priced oil imports from the Gulf 

region. 

 

Finally it may be conclude that the throughout the Iraqi- 

Kuwaiti crisis, India failed to play a constructive role, and 

signals coming from New Delhi were confusing and 

contradictory. What is particularly striking is that India did 

virtually nothing substantive during the August 1990 - 

March 1991 period either to activate the non-aligned 

movement (NAM) or to use New Delhi‟s traditional access 

to Baghdad to engage Saddam Hussein in meaningful 

dialogue. India belated efforts to please both sides in the 

conflict appeared in the end to have pleased no one. The 

Iraqi and pro- Saddam Arabs accused India of being and 

pro- Saddam Arabs accused India of being and American 

lackey for following the refueling facilities. The Kuwait and 

anti-Iraqi forces labeled India a Saddam storage for initially 

failing to condemn unequivocally the Iraqi invasion of 

Kuwait and then for stopping the refueling
55

. Unwilling to 

fight against Iraq alongside the US and its coalition allies but 

unable also to broker peace, India in the aftermath of the 

crisis, found its self sidelined on the international scene. 
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