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party of Islamic ideology and with the largest following in 
the country. An unique aspect of Hatta was that he had 
little time for long and elaborate discussions and often took 
decisions as matters were being elucidated to him. His 
incisive mind analysed situations rapidly like a computer. 
Even in the midst of harrowing events of the revolution, 
he was always soft-spoken but when on occasions ruffled, 
never displayed any temper. He was a fine Humanist and 
had genuine affection for everyone. He again found his 
equal only in the ever smiling Sjahrir, a comrade of long 
years in the struggle for freedom since their student days in 
Holland. As they planned, pined and pictured a free 
Indonesia, Sjahrir was the introspective mind that had 
inherited the best in culture and philosophy from the 
West and yet retained a pragmatic approach to the 
problems of a backward colonial nation. He was parti-
cularly devoted to his country's youth and knew how to 
move them into action. Contemptuous of pomp and 
splendour and pride and ostentation, he showed himself as 
a genuine Socialist to his many admirers. It is as a 
diplomat that he rendered great service to the fledgling 
Republic after giving his brain and brawn to the revolution. 
No circumstance could perturb him and he maintained a 
calm and optimistic outlook. He combined tactics with 
strategy and knew how and when to make concessions in 
order to achieve his objective. He had an innate gift, like 
Nehru, to anticipate events. At the UN Security Council 
following the second Dutch military action against the 
Republic, as the Foreign Minister of the infant Republic, 
he made abiding impression by his firmness, moderation, 
and spirit of accommodation. 

The triumvirate : Soekarno, Hatta and Sjahrir for 
the time it lasted made an ideal team for the revolution 
and they were then the best. Like all revolutions, once it 
is over, the objectives are lost in the lust for power ! The 
leadership splits and nationalism becomes weakened. It is 
wrong to judge the Indonesian Revolution by its aftermath 
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and the tribulations it stirred in the region after its 
independence had been internationally affirmed. Its 
achievements during the revolution were great and 
glorious. 

No revolution keeps to its course even as a mighty 
river in spate. Lenin's hopes for the Russian revolution 
had been belied although in his "State of Revolution", he 
had planned for the anti-Czarist revolution to be followed 
by a Capitalist State as in Europe which after a long 
interim period would evolve into a Socialist Revolution 
under the leadership of the Marxist Party and which in 
turn could lead to a truly democratic state. In the same 
way, the Indonesian Revolution appears to have gone off 
its Pantja Sila rails once independence had been achieved. 

India's contribution to the Indonesian Revolution and 
the freedom struggle has been outstanding. Galvanising 
the Indonesian national struggle with the feeling of 
companionship and making of it a wider struggle against 
the common oppressor of Colonialism, granting material 
and logistical support in addition to the diplomatic initia-
tives from the Indian Government, it was India, under 
Nehru, that acted decisively to ensure Indian help was 
considerable, generous and effective. While details of this 
support would have to naturally await release of the docu-
ments for publication by the Government of India, it will 
suffice for me to point out that no 'quid pro quo' ever 
entered the mind of Nehru at that time though some 
detractors of India and enemies of Indonesian nationalism 
had attributed motives to him. It was essentially an 
identity of outlook and synchronisation of views on the 
common struggle against Colonialism that propelled Nehru 
in the direction of concrete assistance-more than moral 
support-to the infant Republic of Indonesia. If at all 
there was any expectation on the Indian side, it was one 
of reciprocal good-will only. Since I was privy and the 
channel to some of the exchanges between the leaders of 
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the two countries, both prior and after Indian Independ-
ence, it is my categorical assertion that there was 
no imposition of Indian views on the Indonesians. With 
admirable drafting, often Nehru's own, the Indian view 
point on various issues-whether it was the recognition of 
the People's Republic of China or the form of future 
association with the Netherlands in a Union under the 
Crown on the model of India's association with the British 
Commonwealth — was clearly stated leaving it to the 
Indonesian Republic's leaders to formulate their own 
policy. For instance, when on being acquainted with 
Indian views on the recognition of the People's Republic of 
China, Soekarno told me that the Republican Government 
would act similarly; twice I met Hatta to have it cross-
checked with him in order to be certain that Indonesian 
official policy had been made. 

Nehru more than fulfilled his promise of taking 
"Every opporturnity to support you in such ways as we 
can" ; and "however entangled we might be in our own 
problems, we think of you for we realise that your struggle 
for freedom is intimately connected with ours" ; these were 
not mere brave words from a comrade leader who had 
great admiration for the Indonesian's "great struggle for 
freedom" as he himself called it. 

How fickle and how capricious are the feelings of 
nations for each other even like those of humans ! It is 
not for me but for others to examine and analyse the 
events after January 1950 which dragged India and 
Indonesia apart. 


