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via Baluchistan, in support of the exiled Afghan Kin
8hah Bhuje-ul-Mulk, who some time before had taken rz;ugc
in Kalat State. The Khan of Kalat'e co-operation was
sought in the matter, which was freely given. Bubgesquent
history of Britieh relations with Kalat 8#@ State and its
Rulere has been one of friendly mlliances and treaties
of mutual friendehip and amity throughout.

111) Thease Treaties were concluded in 1841,1854 and 1876
and they are based on mutuasl friendship and alliance aa.
between two independent and sovereign States. Besides
these several Electrie Telegraph Agreements were aleso
concluded with Kalat State and the feudatory State of
Lasbela, which throw further light on the nature of the
relations maintained between the British Government and
Kalat Btate. Thease relations are consiatantly described
in the mforesaid Tresties and Telegraph Agreements ms those
of "fréendship end amity between the twe Governments", and
the Ekhan of Kalat is held to be en ally » "a firm ally" -

of the British Government, and "Ruler of the soversign
State of Kalat",

1v) A reference is invited té the Treaty of 1B76, which is
the Treaty in force mt present time. The Treaty begins
with the folloving words: "Whereas it has become erpedient
to renew the Treaty of 1854 ..... and to supplement the
same by certain additional provisions calculated to draw
closer the bonds of friendship and amity between the tvo
Governments ...."

Article 3 of this Treaty, while binding the Khan to
faithfully observe his undertakings bindes the British
Government "to respect the independente of Kalat".

Article 4 provides for British Agents to be
"accreiited by the British Government to reside permanently
et the Court of the Khan" and, "on the other hand", for His
Highness "to accredit a suitable representative" to the
Goverrment &f India. The reasons for this exchanpge of
representatives is given in the first sentence of this
Artiecle, which ie "JFor the further consolidation of the
friendship herewith renewed and reaffirmed bet een the
two Governments".

I also explainmed to His Highnese the Chancellor that
His Highness the Khan of Kalat had recently appointed me
as his Representative with His Excellency the Crown
Representative, under this Article of the Treaty, and that
I had already had the honour of presenting my eredentials
to Hig Excellency on the 1Bth. of December 1946.)

In Article 6, the British Government"in recognition !
of the intimate relatione existing between the two countries
accords itsmsment to the request of His Highness for the
presence in his country of o detechment of British troops.

Article T provides for tha construction by the Britizh

Government, "by previous Arrangements between the B““:
Goverhment and the Gevernment of His Highness®, of suc
lines of Telerraph and failwayms may be beneficial to

svesto the interests sescee
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to the intereste of the tvo Governments",

v) Thus 1t will be eesn that the
British Government and kalat 8¢
based on mutual friendship and
independent couritries, and have
their exiatence.

relntions between the
ate have along been
Amity as betveen two
no other basis for

vi
vi) It 48 true that the Government of India Act of
holds kalat State as situated in India, but :'lu Bm:
¥AS never consulted in the drafting of this Act,, nor
was the 8tate, in any way, a party to it, end, as
much, in view of the clear treaty relntione existing
betveen the countries already expleine’, an Act passed
by one Government for the edminsitration ef its own
territories ean have no legnl effect, one way or another,
in respect of the territories of ‘he other Fovernment.
¥ere 1t not =0, then it weuld be equally® "legal® for
the British Government to inelude Persia and Afghanistan
within theborders of India by introdueing r eleuse to
that effect in one of ite Acts. Nevertheless, the
Khan of kalat lodged a protest in proper quarters
against what he considered to be an infringement of
the Treaty of 1876, Hie Kighness, however, got & reply,
- in the “orm a personal letter from His Excellency
the Crown Representative (this letter is dated the
10th of June 1939), mssuring His Eighness that sueh
re-affirmation was unneeseary and that Fis Lxeellency
recognised the Treaty of 1876 as fully walid in every
respect and that it would henceforth form the bafais
of relations hetween the British Goverrment and kalat
State,

vii) His Highness the Lhan, therefore, maintsine, and
he is supported in this respect by the unanimous will
of all hie subjecte (a) that kalat State is an indepen-
dent sovereign State whose relations with the Eritish
Government are based on the Treaty of 1876; (b) that
its Indian mpsociations are merely due to its connexions
under the Treaty with British Governmnt and nothing wlee;
(e) that balat State being an independent State, Hie
Highness ean never agree to ite being inecluded in any
form of an Indian Union; (d) that with the termination
of the Treaty with the British Government , Kalat State
vill revert to ite oripginal poesition and will be free
tolits ovn course for the future; end (e) that future
relationa betveen Kkalat State and India will depend
entirely on the kind of treaty, if any, that may be
entered into betveen the tveo countries.

viii) Him Highness, however, ie most anxious to econtinue
his friendly and amie=ble rela‘iens with lndia and will
plways be glad te enter inte & treaty of frlen@nhip
with any Government that suceceeds the British &Pvarn-
ment in India, so long as theposition ef halat State
as an independent and sovereign Stnte ie fully recognised
and respected by the oth'r party tec the treaty.

4, As regards 2(b) above, — the question of
the Leased Aféhs Territories — 1 referred to the Agreements

under *hich thegse territories have heen leased to the British

Government .
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1) Under these Agreements, the Kalat Niaba.
Nuﬁhki and Nagirabad are held by the Britizhogniz::;:ﬁt fro
*fe The Knan on a quit rent. In addition, the Xhan has
2lso transferred to the British Govt. hia Tights to le
dues or tolls on the trade travelling through the Bolan 4n
return for which the British Govt. hag agreed to pay to
His Highnese the sum of Ruppes 30,0004~ per annum. The
salient fentures of these Agreements are as follows:-

a) First, the Agreements are between the Khan of Kalat
and the British Govy. and were entered into by "common
consent” for the "advantage of both Governments". 2

bn secondly, while one party to these Agreements is %

'

His Highness Mir Khudadad Khan of behals of himself
gnd his Eeirs and successors", the other party is

and not also its EUCCESSOTE e
c) Thirdly, according to t

he terms of these Agreements,
they hold good, and the British Government is liable
to pay the stipnlated quitrént, only so long as the
territories in question are administered by the !
British Government.,

|

3

12) Iy vigw or these clear stipulations in the Agreements, f
it requires no subtle grgument to show that legally es well
88 morally, the Britigh Government is bound to restore ]
the territortes in question to the State as soon as it :

finds itself @inable any longer to carry out its own part ‘
of the Agreement.

144) It maybe repeated that the very first and foremost con-

dition on which each Agreement is based is that the Leased
Territory shall be held Brit G - and shall
be administered f of B G by an

officer or officers appointed by the Governor-General-in-
Council for the purpose.

|

iv) These Areas belong to His Highness the Khan. They are
held by the British Government on lease from the Khan on
certain conditions. The Agreements in regard to the said
Areas were made with the British Governmentand with that
Government alone. When, therefore, the British Government
relinquishes charge of the Leased Areas, Justice will
demand that they are restored intact to the Khan of “alat,
thetr @8@8% lawful and rightful omner. The Khan also
anxiously awaits B formal pronouncement by the British
Government to this effect.

5 Regarding 2(e¢) - the futvre of
other Baluch tribal areas — I explaired to His Highness
the Chancellnr that :-

e wane AL B B w4 o e N a o TN e
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" All theee areas originnlly formed part of Kalat Btate
end were later on, Ay mutual mgreemnent with British
‘:v:rn-mt. separated from the Btate on grounds of
: mineitrative expedierey. To the best of my belief

he majortity of the people of thedse Arens desire
to see some sort of Kalat Btate Union formed which
8hould include their territories. Alrendy some
Of their leading Bardars, notedbly the “ardars of

Mari and Bugti tribee, and Bardar Mir J
i T Jamel Lhan
Lapghari spesking for the Laghari tribal territory
ﬁf Dera Ghazi Kkhan (Panjab), have mapprosehed

18 Biphness the Ehen with & formel renuest —

the Hari and Bug'i Bardare have even exseuted &
writing to thie effect — that His Highness should
guide their destinies regarding the future and that
their best interests lie in m union of all Baluch
tribal territories under the hegemony of His
Hiphness the Lhan, who 1s already the recognised
head of the Baluch Confederacy and 1s the suzerain
of the Kharan and Lagbela Btates, His Highness
the Lhan, vhile sympathetieally disposed to the
overtures of the tribal chiefs and others who

have mpproached him in this matter, is looking

to the British Goverrment for frindly advice.

Hig Fighnesn ¥nows 4t “or m fact that =11 BEalueh
Erives,[living in or outside Kalat Btate, are

one in their desire to preserve their national
existence and heritage and to keecp themselves

out of any form of Indian Uaion, end he is

deeply anxious to eee that they get a treatment
which accords ~ith their just and natural aspirations.

6. Thie was, more or lese, the subetance of my
talk with His Eighnese the Chancellor of the Chamber of Frinces.
His Higrmess whom I found to be one of the most charming persens
1 have ever come across, end who listened to everything 1 esaid
with the closest attention, meke’ me first of all if 1 had
discussed mll these matters with Sir Conrad Corfield. 1
replied thatl had done eo but not in so much detail. His
Highnese then told me in most sympathetic and kind %% terms
that he entirely eppreciated the position of the halat State

and was in full nFrleell.ﬂnt with the views of His highness the
Khan as eéxplained by me. Hip hipghness psked me to assure

His Yipghnese the khan that he had the Tullest sympathy of the
Chancellor of the Prince's' Chamber and would get every

Higs Eighness further ssked me

posrible support from hime.

eestn write to himaeess
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to write to him an informal latter stating nll MARpA WA that
1 had verbhally explained to him, His Highness appreciated

the view of Kmlat State that it could not he a party to

any formal negotiatiene ennducted by the Negotiating Comhittes
of the Chamber of Princes with the Constdtuent Asgembly
without eempromising its position mas an independent State

a8 recommised and accepted by the Treaty of 1876, but

advised that His Highness the hhan should keep in informal
touch with him during the course of their negotiations

with the Constituent Ageembly. I told His Eipgknese that

Eis hipghrers the khan would be glad to do that.

Te I returned from Phopal with my heart full

of gratitude for Hig Fipghnese the Chancellor for the very
kind, hospitable and courteous treatment which 1 received
during my two daye' etay in Bhopal.

8. I will write the letter ealled for by

His Highness the Chancellor, on my return to kalet State,

GO0 PRG-I IR B ULGUEEE an ) GEeHn

Yeurs ESinecercly,

Sd: Muhamed Aglam.

L.CsLs Opirian, Esquire, C51, Cle, Ics,
Seeretary to the Government of India
"4n the Pplitieml Ue artment, Nev Uelhi.



Maiden's Hotel, Delhi j’

December, 26th., 1946,

My Dear Mr Griffin,

I returned from Bhopal on the evening of the

22nd. December and called at your ;:fﬂee on the 23rd. afterncon,
but was told that you had gone out. I, however, saw Mr Wakefield

and gave him 2 bfief rocount of my meeting with His Highness
the Chancellor of the Chamber of Frinces st Bhopal. I now
write thir letter to give you & more detailed mecount of
my aforeeaid aeetipg, end At the eame time mpologise for

this encroachment on your time.

2. 1. explained to Hie Highness the Chancellor that

Kanlnt State had three major problems befora &t, namely,

(a) the future place of the State in the world snd its

rekations with India after the Britieh Government has
handed over the reigne of the Government of lndia to
the Indiens;

{b) the return of the Lenmsed Areas of Quetta, Nushki
and Nesirabad to Kalet State after the termination of
His Highnese' Treaty with the British Goverrmment; and

(e¢) the future of other Baluch tribal sreas, such as
Knaran snd Lagbela, the two feudatory Etates, Mari end
Bugti territories, ete.

Taking 2(a) firet, what I submitted to His

Highness the Chaneellor, is more or less ns followsi-

1) Kalet State is not, and has never been, s part of lndia.
It 45 not sn Indian State. DBefore the mdvent of British
Government, Baluehistan, which name then only applied to
the 1and inhabited by Baluchi tribes (vhich term includes
the Brahuie), led an independent existence under its own
Ruler, the Khan of Kalst, vho in those daye was known
e8 the KEhan of Ealuchistan. There existes documentary
evidence to show that the Fhans of Beluchistan, the
grent sncestors of the present Ruler of Kalnt State,
moetly ruled over their territories independently of
any foreign interference and were held in high esteem
and regard as such net only by the neighhouring Rulere
of Afghanietan and Feraia but by the Caliph of lslam him-
gelf, vho was even pleared to bestow the title or Heglar
Begi (m Turkish word, meaning the 'Khan of lhans'), on
the Khan of Baluchistan.

11) The first British contact with Knlat State takes place

in the year 1838, in cormexion with an expeditionary
forece sent by the British Government to Afghaniastan

esesVie BaluchistANecssasane
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