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Early Foundations of Asylum 

India’s tradition of providing asylum can be traced back to ancient times. Cultural and religious 

texts such as the Mahabharata and Ramayana highlight the principles of protecting those in 

distress. Ancient Indian rulers often provided refuge to political and religious fugitives, 

showcasing a long-standing tradition of hospitality and tolerance. 

Post-Independence Developments 

The modern era of asylum in India began after independence in 1947. The Indian Constitution, 

while not explicitly mentioning asylum, embodies human rights and protection principles. 

Several significant instances illustrate India's commitment to offering refuge: 

Tibetan Refugees (1959): Following the Tibetan uprising against Chinese rule, India 

granted asylum to the Dalai Lama and thousands of Tibetan refugees. This move was not only a 

humanitarian gesture but also a strategic one, aimed at countering Chinese influence in the 

region. 

Bangladeshi Refugees (1971): During the Bangladesh Liberation War, India provided 

refuge to millions of Bangladeshi nationals fleeing the conflict. This was a crucial humanitarian 

effort that also supported the creation of Bangladesh as an independent nation. 

 

 



Legal Framework and International Obligations 

India's asylum policy is influenced by various legal and international frameworks. While India is 

not a signatory to the 1951 Refugee Convention or its 1967 Protocol, it adheres to the principle 

of non-refoulement, which prohibits the return of refugees to countries where they face serious 

threats. India’s domestic legal framework, including the Foreigners Act, 1946 and various 

constitutional provisions, also plays a role in shaping its asylum practices. 

Ethical Necessity for India 

Humanitarian Imperatives 

The ethical necessity of granting asylum stems from a commitment to humanitarian values. 

Providing refuge to individuals fleeing persecution aligns with universal human rights principles. 

It reflects India's adherence to the concept of non-refoulement and the broader moral obligation 

to protect those in distress. 

Global Leadership and Soft Power 

Offering asylum enhances India's role as a global leader in human rights. It projects India as a 

nation committed to upholding international norms and fostering goodwill. This stance is crucial 

for India’s soft power and diplomatic relations, enhancing its influence in global forums. 

Domestic Impact 

Refugee communities often contribute positively to the host country’s socio-economic 

landscape. In India, refugees from Tibet and Bangladesh have made significant contributions to 

various sectors, including education, business, and culture. Their integration has enriched India’s 

diversity and helped address skill shortages. 

Pros and Cons of Granting Asylum 

Pros 

Geopolitical Stability: Providing asylum can stabilize regions experiencing conflict and 

support diplomatic relations. By offering refuge, India can enhance its influence and contribute 

to regional peace. 

Economic Contributions: Refugees bring diverse skills and entrepreneurial spirit. Their 

presence can stimulate economic growth and innovation, addressing labor shortages and 

enriching the local economy. 



International Reputation: Granting asylum reinforces India’s commitment to human rights 

and humanitarian values, bolstering its international reputation and diplomatic standing. 

Cons 

Security Concerns: Asylum seekers may pose security risks if not properly vetted. Issues 

such as radicalization or infiltration by hostile elements need to be carefully managed to ensure 

national security. 

Resource Strain: Accommodating and integrating refugees can strain resources, including 

financial, infrastructural, and social services. This can lead to challenges in housing, healthcare, 

and education. 

Domestic Opposition: Political and public opposition to asylum policies can arise, 

particularly if there are concerns about the impact on national security or resources. Managing 

these sentiments is crucial for maintaining public support. 

The Case of Sheikh Hasina 

Political Background 

Sheikh Hasina has been a key figure in Indo-Bangladesh relations, known for her efforts to 

combat insurgency and extremist forces in Bangladesh. Her tenure has been marked by 

cooperation with India, including addressing cross-border militancy and fostering bilateral trade 

and security ties. 

Circumstances Leading to Exile 

Hasina’s recent ouster and flight to India have been driven by intense political turmoil and 

violence in Bangladesh. Her refusal to hold elections under a caretaker government and the 

subsequent protests led to her seeking asylum. The situation highlights the complex interplay of 

domestic politics and international diplomacy. 

India’s Role and Historical Ties 

India’s decision to support Hasina reflects its historical relationship with her. India had 

previously granted asylum to Hasina and her family during the political upheavals of the 1970s. 

The current asylum request is consistent with India’s tradition of supporting allies in times of 

need. 



Legal and Diplomatic Challenges 

Granting asylum to a high-profile political figure like Hasina involves navigating complex legal 

and diplomatic challenges. India must manage its obligations under international law while 

addressing the potential diplomatic fallout with Bangladesh and other stakeholders. 

Asylum to Sheikh Hasina and Its Fallout 

Strategic Considerations 

The decision to grant asylum to Hasina has significant strategic implications. It could affect 

regional stability and India’s relations with Bangladesh. While it demonstrates support for a 

historical ally, it may also provoke negative reactions from Hasina’s political opponents and 

complicate bilateral relations. 

Diplomatic Maneuvering 

India must balance its humanitarian commitments with strategic interests. Engaging in 

diplomatic negotiations to manage the fallout and address concerns from various stakeholders is 

essential. This includes working with Bangladesh and other international actors to navigate the 

implications of the asylum decision. 

Domestic Reactions 

The domestic response to Hasina’s asylum will likely be mixed. While some may view it as a 

principled stand, others might criticize it as politically motivated or a strain on resources. 

Managing public perceptions and political reactions will be crucial for maintaining support for 

the asylum policy. 

Future Considerations 

India’s handling of Hasina’s asylum could set a precedent for its asylum policy. It will require 

innovative approaches to address the challenges and opportunities presented by such high-profile 

cases. The situation underscores the need for a nuanced and balanced approach to asylum 

decisions, considering both humanitarian values and strategic interests. 

Conclusion 

India’s asylum policy reflects a blend of historical tradition, ethical commitment, and strategic 

calculations. The case of Sheikh Hasina illustrates the complexities involved in balancing 

humanitarian obligations with geopolitical considerations. As India navigates this delicate 

situation, it must carefully manage the implications for its international relations and domestic 

politics, ensuring that its approach aligns with its values and strategic objectives. 

 



MAIN PRACTICE QUESTIONS 

1. Discuss the historical context and the strategic implications of India’s decision to grant 

asylum to Sheikh Hasina, the former Prime Minister of Bangladesh. How does this decision 

reflect India's foreign policy priorities and its relationship with Bangladesh? 

2. Evaluate the ethical considerations and potential domestic impacts of India granting 

asylum to Sheikh Hasina. How should India balance humanitarian obligations with its 

national interests in this context? 

 

ANSWERS 

1. Discuss the historical context and the strategic implications of India’s decision to grant 

asylum to Sheikh Hasina, the former Prime Minister of Bangladesh. How does this decision 

reflect India's foreign policy priorities and its relationship with Bangladesh? 

Historical Context: 

Sheikh Hasina, the former Prime Minister of Bangladesh, sought asylum in India after being 

ousted amid violent political turmoil. The situation was triggered by widespread protests against 

her government and her refusal to hold elections under a caretaker administration. This political 

crisis forced Hasina and her sister to flee Bangladesh, leading to her seeking refuge in India. 

India’s decision to grant asylum to Hasina has historical roots. In the 1970s, following the 

assassination of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, Hasina and her family were granted asylum in India. 

This historical connection underscores India’s longstanding relationship with Hasina and her 

party, the Awami League, which has been a key ally in maintaining regional stability. 

Strategic Implications: 

1. Regional Stability: Granting asylum to Hasina has significant implications for 

regional stability. It reinforces India’s role as a supportive ally to Bangladesh’s pro-India 

political factions and may influence the dynamics of Bangladesh’s internal politics. By 

hosting Hasina, India demonstrates its commitment to allies but risks exacerbating 

tensions with the new political powers in Bangladesh, such as the BNP and Jamaat-e-

Islami, which may view India’s actions unfavorably. 

2. Diplomatic Relations: India’s decision could affect diplomatic relations with 

Bangladesh. While it showcases support for a historical ally, it may also strain ties with 

the new Bangladeshi government and complicate future diplomatic engagements. India 

must carefully manage its diplomatic channels to mitigate any negative fallout and 

maintain a balanced relationship with Bangladesh. 



3. Geopolitical Strategy: The decision aligns with India’s broader foreign policy goals 

of maintaining influence in South Asia and countering regional adversaries. By offering 

refuge to Hasina, India asserts its role as a regional power with strategic interests in 

stabilizing its neighborhood and countering external influences, particularly from China 

and Pakistan. 

Conclusion: 

India’s decision to grant asylum to Sheikh Hasina reflects a blend of historical allegiance, 

strategic interests, and diplomatic considerations. It reinforces India’s commitment to its allies 

while navigating the complexities of regional geopolitics and maintaining its influence in South 

Asia. 

 

2. Evaluate the ethical considerations and potential domestic impacts of India granting 

asylum to Sheikh Hasina. How should India balance humanitarian obligations with its 

national interests in this context? 

Ethical Considerations: 

1. Humanitarian Obligations: Granting asylum to Sheikh Hasina aligns with 

international humanitarian principles, including the right to seek refuge from persecution 

and the principle of non-refoulement, which prohibits returning individuals to countries 

where they face harm. India’s decision to offer asylum demonstrates a commitment to 

these values and reflects its adherence to global human rights norms. 

2. Political Neutrality: Asylum to a political figure like Hasina could be perceived as 

India’s interference in Bangladesh’s internal affairs. While the humanitarian aspect is 

paramount, India must navigate the ethical challenge of appearing to support one political 

faction over another. This perception could influence both domestic and international 

views on India’s role in regional politics. 

Domestic Impacts: 

1. Public Opinion: The asylum decision may generate mixed reactions within India. 

Supporters may view it as a principled stand in defense of human rights, while critics 

could argue that it risks straining relations with Bangladesh and could be seen as 

politically motivated. Managing public opinion is crucial, as it influences the broader 

political landscape and India’s domestic policy environment. 



2. Resource Strain: Accommodating a high-profile asylum seeker involves logistical 

and financial considerations. India must ensure adequate security, resources, and support 

systems for Hasina while addressing any potential strain on its infrastructure and 

services. Effective management is required to balance these demands without 

compromising national interests. 

Balancing Humanitarian and National Interests: 

1. Strategic Management: India can balance humanitarian obligations with national 

interests by engaging in proactive diplomatic dialogues with Bangladesh and other 

stakeholders. This approach can help mitigate potential diplomatic fallout and address 

concerns about India’s role in the region. Clear communication and diplomatic efforts are 

essential to maintain balanced relations. 

2. Policy Implications: India’s handling of Hasina’s asylum could set a precedent for 

future asylum cases. The approach should uphold humanitarian principles while 

strategically managing national interests. Developing a clear policy framework for 

asylum decisions can help address similar situations effectively in the future. 

Conclusion: 

India’s decision to grant asylum to Sheikh Hasina involves a careful balance between ethical 

considerations and national interests. By adhering to humanitarian principles while managing 

domestic and diplomatic impacts, India can navigate the complexities of this decision and uphold 

its values and strategic objectives. 

 

 


