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RAJYA SABHA

Jhursday, the 28th August, 1997/6
Bhadra, 1919 (Saka)

The House met at Eleven of the
Clock;

Mr. Chairman in the Chair
11.00 A M,

DISCUSSION ON INDIA AND THE
WORLD
Discussion oo India and the Warld

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI 1. K.
FUJRAL): Mr. Chairman, Sir, before 1
speak on the subject, that is, India and
ae World, may I compliment through
~ou, this august House 3nd the other
House for the remarkable introspection
that we have manifested in these past two
or three days in looking at our problems
with a great deal of genuine candidness?
We have, I think, collectively risen above
oursclves. We have come fo a stage
where we have exhibited a capacity that
we_ ¢an, when challenged, -look at the
situation in a national perspective, and
therefore, I must compliment this House,
with all humility. While sitting here, I
have heard many good speeches. 1 have
hieacd some good speeches in the other
House also. They make me feel that the
india of yesterday lives today also. It can
still produce great minds and great ideas
and it produces great minds and great
ideas, even though all great minds and
great ideas may not be well recognised as
«t. But I think as history perceives and
proceeds, we will find for ouselves that in
this -particular Session, in which we are
celebrating the Golden Jubilee of India’s
independence, in a unique way in the
Parliament, we have exhibited our
capacity for introspection. 1 think for
everything, introspection is the starting
point. Therefore, may I, Sir, once again,
compliment you, and through you, this
august House for this remarkable degree
of introspection, remarkable - degree of
objectivity and candour with which issues
have been discussed and examined?

I . N
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This morning, Sir, 1 have been asked
to speak on India and the World, and
when 1 Jook back half a century and
beyond, I feel that the world was always
present in the minds and historical
perceptions of India. There was no stage
in Indian history that I can recollect when
the world did not exist for us. When I
look at the mythology of India and when
I focus my attention on various stages of
historical growth of India, 1 see for
myself that though our apertures might
have been narrowed sometimes because
of geographical limitations, all the same,
we did look at the world with a
remarkable degree of objectivity, all the
time. We were also, at the same fime,
condificned by the compulsions of history
and compulsions of geography. There was
a time when both telecommunication and
travel were not as facilitative as they are
today. Therefore, different parts of this
sub-continent looked at the world from a
different point of view. For instance,
from the north of the sub-continent, we
always talked more in terms of Central
Asia, Iran, the Arab Penisula.

These were more in our focus. We
always talked more of these and we took
more from them and we gave more 10
them. The culture, the languages, the
avnllsauonal interations were there till
the “Greeks came. When the Greeks
came, our aperture got widened for the

~ north also. With their entry into our

sub-continent we started perceiving that
there was a world beyond Iran also and,
therefore, that world opened to us and a
narrow angle of Europe as well. To the
South of India, the South sub-continent,
if I may say so, had a different approach.
They were maritime-oriented areas of our
land. Therefore, the then East Asia was
focussed on the East. The civilizational
messages that this India was giving and
taking were more focussed on East -
towards South East-and East Asia. When

today we Jook at Thailand, Vietnam,

Indoncsia and any country of the East,
they are still showing the footprints of the
civilisational interaction that India was
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having in this region. At the same time,
when we look at a slightly closer period
because of maritime consciousness I am
always reminded of the Zamorins of
Calicut. The Zamorins of Calicut were
the first ones in the sub-continent to sec
the dangers that were coming from the
sea. They were the first not only to resist
but also to push out the Portuguese
invasions. For nearly a century or so the
Portuguese came and attacked several
times and the Zamorins were able to
expel them and to push them back. But
then our technology was not in our
favour. If our maritime technology were
in our favour, they would have pursued
them up to the land where they were taking
shelter. They never went beyond the Gulf
and they came back from the Guif again
and again. There was difficulty. This
difficulty came in our way in every era
which I will address a little later.

In every era we took from the world
and we gave to the world. I was just
talking about the North of India. How
were our languages born? How did we
interact with the religions? How did
Buddha’s message transcend into these
areas? All these were interactions when
the world existed for us, There is no
phase in Indian history when we did not
interact with the world. We interacted
with the Iranian languages, the Indo-
Iranian languages, if I may call them. We
interacted with their culture, with their
music, with. their thinking, with their
efforts. We gave them and we took from
‘them and in our own way assimilated
them. Pandit Nehru often used to remind
. us of the assimilation process of India’s
civilisation and it is the Indian
civilisational process that has ultimately
created what we call today “Mushtarga
Tehzeeb”—the Ganga-Jamuna Civilisation
as we call it. As I mentioned a little while
ago, the message of Buddha travelled the
entire breadth of Central Asia. It went
right up to the borders of Europe and on
this side through the South up to the
other side of Asia and the World. India
and the world were always a two-way
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street. We gave and we took. It was
never a one-way street. In this style we
continued to interact with the world. We
continued to assimilate and, therefore,
our civilisational growth was there. As I
talk of this I am reminded of Nehru's
“Discovery of India”. Nehru had
discovered India for himself and for. us.
While sitting in the narrow cell of the jail
Nehru was thinking in a broader concept.
He was thinking about the foundation of
Indian civilisation. He was thinking of the
broad world view of Indian civilisation
and was also correlating it with the world
as it existed at that time. All this
continued till we reached the stage of
colonial era. The colonial era did many
harms to us and one of the harms it did
was that it distorted our civilisational
unity. It distorted our languages. It
exposed to us a new type of dimension
which we were not used to. We were
blindfolded. We were made to look only
in one direction. We were made to feel
that as if all those good relationships that
we built over the centuries in the North
on one side and in the East on the other
did not exist any more, as if walls were
built-up and the walls were there to stop
our vision. Yet I must say, I must
compliment, that our resilience withstood
that distortion.

It was civilizational resilience of India
that we did not get blocked out. The
might of the Empire sometimes overawed
us. The might of the Empire sometimes
induced fear in us. But there was a
courage and determination. It s
interesting for me to look at India in the
context of that determination. After all,
it was determination that made us
preserve our civilization while also
assimilating new influences that were
coming inside, the new languages that
were coming from Europe bringing new
ideas. Then at that time two things, two
simultaneous processcs, begun—
assimilation and defiance. It was a
simulatenous process. We continued to
assimilate and continued to defy also. If
you. ask me the history of freedom
struggle of India, I would say that it can
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be spelt in two words, i.c. assimilation
and defiance. We assimilated technology,
whatever we were able to get. We
assimilated new ideas. We assimilated
new languages that were coming to us.
At the same time, we deficd. We dcefied
because we refused to get overwhelmed.
Therefore, 1 feel that till the concluding
chapters of the Empire came, we had
stecled oursclves to these two  dual
approachcs—assimilate and  defy.
Dcfiance, thercfore, camec in scveral
forms. It came in our litcrature. It came
in our politics.

At this time, 1 am reminded of Raja
Rammohan Roy. What was Raja
Rammohan Roy's contribution? His
contribution was modernisation and
making India look forward making peace

with the Western ideas, not Western.

imperialism. What was the assimilation of
Tagore that he gave us? Gurudev made
us look at the world in a very differcnt
fashion. Therefore, this is a galaxy of the
greats that I could go on counting, they
were there on the eve when there was the
Empire. We see a new typc of
assimilation process and defiance process
taking shape. When I think of Gandhiji
and when 1 think of Tagore together, I
think they were twins in a way. They
were twins in several senses. They were
distinct in their style. They had their own
rhetoric. They had their own way of
presenting things. They had their own
world view. And yet there was a unity of
approach which our country gained 2 lot
from. Each in his own unique way
brought the world to India and gave
India to the world. This was a new
situation, a new situation where we saw
that not only we got from outside, we
gave to outside also. That is why we feel
that whenever we think in terms of
Gandiji’s particularly, we are reminded of
the famous saying of his “Windows must
be kept open’. I must not guote him
extensively. But I think we all remember

how he looked at the world, how he’

looked at the winds of civilization coming
in. He did not want us to close our
windows to new ideas, to the new
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thinking that was coming from Europe
itsclf. At that time, Sir, you will’
remember nationalism was at its height
and somctimes nationalism can become
very cxclusive. This exclusivity was also
resisted by no less a person than Gurudev
Tagore. At this time, I am retinded of
his very famous novel, ‘Home and the
World’. 1 would try to make my small
cffort to pronounce it in Bengali. My
friends will cxecuse me if I go wrong. I
think it is ‘Ghore Baive’. What is the
message of Ghore Bairé? The message of
Ghore Baire was that basically you must
not dct yourself drowned in blind
nationalism. Humanism and nationalism
nced not be contradictory, they can
coexist. Humanism was the message that
Gurudev was giving all the time to the
world. From Tagore to Gandhi we gave
the same message. When Gandhiji started
experiments with truth as he close to call
it, he gave us a ncw dimension also not

-only in perceptions, not only in ideas but

he opened a new world for us—the world
of Africa. In this dark region which was
helplesscly and hopelessely struggling
against the colonial era, they found a
Spokesman in Gandhiji. Gandhiji, as
said sometime ago, was physically born in
India but politically he was born in South
Africa and his ‘Satyagrah’ experiment’
began there. It also forged on us an
invisible link between the two continents.
Therefore, a ncw dimension was added to
our world view. While India looked at
the world, as I said in the past,
somctimes, at the North towards Central
Asia, sometimes at the East towards
South East and East Asia and later on
towards Europe, Africa was brought to
our thinking by Gandhiji. Africa did not
exist within the focus of India. till
Gandhiji came on the scene. Therefore,
we were discovering for ourselves that
the world was much larger, much wider
and far more extesive to look at and
things had changed. Dark Africa became
alive, thapks to Gandhiji. Thanks to
Gandhiji again we expanded as I said,
our dimensions and added to our vision.
Nehru built on where Gandhiji left. He
added more and more, he talked of
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Spain, Spanish Civil War. I remember as
2 student in the university when he
decided to send a mission to Spain some
people were cynical; but cynicism is part
of politicians’ fate. 1 think we all face
cynicism all the time when we live in the
contemporary era and try to facc new
policies. Then we sent a mission to Spain
during the Civil War. He in a way gave a
message that we stood on the side of
those who were victims of Nazism and
Fascism. Then he sent a mission to
China. Why did he send Dr. Kotnis to
china? Why did Dr. Kotnis die there? For
what? In the far-off areas of Yunnan
caves Dr. Kotnis died, gave his life. Here
I am reminded of my personal experience
with Dr. Kotnis and Sir, if you don't
mind my narrating the personal
experience, Dr. Kotnis came to Lahore.
A public meeting was organised for Dr.
Kotnis. Dr. Kotnis neither knew Hindi
nor Punjabi. 1 was an under-graduate
student. It fell to my lot to translate him.
I think it was onme of the major
experiences of exposure to international
thinking. There was a new vision. Nehru
spelt through Dr. Kotnis. A new vision of
China that we saw for ourselves. When
Nehru also talked in terms of Soviet
Union_ he was exposing us to- new areas.
British Imperialism had physically barred
us from interaction from beyond
Afghanistan. He opehed it for us. We
saw in Soviet Union a new era, a new
faith, a new vision, a new civilisation. It
had its own difficultics, its own pitfalls.
That is not my purpose in talking today. 1
am talking of the world as it opened for
us and the world that opened for us then
stuck; it began from Spain, went to China
and went into Soviet Union and also
expanded. itself into Vietnam. There was
no area in the world now where Nebru
could not interact, wherever he saw the
oppressor and the oppressed at war with
each other; he was always clear. Our
freedom struggle was very clear. I am not
talking in terms of Nchru as Prime
Minister. I am talking of Nehru as a
President and Leader of the Congress
movement. 1 am talking of Nehru at a
time when he was trying to constryct for
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us a vision of the foreign policy that
stabiliscd after he became Prime
Minister. Every time he decided that we
could not be neutral, we could not be
neutral in any struggle which was
betwecen oppressor and the oppressed.
| Therefore, the questions of neutrality
never arose. We were always on the side
of those who were oppressed by the
colonialists, by those who practised
colour discrimination and when Nazism
came again a new challenge came to us
and here again I am reminded of a poem
by Gurudev Tagore which he wrote when
China was attacked. If you don't mind
Sir, permit me to quote whatever clumsy
translation that I have been able to get
hold of, of this poem. He cried in
anguish, he said “The marching armies
plant flags on the ashes of desolate
homes, desecrate the centres of culture
and shrines of beauty, mark ped with
blood their trail across greem meadows
and populace and markets and so they
march to the temple of Buddha, the
compassionate  with foud beats of
drums—rat-a-tat and earth trembles.”
Our sides were chosen. We did not think
back and see whethier we were on the
side of Nazis or we were not, whether we
supported Fascism or not. This message
did not come from a political party, this
message did not come froi Jawaharlal
Nehru, this message did not come from
Mahatma- Gandhi. It came from the soul
of India that Tagore represented. That is
why 1 always feel and I repeat that this
was a twin, that the soul of India was
represented both by Gandhiji and Tagore:
at one and the same time, in their own
rhetoric, in their own way. At the same
time, one was more lyrical, the other was
more factual and yet there was a
commonality of thinking all the same.
Therefore, as we progressed, as we
reached 15th  August, 1947, our
worldview was very clear. What is the
worldview that we have? We have chosen
sides. We have chosen sides, to stand
with those who were still victims of
colonisation. We have chosen sides, to
stand with those who were victims of
colour discrimination. We have chosen
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sides, to stand with those who were
oppressed. We have chosen sides with the
forces' of peace. Therefore, when we
came to 15th August, 1947, the unique
thing in India was that our international
relations had alrcady been spelt out in
the Indian forcign policy. The book on
Indian foreign policy was not written by
Nehry aftet = becoming the Prime
Minister. Qui freedom struggle itself had
spelt out that for all of us. Therefore,
when 1 look at it, I feel that when India
was born, Inclia’s forcign policy was born
with it ;:You may kindly recall the Asia
Conference that Nehru had convened in
1946. He was. still the Chairman of the
Interim - Government, he was not the
Prime Minigier of indepcndent India.
, This Confereince was held in Delhi. Both
lGandhm ani Nehruji addressed this
1Conference A galaxy of Indian thinkers
Jat that time spoke on the occasion and
' gave onc dedisive message that freedom
of India would be complete only after all
i the remnants of colonialism were over.
{ We take pride that in these 50 ycars, we
i have not faltered from that line. We have
changcd savcral Governments in India.
i But every Govcrnment in India stood by
;this basic premise of Indian foreign
: policy. the basic forcign policy being that
decolonisation was our cause, standing
with Black Africa was our cause, standing
with the "oppressed was our cause, :
standing with the forces of peace was our
cause. We will continue to plead and
fight for all thesc causes. We, therefore,
resisted all these forces which at one time
or the other tried to overwhelm us. This
made us look at the world very clearly.
When the Vietnam situation came, it did
not confuse us. When the - Korean
situation came, it did not confuse us
because we were clear in our perception,
in our worldview. Our worldview was
very clear. Our worldview was outgoing.
It was assimilating. It was learning. It was
giving. It was helping. It was taking help,
but from defiged arcas. Our foreign
policy was defined in purposec and
defined in push. Therefore, India
intcracted with the world in a very
different fashion. We did not interact
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wnh those ,whom we' ”;newed as

oppressors. We did not ]ou;; i those forces.
Sometimes we paid a heavy price for
that. Sometimes, we were also
denigrated.  Sometimes, we  were
rediculed. Yet we stood by our
principles, by our foreign policy. That is
the greatness of the nation and which as
an Indian I take pride in and I think the
whole House must be taking pride in it.
We take pride in that legacy which gave
us the courage to stand, which gave us
the courage to define, which gave us the
courage to construct an independent
foreign policy. This independent foreign
policy was not a foreign policy only in
terms of rhetoric. Its independence was
asserted every time in the face of. tough
resistance.

At the same time, we also felt that
diplomacy has a purposc. Gandhiji has
said that the purpose of diplomacy is to
transform, not to transact. Lo
W W N kP R w
~—transforming, not transacting. That was
the basic premise, -of the Gandhian
outlook and that was our outlook. We
never looked for profit. We have never
fooked at where we get more bepefits.
But we wantcd to transform. In 50 years,
if you ask me to tell you in one world
where the Indian international relations
have succeeded, I would say we have
succeeded in defeating.  the world’s
outlook, we have succeeded in killing
those forces of oppression and power.
The liberation of South Africa from
colour discrimination is one angle that 1
would like to point out. When the British
withdrew from Hong Kong, 1 sent one of
my colleagues there. We had two
invitations—one from the British and one
from the Chinese., We responded to the
Chinese invitation. The reason was
simple. This was the liquidation of the
last—almost the last because one still
remains for the next 2-3 months. But we
sent our Minister to sit on the table with
the Chinese because the Chinese were
representing at that time the liquidation
of the imperial rule in that region. In the
subjugation of Hong Kong, the East
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India Company had played a role. All of
us who know history recall the Opium
Wars. Opium was transportcd from India
to try to sap the morale of that nation.
And those who tell us now that drugs are
bad forget that history. Who exported
drugs for the first time? Who startcd
trying to sap the morale of an entirc
nation? Opium Wars were fought and
that was the time when Hong Kong was
colonised. Therefore, when
decolonisation of Hong Kong took place,
1 rejoiced because, 1 thought, in a way
we were fulfilling that tryst that the Asia
Conference had made in the world, “Our
freccdom will not be complete till the
cntire colonies were liberated”, and this
happened. And as I said, and again I
repeat, all these ycars we followed one
doctrine of Jawahar Lal Nchru, that we
want to transform, we don't want to
transact. We¢ are in the business of
transformation of the world. We are in
the business of transformation in the
favour of those who arc oppressed. We
are in the business of intcrnational
relations in favour of those who have
been  oppressed  for centurics  and
centurics. That_is why we stand with the
developing world. We stand with those
whosc economics are exploited. We don’t
transact business. And transaction is
always an easier way, but transaction
ultimatcly is very expensive. That is why
when we stuck on to our basic norms of
the Indian frcedom struggle we have
never faltered. That is a legacy that we
take pride in. In this doctrine again,
Jawahar Lal Nehru built Non-alignment.
Non-alignment was not a camp of the
ncutrals as somctimes people tried to
confusc us. It is an zlliance of all thosc
who have been victims of imperial rule. It
is an alliance of those who have been
exploited in the past. It is an alliancc of
those who are demanding a fair deal in
thc world. Wc stand with them, not
because we want their voteé, not becausc
we count their friendship in terms of
votes, but we think in terms of
ideological commitment. That ideological
commitment is, again as | said, that we
all stand against the oppressors. We all
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stand against those who try to exploit in
the name of new colonialism. Take Cuba,
for instance. My fricnd, Mr. Baby, and
others went to Cuba recently. Why did
they go to Cuba? Cuba still is showing
that spirit of defiance. We are with Cuba.
And that is why we arc with
Cuba—because they are defying in their
national interest. They are defying to
assert their cxistence. They are trying to
assert in the face of such massive
oppression against them. We are with
them. And Indian forcign policy will
never comprotisc on these things. That
is our legacy. Indian forcign policy
continues thercfore and derives a great
dcal of benefit from our past. Non-
alignment gave us, as I said, fricnds who
shared a colonial past. It also gave us
friendship with the Sevict Union. Our
fricndship with the Sovict Union has a
long history. 1 had the privilege of being
India’s Ambassador thcre for ncarly five
years. I know the anatomy of our
relations, I sometimes look back and feel
that—although there may be criticism
today—we should not forget that heavy
industry in India has been ‘built because
of Soviet cooperation. Let us not forget
the fact that the ncw innovation of rupee
trade was devised when we didn’t have
any forcign exchange reserves. When
India became free in 1947—1  think
perhaps  my friend, Mr.  Pranab
Mukhcerjee, who is an economist and [
am not, would recall—the Indian foreign
exchange was of the order of about
Rs. 200 crores in our kitty. It was Rs. 200
crores and from there we started building
it up. Nchru drcamt of greatness. Nehru
dreamt of Indian industrial base. Nchru
drcamt of modcrnising India. Wherc
could hc look for? Only one side that was
available—thc  Soviet Union! Sovict
Union not only helped us in modernising
our industry, in giving us a hcavy
industry base, but it madc us look at the
world in a diffcrent fashion with courage.
It has gonc under... and I am not going
to take your time to talk on that subject.
But all thc same, we feel that our
friendship with Russia and friendship
with all thosc who at onc tinie were part
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of the Soviet Union, is an abiding
friendship. This is our world view. This
will sustain. And that is a two-way traffic
again. Today, fortunately for us, after
fifty years having come to that level of
development, we can also give to ex-
Soviet Union something back. We in a
way are able to help somectimes the
Russians and the Central Asian States in
their period of transition, something that
we can do for them. We shall continue to
do that. We shall also continue to sustain
our friendship, it has not fallen with the
fall of the Soviet Union. Russia and India
still share a decp commitment against
new colonialism, against those who try to
still exploit the countries of Africa in
many ways.

When 15th August came, it came with
great hopes; it came with a great vision;
that has not been belied. I think this is a
great thing for India today when we look
at 15th August, 1947, the mid-night
Session and the tryst with destiny, it was
a difficult time. We passed too difficult
times; sometimes individually, many
times collectively, but also we sustained
that legacy. Therefore, we kept that
commitment to the world that the pre-
frecedom era had made. And I repeat, we
therefore, saw our way in standing with
Vietnam. Some of us who are sitting in
this - House or the other one, when
Vietnam War was going on, remember
how much pressure was brought on
Nchru and later on Indira Gandhi to try
llo change the line. They did not. They
stood with courage. They paid the price.
But, commitment was commitment of
idcology; commitment was commitment
of our legacy and therefore, we stood
with Victnam; we stood with Korea, we
stood with China; we stood with South
Africa. That was India and the world.
India and the world was very different.
India wanted a place for itself. Yes, but
wanted a place not at the cost of letting
down those who were our friends
ideologically, historically, perceptibly,
commitment-wise. We never let down a
friend. That is our Indian history also.
Therefore, our vision was always very
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clear and our vision had an overtone of
courage. The satyagraha movement of
Gandhiji had taught us courage. It had
made us stand up; it had given us the
courage to defy. That continued,
continued and coninues, and I repeat,
coninues to be the basic format of Indian
Foreign Policy. The Cold War has ended.
The Cold War period caused us many
agonies, many pressures, and 1 don’t
want to take your time in spelling out the
difficulties that India passed through. The
worst difficulty that we faced was that the
shadows of Cold War came to South Asia
and when it came to South Asia, we saw
that in a way, if I may use the word, we
were standing alone in the entire sub-
continent. In the neighbourhood, the
imperial rulers of the past were able to
think in terms of Cold War alliances.
Smaller courages did not withstand their
pressure. Our courage withstood their
pressure. Therefore, in the Cold War era
also in South Asia our task became very
onerous. We found it very difficult to
build good neighbourly relationships.
Nehru was always in favour of having
good neighbourly relationships. He tried,
but the then decision-makers in our
neighbourhood were not autonomous.

They did not have independent foreign
policies. They could not withstand the
pressures of those who were trying to
push them in one direction or the other.
Tensions in this area, may I say, were
imposed ones. They were not inborn.
They were imported. They were not
inherent here. The situation was never
inherent here. The situation was imposed
on us, I repeat. Therefore, when the sub-
continent was getting sucked into the
arena of Cold War, Nehru was consistent
in saying that tensions were being
imported and imposed causing us
difficulties. We were exposed to wars
because of this; we were exposed to
buying arms because of this; we were
exposed to building our arms strength
because of this; otherwise, our direction
would have been different, and our
investments would have gone in a
different direction. But realism also has
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obea part of Foreign Policy and I think
realims also has to think that when you
are defying you don’t do so in a position
of weakness. Therefore, Indian Foreign
Policy and security policy emphasis a
great deal on security. We have learnt
one lesson from history and that lesson
this august House must always keep in
mind; historically whenever India went
down, it did not go down because of lack
of valour. It went down because of lack
of technology. There was a time when
the invaders came from the North with
the iatest technology, we did not have the
latest technology. Our valour had to
succumb before the technology. I had
made a promise on 15th August and |
want to repeat it in this Heuse. One
commitment the Government makes is
that we shall ncver let down India cn the
issue of technology, whatever the cost,
whatever the sacrifice. We “shall never
allow this history to repeat. We do not
want to go out to attack anybody. We do
not go to war with anybody. Yet, we will
never be weak to Tet anybody attempt to
repeat the history that we have gone
through. We will never allow anybody to
do that. In South Asia we will -move
forward together. Partition was not only
geographical. Partition was not only
historical. Partition was also in a way
partition of idcas, partition of outlook,
partition of international relations,
partition of those visions which the
freedom struggle was building for us. It is
a long story and 1 do not want to take
more of-your time talking at length on
how we coped with those tensions. But
the main point that I would like to say is
that new ideas were presented to us.
Some countries in our neighbourhood
thought in terms of strategic partnerships
with distant countries and strategic
partnerships  had an effect on us.
Therefore, I said that the former
colonisers are now coming in new clothes
and putting on us a great deal of strain
and pressure.

Mr. Chairman, Sir, at the perception
level 1 would say this thing that we
underwent another difficulty. I said a
while ago that wars were imposed an us

[RAJYA SABHA]

and the world 16

and we were compmitted to transforming
the world polity and we had to transact
foreign policy anyway. Ultimately,
forcign policics are the policies of
realism. Ultimately, foreign policies have
to draw a line where national interest
demands. We had to transact because we
had to safeguard our security and,
therefore, we did transact and in
transacting also we did not give in on any
basic commitment of Indian policy. We,
as 1 said a while ago, did not bargain in
terms of Victnam War. In today’s context
we have not tramsacted in ‘ferms of
CTBT. We will never do it because those
are our basic issues on which I will come
to you in a while, The Cold War has
ended and, therfore, now India is
confronted with new challenges and also
new opportunities. Yesterday I heard
with a great deal of attention to my
friend, Dr. Manmohan Singh telling us
cconomic dimensions of post-cold war
cra. 1 respect him. I think, his
presentation was very good. I could not
have scen better eloquence and the same
idcal facility of presentation but onc thing
1 must say that in terms of foreign policy
globalisation has become important but
also globalisation and regionalisation are
now slecping in the same bed. You keep
that in mind all the time. When we keep
that in mind, our forcign policies have to
kecp that in mind. 1 am not suggesting
that the world has become suddenly
peaceful. I am not also suggesting that
those who are flexing muscles in
diplomacy have ceased 1o do so. I am not
suggesting that, similarly, the
confrontationist stage in the world
context has ceased. No, it has not. The
post-cold war are is still facing us with
those challenges. These are disturbing
reports. A while ago I talked about
CTBT but there are disturbing reports of
new finer and more target-oriented nuc-
lear weapons being fashioned with the
help of some critical tests to avoid the
aims of CTBT. We are being asked to
sign the CTBT. Those who have signed
the CTBT are now themselves doing
what they are not expected to do. Those
who signed it are doing what they should
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not do and we have been blamed and
asked not 1o do. The global arms trade
scems to be escalating. Those who are
exporting arms also go on lecturing to us
not to buy arms. We know how poeple
buy arms. Tensions are generated so that
arms are imported. The relative interna-
tional situation has been Transformed to
a degrce, in a scnse, there is greater
regional co-operation. 1 said, thercfore,
when we talk in terms of introspection,
we must understand that we must give a

ncw look and a new orientation to our -

forcign policy. There are many sunshine
arcas but there are many dark arcas as
well. In sunshine arcas we are focussing
more and more. In a bricf narration of
our forcign policy earlicr, I have alrcady
talked in terms of regional co-operation,
SAARGC, for instance, is a very important
arca for our co-operation. Some people

have given the name to my forcign

policies as ‘Gujral Doctrine,” I never
offered the name, it is offered by some
people in the media. If it injured some-
body’s feclings, 1 apologize for that. But
the fact is, with the doctrine or the view-
point or somcthing of a consensus in this
country or the quality of relationship that
we should have with our necighbours, if |
may say so, with a degree of satisfaction
but not with any degree of ego, India has
succceded in the’ last fifteen or sixteen
months in transforming the relationship
with our neighbours. The quality of refation-
ship with Bangladesh is very different. The
quality of relationship with Nepal is very
-different and the quality of relationship
- with Sir Lanka is very different.” Bhutan
is always a very good friend of ours, so
was Maldives. Of course, Pakistan con-
tinues to be a very difficult issue as yet.
The most difficult task of our foreign
policy is vis-a-vis Pakistan. We were born
in a polarised hostility fifty years ago.
Hostility has acquired many remifications
in both the countries and where there are
major domestic issues in either countries.
1 often recall what Jawahar Lal Nehru
said in this House on February 3, 1950,
replying 10 a debate on foreign policy.
He said, “India and Pakistan, situated as
they are geographically and otherwise
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and with their historical background can-
not carry on for ever as encmics. Millions
of people live next door to one another
and some time or other, those millions
will have to come togecther, will have to
co-opcrate, will have to foster.” I en-
dorse this again. This is our foreign
‘policy. 1 have said that India, in its own
way of looking at things, is ready to go
morc than half way to build peace. I said,
and ] repeat, two things are not possible
to negotiate—our sovereign dignity, our
sovereignty and our secularism. These
two things are not negotiable and
Kashmir is a part of Indian sovercignty.
Thercfore, the question of negotiation on
that docs not arise. We are willing to
have fricndship. The doctrine that has
been signed by my name has five princip-
les. Those five principles, — if 1 may
rcad them for recollections here, Sir, you
kindly excuse me for a minute — enunci-
atc the basic norms of our foreign policy.
We respect each other's sovercignty. We
respect each other’s borders. We should
not let our lands be used for any activity
against our necighbour. We should co-
operate economically. We should, at the
same time¢, see to it that whenever dif-
ferences arise, we talk bilaterally about
them. Of late, thcre has been a talk
about that somebody or the other from
outside is trying to help us out. We have
said, we repeat in all humility, all prob-
lems between India and its neighbours
must be sortcd out bilaterally and..no
trilateral intervention from outside is al-
lowed. Now, for the last few days, there
have been some difficultics on our bes-
ders. It is unfortunate. India did not
initiate this,

Sir, 1 was talking about the five
principles of this doctrine. It has just
come to me. I would just spcll them out,
if you don't mind.

We have attached high priority to the
improving and strengthening of our
relations with our neighbours. The policy
now stands on these five basic principles.
Firstly, with neighbours like Nepal,
‘Bangladcsh, Bhutan, Maldives and Sri
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Lanka, India does not ask for reciprocity,
but give all it can, In good faith and
trust. Sccondly, no South Asian country
would allow its territory to bc uscd
against any other country in the region.
Thirdly, nonc will interfere in the internal
affairs of another. Fourthly, all South
Asian countrics must respect cach other’s
territorial  intcgrity and  sovercignty.
Finally, thcy will scttle all disputes
through peaccful and bilateral
ncgotiations.

The application of this policy will jcad
10 the renaissance of our traditional
relationship which we want to preserve,
which we want to build. This is the
approach of India to the World.

Sir, T will not takc morc of your time
1o go into the details of our relationship
with our various ncighbours, particularly,
beyond the South. ASEAN has become
very important for us, particularly, after
Burma joining the ASEAN. Myanmar
has now joincd thc ASEAN. It is our
closc-door ncighbour also. That is why in
the past two-thrcc years, we have
cmphasiscd a  grcat deal on  our
relationship with ASEAN.

Similarly, with Iran and with the
Central Asian countrics, our relationship
is extremely important. We attach a great
deal of importance to it.

We also attach a great deal of
importance to our rclations with China. 1
had dwelt at great length on our relations
with Russia. I would repeat, these arc
building up and we are very keen to
preserve that relationship.

Sir, Mahatma Gandhi’s Satyagraha
began in South Africa. 'In the¢ month of
October, I propose to go to South
Africa. 1 will be going there, as I said, on
a pilgrimage because 1 feel that since
Gandhiji’s Satyagraha began from there,
this is thc ycar when the Prime Minister
of India should visit that country.

With the USA, our relations are
improving a great deal. 1 must say this
thing that the improvement of our
relations with the USA has rcached a
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stage where we hope, over the coming
ycar, there will be four important visits
from that country. There is a new era
which is opcning before us. We welcome
this. Onc of the visits would be by
President Clinton. Then, the Secretary of
State is also likcly to visit. Two of their
Dcputics are planning to come to India;
starting in the next few days.

Sir, I have been invited to go and meet
Mr. Clinton. We have made two things
very clear. If these visits or this mecting
with President Clinton is in the context of
bilatcral rclationship wclcome . But we
do not want any impression being given
of any intcrvention in our relationship
with Pakistan. Thercfore, oncc that
message is received and responded to,
perhaps, we can come together and I can
go and meet President Clinton. We are
very keen to build our relationship with
them.

I am reminded by my friend that two
more dimensions have been added
recently to India’s forcign Policy. One is
the Indian Occan Rim. The Indian Ocean
Rim is an association of 14 countries
which cxtends from  Australia, to
countrics touching the Indian Occan, up
to Mauritius. A ncw relationship is taking
birth. Secondly, we have also scen
another new relationship emerging. It is
callcd the BIST—Bangladesh, India, Sri
Lanka and Thailand. New co-operation.
Agrcement has been rcached.

Sir, before I conclude, I would only say
this thing. India—I repcat—always had a
world vicw. India, today, continucs to
have a world view. India would continue
to interact with the world, give to the
world and take from the world. Before I
sit down, may I recall a very intcresting
couplet of Igbal?

T g WE s 3 I
T IEeE ¥ w3
This will be our policy. India would

continuc to pay homage to the legacy
that we have inhcrited. Thank you, Sir.
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SHRI PRANAB  MUKHERIEE
(WEST BENGAL): Mr. Chairman, Sir, 1
congratulate  the Primc  Minister  for
placing India’s forcign policy in a proper
perspective. Our foreign policy, as he has
very correctly  pointed  out, was
formulated by two mighty minds,
Mahatma Gandhi and Pt. Jawaharlal
Nchru in the context of India's cherished
values over centurics. We had the idea
that the universe is one.

I was really delighted when he was
quoting Tagore’s broad humanism. But,
cven long before Tagore, almost 500
years ago, a poct from a small village
told the universe in a very plain and
simple language the sublimest form of
humanism, “Man is  above all, and
nothing is above man.”

Sunaha Manush Bhai
Sobar Upare Manus Satya
Tahar Puarc Nai

First T tronslated the Bengali version,
and, thereafter, 1 quote it. That is the
concept we had, and that concept got
reflected in our forcign policy.

Thercefore, there was no wonder when
Jawaharlal Ji refuscd to have the
hospitality of a Fascist lcader. There was
no wonder when Tagore delivered his
famous lctter from lake Balentine (in
Switzerland), he wrote great thinkers of
the world of those days in utter anguish.
When xcnophobia took its uglicst form in
Nazi Germany, when Einstcin was driven
out of Germany and when books of
Nobel laurcate, Thomas Mann were
burnt in the streets of Berlin simply
because he was a Jew, Tagore wrote to
his fricnds all over the world, “What is
happening? Where is the conscicnce of
the world? Why arc the intclicctuals
silent? Why arc they not protesting?”
Ultimately, he got a response from onc
of his fricnds, He wrotc back “Why arc
you unnecessarily agitated, Tagore? After
all, the coursc of history of human
civilisation has never been directed by
any Timur Lung or Chengis Khan: it has
always been influcnced cither by Ashoka
or by Buddha or by a prophet. In India
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you have a person like that today.
Thercfore, neither the brown shirts of
Hitler nor the black shirts of Mussolom
are going to determine the coursc of
Contemporary history: a man who has
no shirt, Mahatma Gandhi, is going to
influence the course of history.”

That is thc context in which India’s
forcign policy was formulated. For the
last 50 ycars there has been a broad
national conscnsus by and large, and
almost identically cvery political party
and every opinion builder has contributed
to this idca. In that context, particularly
in the philosophical context  which
outlined our foreign policy, we shall have
to review from where we started, wherc
wc have rcached and where we want to
go from now.

Two years ago, when we celebrated the
50th Anniversary of the United Nations,
we had to remind oursclves the
commitment which the World
Organisation had made to the people of
the world that the war worn nations
wanted to convert the sword into
ploughshare in the foundry of the United
Nations. Unfortunately, it did not
happen. Sword has not been converted
into ploughsharc. Rather swords have
multiplied in the most lcthal form. T am
happy that thc Prime Minister has
referred  to  the  suberitical  tests  of
sophisticated nuclcar weapons. Why did
we opposc this attitude? In the approach
of nuclear arms test ban we do not like to
sce two types of States—‘have® Statcs and
‘have not’ States. The concept of deterrent
is not at all rclevant. More than four
decades ago, when Pandit Ji came out
with  the idca of the standstill
arrangement, if that was listencd to,
perhaps the accumulation of the nuclear
wcapons — | am not talking of other
lcthal weapons which have accumulated
over the ycars — could” have been
avoided. Last ycar — this ycar’s figure [
do not have — every hour $80 million was
being spent only to manufacture the most
sophisticated lcthal weapons, not the
conventional weapons. If you take the
conventional weapons into account, they
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will be manifold. Thercfore, this world is
really uncqual, where in some parts of
the world, out of evcry three children,
two die because of starvation or mal-
nutrition and in the other part of the
world in every hour $80 million are being
spcnt  to  manufacture  the  most
sophisticated lethal weapons. What has
been the number of tests conducted by
thosc, who are asking us to join the
Comprchensive  Test Ban  Treaty?
Overboard, underground and in the scas
2,047 test have taken place till today
before the signing of the C.T.B.T. Of
‘that, 1,032 are accounted for by the
" United States of America alone, followed
by Russia — 750, followed by France —
210 U.K. and China arc sharing 45 cach.
And all thesc five are permancnt
members of the United Nations Seccurity
Council! Thcy arc the international
policcmen on behalf of the United
Nations to protcct peace. They
themsclves have monopolised the nuclear
weapons tests from 1945 till last year
beforc the signing of the C.T.B.T.
Thercfore, the forcign policy in the
global perspective, which is to be looked
at shows that our task is yet unfinished.
It is true. Since the dawn of Indian
civilization, we did not compartmentalise
the mankind. We always had a global
view. All the inscriptions written around
the Parliamcnt House remind us what the
concept was what the philosophy was
what the idca of the great Indian scers
was. Thercfore, these are nothing new to
us. But, in the matcrial world the task
which is lying ahcad and where we shall
have to take notc of the hard reality is
that these issues arc yet to be resolved.

1 am happy that thc Prime Minister
drew our attention to a very important
aspect as to what is going to be the world
scenario, In that context when we talk of
the United Nations rcforms, to my mind,
Mr. Chairman, Sir, it doesn’t mcan
whether India should have a scat in the
Security Council, in the permanent
calcgory or not. It is important, but it is
not that important. There are many other
issues which are very vital to India, vital
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to the world, vital to the other
developing countrics of the world. How
arc we going to address those issues?
Which are those issues? If we go through
the Charter of the United Nations,
Chapter 9 deals with development, deals
with the cconomic development. The
United Nations has assumed to itsclf the
role of a catalyst for devclopment. But
what has happened? In the last S0 years
s major rolc has been just doing the
policing job. That is important. Peace-
keeping is an important job. But why
development in the back seat? But the
country looked beyond in the post-cold
war cra want to know this. When we
cntered into the post-cold war cra, what
were the cconomic scenarios which were
cmerging? Surely it was not helpful to
devcloping  countrics. Today we have
talked about the days of balance of
powcer which have gone. Now, the days
of balancc of payments have come. For
whom? Globalisation for whom? Thesc
arc the scrious issues whicih we have 1o
think of. These are the part of the future
foreign policy formulations which we arc
going to have. Now, a new organisation
has been built up, the World Trade
Organisation which is going to look into
trade, not only trade, many other arcas,
textiles, trade-related investments, trade-
rclated intellectual property rights, many
other issucs. That iz good. But what is
the ground rcality? The ground reality in
the last 15 years, 15 per cent of the
world’s trade is accounted for by the
transnational companies amongst
themselves. Where do we  stand?
Yesterday, 1 gave some figures of the
share of world trade of 49 least of the
less developed countries. 1 am not going
1o repeat that. But the basic point which
is emcrging is that thc United Nations
which is the representative body of both
the devcloping and developed countrics
having 185 members — what type of
reforms should we have? We are told that
an organisation like the UNCTAD has
lost its relevance. Why was the
UNCTAD crcated? The UNCTAD was
created to ensure that there is a nced to
transfer of technology from developed



25  Discussion on India

countries to developing countries. The
UNCTAD was to provide the neccssary
assistdnce to the developing countrics.
The UNCTAD was created to strengthen
and empower the developing countries.
Have these objectives been fulfilled? If
not, then, why is this question? The
United Nations is having serious
constraints on its budget. Therefore, what
is the simplistic formula they are having?
Take two rich countries as members of
security council in - the permanent
category, Germany and Japan and let
them bear the expenses of the U.N. Do
we really want the Security Council to be
a-club of the rich nations, a club of G-7
nations? Otherwise, what are the
rationalities? The whole of Latin
America, the whole of Africa, the sccond
largest populous country of ‘the world,
the largest functional democracy of the
world are not to be accommodated
because they can’t foot the bill so far as
financial resources are concerned. Is this
the type of reform we are going to
advocate? we are trying to have. What
role are you going to assign to the United
Nations in the next 50 years after its
completion of the first 50 years? What
are the challenges we are going to have
today in our international relations? It is
true that with the end of the cold war it
has been possible for us to save the
mankind from this scourge of direct
conflagration, direct conflict. But what
about cross-border terrorism? Is it not
going to pose a serious menace? Is it not
going to be the severest attack on human
rights? How are we going to deal with
terrorism, cross-border terrorism? What
“role are you going to assign to the United
Nations? Is it just a matter between the
countries? But is is not so. Mr.
Chairman, Sir, 1 am afraid if the world
" body keeps its eyes shut to this serious
problem, what will Happen? What has
happened in the case of the League of
Nations? They turned a blind eye to the
growing threat of war. You know what
happened to the Léague of Nations:
Therefore, to my mind, on these two
major issues — to bring developmental
agenda from the backburner of the
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United Nations and also to bring the
serious menace of terrorism in the agenda
of UN should be the focal points of
India’s foreign policy for the next few
years. Ours is a policy of continuation.
We will have to take it to the logical
conclusion.

During the last Delhi Summit of
SAARC we thouglit of converting this
region, SAPTA into SAFTA, the South-
Asian Free Trade Area. What are wc
going to do? Mr. Chairman, Sir, in this
area | must say candidly that certain
issues have to be addressed very boldly
and very clearly. We cannot keep
everything under carpet. In cold
diplomacy hardiy there is any room for
romanticism. India is a big country, we
cannot help it. Simply we cannot reduce
our size to satisfy the imaginative

"apprehension of somebody. We have

never behaved as a big brother. We have
no intention to do so in future. But India
is a big country. That will have to be
agreed to. How is it that India baiting or
India supporting has become some of the
countrics fashionable game? We will have
to deal with it. We will have to tell them
very clearly, we don’t expect reciprocity.
We don't want equality. Whatever
economic concessions we are giving to
them, we cannot expect any reciprocity
from them. We don’t want it. But surely
we expect from them that their land
should not be wused for subversive
activities on our borders. There cannot
be any compromise. We must expect that
kind of reciprocity. 1 am also for total
duty free import and export from the
SAARC countries. Our economy is not
going to collapse. Even Dr. Manmohan
Singh had extended duty concessions to a
large number of items to Sri Lanka and
Bangladesh; actually there is no duty in
Bhutan. The same is the story with

Nepal. We can extend it to Pakistan. But
at the same time, this issuc cannot be
kept under the carpet for an indefinite
period. When are we going to get the
Most Favoured Nation treatment from
Pakistan which is a contractual obligation
on their part? Even the World Trade
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Organisation is going to complete two
ycars. I am not spcaking about old
GATT which was there for forty-five
years. We cannot simply defer this issue.
These issucs arc to be answered. Yes, if
you want somc morc time, we can allow
that. We have given them time. But we
cannot convert this rcgion into SAFTA
and onc country cannot crcatc a situation
in which all others will have to be in
almost a hclpless situation. I am happy to
note that certain major initiatives which
were taken during our time, particularly
in the context of our rclationships with
our close neighbours, have been taken to
their logical conclusions. For instance,
signing of the Mahakali River Basin
Development  Agreement, formalisation
of the tripartite agreement between
India, Iran and Turkmenistan, reduction
of forces in the border arcas of China—a
major initiative was taken with China
during the visit of the former Prime
Minister the latc Shri Rajiv Gandhi.
During the visit of Shri P.V. Narasimha
Rao, we signed thc agrcement between
India and China for maintcnance of
pcacc and tranquillity in the border
arcas, as a conscquence to which we were
able to defusc tension in the border arcas
substantially by removing our forces from
cxplosive positions which were almost
described as  eye-ball  to  eyc-ball
positions, and the logical conclusion in
those arcas was the rcduction of forces in
thc border areas. 1 agrce that the
substantive issucs cannot be resolved
overnight. It will take time. But even the
long march begin with a small step. So, if
we can deal with the peripheral issues, it
is good. But the basic question about
which 1 would like to comment is that
you cannot consider certain issues as core
issues, and take a position that if these
core issues are not resolved, you cannot
make any movement. This approach is
simply not acceptable. Core issues are
there, core issues could be resolved in
coursc of time. You have problems, we
have problems. But at the same time, the
other issues cannot be deferred. When
we gave a corridor to Bangladesh through
Tin Bigha, when we entered into an
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agrccment with them on the sharing of
the Ganges water at Farakka point,
surcly the question of transit was to be
taken with them. I am not talking or
rcciprocity. I am  talking of the
advantages which will come to both these
countrics if we convert this rcgion into
South Asian Free Trade Area. These arc
thc imperatives, these are the issucs
which are required to be addressed to.
We cannot simply keep them undcr the
carpet. Unless we address ourselves to
those issucs, I am afraid, the basic issue
for which we shall have to approach
collectively, will not be focused in various
international fora. I do not want that
they will give us some economic
concessions, duty-free entry of our goods
in their countries. But surely, I would
expect that in the international fora, we
talk in a common language and we share
common perceptions. These are the
requircments which we should have. The
ASEAN today is speaking in one
language. Even in respect of the
permanent membership of the Security
Council, can we expect—Ilct us be very
frank and ask ourselves
honestly—support of the SAARC
countrics, even the majority of the
SAARC countries when we stake our
claim for permanent membership of the
Security Council? What has happen the
experience in the last election for the
non-permanent seat?

We shall have to address, at least,
these issues ourselves.We have to keep
these issues at the back of'sur mind when
determining the future couﬁj_e of action.

Mr. Chairman, Sir, another issue to
which I would like to draw your attention
is that basically, as I understand it, the
foreign policy of any country is to protect
its national interests. What are our
national interests? Our national interest
is, of course, maintaining peace. Our
national interest is expansion of trade.
Our national interest is availability of the
technologies. How are we going to deal
with these problems? We are advised to
remove duties, to cut down the duties
and tariff barriers, to allow uninterrupted
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flow of goods and services. What about
uninterrupted flow of service providers,
the movement of labour, the movement
of work force? Why docs this question of
P-3 visas come? Why docs this question
of restrictions come? We are told that the
restriction was necessary becausc too
much of immigration would threaten the
cultural and ethnic identity of the
developed countrics. Their population is
small  in  number.  Therefore, if
uninterrupted migration takes place, the
flow of labourforce or technicians takes
place, their ecthnic identity, cultural
identity will be challenged. This is what
we are told. In 1996 one hundred and
twenty-five million people did not live in
their own countries. But all of them did
not go to the developed countries as has
been projected. Out of 125 million
people, 65 million people migrated from
‘one developing country to another
developing country. We are told—of
course, not officially—that about 10
million people are coming to India from
different countries every year. India is a
big country. People will come. We may
not want them. But, sometimes, we
cannot prevent. Over the years pcople
had come. What does out history tell us?
Our history tells us that with the inflow
of people our culture has not been
impoverished; our culture has not been
destroyed; our culture has been enriched.
We have the largest composite culture,
the largest pluralistic society, where there
is cohesion despite differences in
ethnicity, in religion, in customs, in social
usages. The underlying unity in diversity
has been very beautifully projected by
Tagore in one of his poems. Now over
the centuries, over the ages, different
kinds of people had come, settled in
India, considered India as their own land
and become the sons of India. That has
strengthened us. But the rich countries
do not want this. They want restriction
this is nothing but a new concept of
xenophobia. What is the world
community going to do about it? What is
the world body going to do about it? We
are told that multilateralism is going to
be the order of the day. But what is
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happening? In practice, not
multilatcralism, but rcgionlism is going to
be the order of the day. Yesterday 1
quotcd some figurcs and pointed out that
ncarly 50% of the enhanced world trade
took placc among thrce powerful
cconomic  blocs—ASEAN,  Europcan
Union and NAFTA. Therefore, the
question is: What advantages arc we
going to have? These things, to my mind,
should take priority in the coming five
years or tcn years or 15 years, if we want
to give SAFTA a rcal start. The South
Asain Frec Trade Arca, 1 fecl, has
immense potcntiality because we have a
market. We have natural resources. We
have tcchnicians. We have all the
ingradients of industrialisation. We have
to comc out of the shadows of the past.
It has been clearly cstablishcd that
religion can ncver be  the  basic
foundation of a State; otherwisc there
was no rationality of thc creation of
Bangladesh, thcre was no rationality of
having so many Statcs bclonging to the

* Arab world itsclf. But the nation-State,

the sovercignty cach one should have the
five ingredicnts which the Prime Minister
basically has pointcd out are the guiding
principles of the forcign policy. Those
five principles of Panchshcel are non-
interfcrence  in  each others internal
matters, respect of border, respect of
sovereignty, bilateral discussions and so
on. Thercfore, to my mind, if we want to
have a successful foreign policy which we
had earlier we must think. Situation has
changed. Those were the days of cold
war. Those were the days of building up
the economy from colonial exploitation of
centuries. We worked for common
purpose of peace we share our experience
with most of the countries. But when wc
are entering into a new phase which is
not less dangerous, let us not have the
illusion that somebody is coming to help
us with free hand or going to give us
something out of charity. The
industrialised countries today are going to
face a very serious problem internally.
Their basic problem is their serious fiscal
imbalance. In each industrialised country
today demographically “older people are
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more in number as compared to younger
people and the cost of social security is
increasing enormously. To compensatc
that they have to levy fresh taxes. But it
is totally unacceptable to the electorate.
Thercfore, they have to find a new way
to transfer their problems to others. It
has happened. There is nothing ncw. We
saw it. When the first oil crisis came, the
whole world was told how cruel and how
merciless the OPEC countries wcre, the
oil exporting countrics wecre, because
they were extracting their pound of flesh
from the industrialised countries. A Debt
Commission was sct up by the
Commonwealth under the Chairmanship
of Lord Liverpool. When they came out
with some recommendations then it was
found that nearly 80 per cent of the
surplus of oil exporting countries went to
the industrialised countries either as bank
deposits or as export carning. The
industrial countries are trying to pass on
their problems to developing countries.
Therc is a new development. We shali
have to remain alert, We are talking of
technology transfer. Rich countries do
not want to transfer their technology. But
what are the predicaments? One is
environment and another is labour
standards. Third one is the surveillance on
“dual use” technology. So far as laboyr
standards are concerncd, they want that
this problem has to be resolved not in
ILO but in WTO why because ILO has
no sanctioning power but WTO has got
the sanctioning power. Is it equity? Is it
Justice? Therefore, it has to be resolved
in WTO, not in ILO. Then the other
area is environment. Whea Mrs. Gandhi
falked in Stockholm in 1972, the world
did not listen to her. Even the mandates
of Rio have not yet been fulfilled. But it
is to be resolved now in WTO as WTO
has power to impose trade sanction. This
approach is lately detrimental to the
developing nations. But it has to be
brought within ...(Interruptions)... Mr.
Chairman, 1 am sorry, 1 have taken a
little more time. It has to be resolved in
the trade bodies. Therefore, these
problems are coming and these are
brought within the domain of money,
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finance and trade. For these we shall
have to take to aggressive diplomacy.
Many of the dcveloping countrics
understand it, they conceptualise it, but
when the qucstion of putting into action
of taking a stand, comes, from our
expericnce in the last five to six years we
have seen how they are collapsing onc by
one. Therefore, we have to take up this
issue with others and work out a strategy
if we want to have a dynamic foreign
policy for which we are committed.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving me
this opportunity.
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DR. BIPLAB DASGUPTA: (West
Bengal): Sir, at the very outset, let me
congratulate the Prime Minister for
pitching the debate on external relations
at a very, very high level, He looked at
the history, at our culture, at our ethical
issues and he then tried to project our
vision of the world and of India within it
in his speech. I really appreciate the way
he put it. [ also liked the way he tried to
identify two major strengths of India's
relationship with the rest of the world.
One was assimilation, the other defiance.
Since both the Prime Minister and
Pranab Babu have quoted Tagore, if 1
don’t quote Tagore that would not bc

proper.
SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE: You.
will have to quote...(Interruptions)...



39  Discussion on India

DR. BIPLAB DASGUPTA: But, I am
not quoting. 1 am just mentioning one
poem by Tagore, “Bharat Tirtha"—
Pranab Babu must have rcad it—where
he discribed India as thc great occan of
" humanity. He said that the Shakas had
come, thc Pathans had come, the
Mughals had come, even the Britishers
had come. They all left their own
imprints on our culture, but we
assimilated all of them and cstablishcd
our own culture, our own .outlook, our
own vision. I think that should bc the
corner-stone of whatever we talk about
when we discuss our Forcign Policy.
Now, in my speech I will try to divide my
time into two parts. First, 1 would try to
analyse the last fifty ycars of Indian
Foreign Policy. 1 would try slightly to
amend what the Prime Minister has said
for discussing this. I will talk about
dependence and defiance. There had

been periods in Indian foreign policy

where we had defied the mighty powcrs
in the world. We had been very assertive,
very courageous. There were also other
periods where we had been dependent,
had been subservient and had been mutc.
1 would like to look into those aspects
first. .

While we were so assertive at certain
points, we were not so assertive at certain
points. What is the explanation? Out of
that expericnce I would like to derive
certain points which can then be taken as
the basis for our for¢ign policy in the
future. Now, Sir, if you look at the first
period of Indian foreign policy from
1947—52, we had no foreign policy at
that time. We had just emeiged from the
darkness of colonial era. Our leaders
were still trying to find their feet. In the
United Nations, if you look at the voting
record, our Government voted always
with the West during that period except
for one or two cases where it did not. It
even voted for the United Nations’ action
agaipst Norih Korea at that time and
many other things into the details of
which I am not going. In the first period,
as | understand, India was still trying to
come to grips with our domestic problems
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and all that, it did not really have a
proper foreign policy. Our economic
policy, trade policy and foreign policy
were guided through Britain in a sense.
That is a way of a trianglc relating
through UK with the rest of the world.
That was the way it operatcd.

The sccond period from 1953—60 was,
probably, the golden era of Indian
foreign policy. We were very, very active,
therc was not a single issue in the world
in which India did not have a say or
voice, whether it was Vietnam or Korca
or cven Congo later, whatever the issue
was, India had a certain voice. India had
played a certain role in the international
commissions, in the pcace keeping forces
and all that. That was also the time when
we had the historic visit by Chou En Lai,
announcement of . the Panchasheel,
Bandung Conference of 1955, the Afro-
Asian Solidarity Conference at Bandung
which made a tremendous impact. -In
1956 we criticised the West for attacking
Egypt during the Sucz crisis. In 1960, we
condemned the West for its complicity in
the murder of Patric Lumumba and on
other issucs also we had an independent
positidbn. We did not act alone. We had
formed a group with Yugoslavia, with
Egypt, with Indoncsia, with Ghana. It
was the non-aligned group which
succeeded in isolating even Pakistan
among thc Muslim countries in the world..
Today we are Jargely isolated but in those
days Pakistan was isolated. I remember, 1
went to North Africa in the late 60's and
1 travelled by land from Meliliah in
Morocco to Cairo in Egypt. 1 had met
many Arabs who were so hospitablc
because 1 was an Indian. They talked
about Nehru. That was the kind of
appreciation we got from_the rest of the

.world. When we eventually became

independent, they immediately accepted
our leadership of the non-alignment
movement and in the United Nations,
our policies, our views were very

important ones on the question of war.

On the question of peace and on the
question of non-alignment, which was
certainly developed by us. The point is
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how it was possible in the 50’s to have
sach an active foreign policy. 1 would
say, it was largely because of the mood of
optimism in the country at that time. The
Second Five Year Plan talked about

industrialisation and there was emphasis’

on modernisation and secularism. There
were steel plants, and refineries were

" built and Nehru made an interesting
statement at that time. ‘Factories are the
temples of modern India.’ You may
remember. It was this whole idea of self-
reliance that boosted our image outside.
Certainly it made our foreign policy very
vibrant, very active, very vigorous during
that period.

When we come to the third period,
that is from 1961—70, 1 would rather like
to say that there was no foreign policy.
The biggest issue of the period was
Vietnam. India had no policy on
Vietnam. Speeches were made by the
African leaders, Nyerere, Kaﬁmda and
Latin American leaders. India was silent.
1 remember, in the late 60s, our new
Prime Minister, Shrimati Indira Gandhi,
went to London to attend the
Commonwealth Conference. She was not
even noticed by the press because India
had no foreign policy. One more
disastrous thing happened at that time.
That was, we snapped our trade ties with
Vietnam and Cuba. The justifcation given
by the Government at that time was, “In
any case, our trade with Vietnam is not
much; with Cuba it is not much.” But,
that wes not the important point. The
ifnportant point was, we sacrificed our
policy of Non-Alignment at that
particular time largely because the
Americans pressurised us to cease trade
ties with Vietnam and Cuba, even though
for a short while. And also therc was a
time when we had a war with Pakistan
and a war with China ‘where we
depended on the United States for
military support and some surveillance by
the United States on the border or India
with China. All these things happened
during that period. What is the
explanation? The explanation was, ‘This

third period was the worst period in
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¢conomic terms.” We had a succession of
bad years of harvest culminating in the
1967 Bihar famine. Sir, 15% of the food
requirement of the country had to come
from the United States under P.L. 480
Scheme. We had to wait for the cargo,
for maize and wheat to arrive from the
United States. The Americans forced on
us a devaluation that nobody in India
wanted. We were a country without any
sense of self-esteem. We were a country
which depended on foreign support for
surviving and so we could not have any
foreign policy. There was no foreign
policy during that period. -

Then we come to the next period from
1970 to 1980. Again, it is a period of vig-
orous foreign policy, not as vigorous as in
1950s. But, certainly, a vigorous foreign
policy compared with the 1960s. In 1971
we signed a Friendship Treaty with the
Soviet Union. We had the Bangladesh
War. The Seventh Fleet came to the
Indian Ocean and tried to frighten us.
We were not frightened and we
succeeded in defying the United States
during that period. G-77 was formed
during that period. We demanded
renegotiation with the world trade
structure. We had this new concept of
new international economic order in
1975. We were one of the promoters of
the concept of new . international
economic order that world trade should
be ' restructured, should not be
monopoliscd by the West. Even in the
United Nations, our rule, alongwith the
role of spme of the other countries of the
third world, was so strong that the
United States, at onc stage said, ‘We opt
out of the United Natioris, We will not
allow New York to become the
headquarters of the United Nations.” In
fact, they withdrew from the UNESCO
and PLO at that time. This was a period,
although there was a time of emergency-
and 2 new Government came in 1977,
during which we had reasonably a good,
vigorous and active foreign policy. I will
give you a very simple explanation for
this in terms of green revolution. "In
the mid-60s we had his miracle rice,
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miracle wheat, produced in this country.
Production increased. For the first time,
weé became self-sufficient in food. This
food self-sufficiency was transmitted into
our - foreign policy. India no longer
depended on maize or wheat coming
from the West. We had surplus food.
This certainly had a certain impact on our
foreign policy.

Then we .have the next period from
1981 to 1996. 1 would not say it was a
period of passive foreign policy. I would
not say that it was as passive as it was in
the 60s. But, still, no fresh initiative was
taken, The G-77 was virtually dead. New
intemational economic order was not
talked about. There was little resistance

to GATT, the negotiations which were -

going on in the West in the 8th round,
particularly, after 1991., The Dunkel draft
was accepted without much opposition
from wus.

The non-aligned movement was
eroded. This, I would say, was partly
because of the role of the Soviet Union.
They changed their priorities. They were
more interested in having friendship with
the United States. This was also one of
the factors. Then, the Soviet Union
disintegrated. The Cold War ended. But
the ending of Cold War may not be a
good thing. It is not as if the ending of
Cold War is a good thing. The Cold War
ended only in one sense. It was not
resolved in @ fair manner. It was resolved
in a way which resulted in the destruction
of one of the Super Powers. We are now
in a world where we are having a single
Super Power which can impose its will on
others. It cannot be termed as a good
situation,

I remember what happened during that
period. I must mention here one incident
which hurt me, as an Indian. 1t does not
matter which party was in power. It is
not important. Qur Prime Minister went
to the United States. He met President
Clinton. Then they had a joint press

- conference. 1 still vividly remember the
half-an-hour  programme on  the
television. The press was there. The press
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asked many questions, all disected to
President Clinton. Not a single question
about India, and our Prime Minister was
standing there We all felt humiliated.
We all felt very humiliated. That, in a
way, typified our position in the woild
during that period, when we had to face
that kind of a humiliation, when the
American press was not interested in
India. It was because India did not have
a proper foreign policy.

One reason, again, I would say, was
this. If you look at the 80’s or the early
90'¢ our rate of growth was not bad, as
per Indian standards. It was higher than
the so-called Hindu rate of growth. The

v economy, I must say, was not as bad as it

was in the 60’s. But it was a dependent
growth. It was only a dependent growth.
In 1981, we, for the first time, took a
loan from the International Monetary
Fund. From 1985 onwards, we had
started taking loans from private banks,
from international private banks. By the
early 90’s, we reached a situation where
both these loans had to be repaid and, in
a way, there was a cirsis. These economic
issues had a certain bearing on the way
things were happening on the external
front,

Then, I come to the last two years; the
last year or so. From 1996, we have seen
Mr. Guijral, first as the External Affairs
Minister, and then as the Prime Minister,
taking a very. active position on our
foreign policy. The Gujral Doctrine and
all that has been discussed. I am happy
that we have been able to improve the
relations with our neighbours. There was
a time in the 80’s when our relations with
each and every neighbour of ours were
not good. We had a quarrel with

_ Bangladesh, with Pakistan, with Neptal,
iwith Bhutan; with everybody. We are now

in a better situation today where we have
good relations with everyone of our
neighbours, We also defied. the United
States on the CTBT. It is also an
important aspect of our policy.
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At the same time, Sir, I have a certain
uncasiness about a number of things.
Onc is, we have an independent foreign
policy and a subservient econemic policy.
This cannot continue for long. If you
continuc with the kind of economic policy
that we have, depending on the West,
dcpending on the World Bank,
depending on the International Monetary
Fund, this kind of a policy cannot
coptinue for ever. It is bound to influence
our foreign policy. Thercfore, while our
Prime Minister is :pursuin'g an active
foreign policy, I would request him to
have a look at our economic policy; the
international part of it. We have some
change in it. Our Prime Minister made a
very interesting statement. He said that
the former colonisers are now in a new
role, putting pressure on us. This is a
very important statement made by him.
This is what one should be worried
about.

I now come to the question as to what
should be our foreign policy in future,
Certainly, we are a big country. But we
are also a poor country. Because we are
a big country, we get a certain amount of
respect. Nobody can ignore us. We are
not just a small country like Bhutan, for
example. But at the same time, we are a
poor country. Our economic clout is very
little. We are among the poorest
countrics in the world. We are at the
bottom, among the 20 poorest countries
of the world, out of 130 or 140 countries,
according to the World Development
Report. We are the third largest debtor
country in the world. We have the largest
illiterate  population in the world.
Therefore, we cannot say that because we
are a big country, we must be given our
due importance and all that. We have to
earn this through our economic policy.
Our economic policy should be based on
self-reliance. Even though Japan is a
powerful country, it gives importance to
food production because it does not want
to depend on any other country for food.
Japan can buy food from other countries.
It has sufficient money “for this. But

Japan does not want to sacrifice its policy’

[28 AUGUST, 1997)
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of self-sufficiency, particularly in relation
to food. U.S. has shut in capacity in oil.
It can import oil from the Middle East
anytime. Why does it not rely on that? It
does not want to do it because it wants to
have sufficient oil in reserves so that if
there is an oil war situation, it can take
care of itself without relying on others.
Why do the European nations give so
much of subsidy to agriculturists? The
industrialised countries aré’ giving so
much subsidy. Why? They are even
turning products which would be very
costly in economic terms into very cheap
products. American wheat is the cheapest
because the farmers there get so much of
subsidy. But the question is: why do they
give so much of subsidy? It is largely
because they do not want to rely on
anybody else. Now we should take some
lesson from this.

The second lesson that we should take
is that unless we establish a regional bloc,
nobody will listen to us. You know there
are regional blocs, economic blocs and
political blocs, There is the European
Union. America has a bloc the NAFTA.
They have several other blocs. The
ASEAN has formed a bloc. We did not .
take an initiative to form an economic
and political bloc in the past. Obviously,
there were some moves here and there
like the SAARC, about sports, culture,
this and that. They are not important.
The important thing was to have a strong
economic bloc of which India could be
the leader. Then, on that basis, on the
basis of some strength, we could bargain
with the rest of the world. We have not
done that.

I have listened to Prof. Vijay Kumar
Mathotra. 1 know there was some
resistance from some quarters on the
Bangladesh Treaty. This had a
tremendous influence on Bangladesh
politically also because the regime has
been strengthened and the obscurantist
forces and communal forces have been
cornered in Bangladesh.
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We must have good relations with
Pakistan also. If we do not have good
relations with Pakistan, we cannot have a
regional bloc.

SHRI N.K.P. SALVE (Maharashtra):
At what cost?

DR. BIPLAB DASGUPTA: 1
coming to the cost.

Take the example of Western Europe.
When'I went to England in 1963, I found
that no British landlady would ever let
her room to a German because they were
at war. During that war, two crore
Russians died, two crore Germans died
and another 2 crore Europeans died. So
many people died in the War. Despite
this, we find that they all went in for a
- Common Market. They could rise above
that. The Common Market has become
so formidable that they are now
challenging even the United States.

am

. What I am saying is that, well, there
were some historical factors. All these
things are there in our memory. If
Europeans can forget that, why can’t we?
Certainly there will be differences. There
will always be differences. They will
remain even after forming a union. But
the point is that we must rise above these
things and have a regional bloc. Unless
we have a regional bloc, nobody will give
us any importance. Certainly nobody i$
bothered about giving us a seat on the
Security Council.

The same thing is about China.
Something happened in 1962. Should we
live in 19627 Should we not go beyond
‘this? There is the Chinese market.
Americans- are trying to take advantage
of the huge Chinese market, but we are
not taking advantage of it because of
what happened in 1962,

Similarly, we should :form a hroad
alliance of non-aligned countries which
together can force the western countries
to renegotiate the World Trade
Organisation Treaty. This Treaty should
be renegotiated. We cannot do it on our
own. We must take the support of

[RAIYA SABHA]
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whoever can support us and will be
supporting us in the world. There are
African countries and Latin-American
countries. We should take their support
and renegotiate it.

Fifthly, Sir, the United Nations has

been eroded. The World Bank is taking'
over. Pranab Babu has given the example
of the UNCTAD. Now they are trying to
liquidate the UNCTAD. The United
Nations Environment Programme was sect
up in 1970s. There was no money. The
World Bank did not bother about -world
environment earlier. It came on the scene
in late 1980s. It has taken over the world
environment issue. A global environment
facility has been launched by the World
Bank with the support of the UNEP. It is
now the leader. There is the Economic
and Social Council of the United Nations,
When the United Nations was formed,
the idea was that the Economic and
Social Council would be acting like the
Security Council. All the economic issues
should be brought before the Economic
and Social Council. It will decide. The
World Bank will report to the Ecenomic
and Social Council; the LM.F. will report
to the Economic and Social Council. That
was the idea. But, since then the
Economic and Social Council has been
completely ignored. Now, all the money
has been going to the World Bank and
the LM.F. The U.N. institutions are
being denigrated and are being reduced
to a laughing stock. This is the situation
we are facing. We should also try to
correct this situation. AH kinds of
pressures are being exerted. We must not
certainly succumb to any pressure.

These are some of the major points I
thought should be taken .into account in
developing our foreign policy. I do not
want to elaborate on this any further.
Somebody else from my party will also
speak. 1 will end by just mentioning
another poet of West Bengal, a very
insignificant poet perhaps compared to
Tagore. We should remember what he
said and try to reach that position. He
said, “A time will come when India will
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again take the prime position in the court
of the world.” With this vision and with
this wish, I conclude.
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1 quote:
“In view of the grave danger of
widespread and devastating war, which

overshadows the world, the Congress
desires to state afresh the policy of the

Indian people in regard to foreign -

relations and war. The people of India
desire to live in peace and friendship
with their neighbours and with all
other countries. For this purpose we
should remove all causes of conflict
between them; striving for their own
freedom and independence as a
nation. They desire to respect the
freedom of others and to build up
their strength on the basis of
international cooperation and
goodwill. Such cooperation must be
founded on a world order. A free

[28 AUGUST, 1997]
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India will gladly associate itself with
such an order and stand for
disarmament and collective security.
But, world cooperation is impossible
of achievement so long as the roots of
international conflict remain and one
nation dominates over another and
imperialism holds sway. In order,
therefore, to establish world peace on
an cnduring basis, imperialism and
exploitation of one people by another,
must end.”
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“If there is anything that Asia wants
to tell the world, it is that there is
going to be no dictation in the future.
There will be no yes-men in Asia nor
in Africa, I hope. We had enough of
that in the past. We value the
friendship of the great countries, but
we can only sit with them as
brothers.”

W T TR & R E Ak ¥ A
EERRURTR Rl A
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quote:

“In view of the grave danger of
widespreatl and devastating war, which
overshadows the world, the Congress
desires to state afresh the policy of the
Indian people in regard to foreign
relations and war. The people of India
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desire to live in peace and friendship
with their neighbours and with all
other countries. For this purpose we
should remove all causes of conflict
between them; striving for their own
freedom and independence as a
nation. They desire to respect the
freedom of others and to build up
their strength on the basis of
international cooperation and
goodwill. Such cooperation must be
founded on a world order. A free
India will gladly associate itself with
such an order and stand for
disarmament and collective security.
But, world cooperation is impossible
of achievement so long as the roots of
international conflict remain and one
nation dominates over another and
imperialism holds sway. In order,
thercfore, to establish world peace on
an enduring basis, imperialism and
exploitation of one people by another,
must end.”
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“If there is anything that Asia wants
to tell the world, it is that there is
going to be no dictation in the future.
There will be no yes-men in Asia nor
in Africa, 1 hope. We had enough of
that in the past. We value the
friendship of the great countries, but
we can only sit with them as
brothers.”

|28 AUGUST, 1997]

and the world 58

g e eyt /; 33 ei’

i, oJ/:—’/‘////, 2
gl /% e Lo s Lol
2y y/(//z’w// EE7
L1l (76 s 274

/J{,./J_)Wdﬂ/)—- S
a/»oa oy A/)&/,,fz_/
Wﬂy/ W/Jc}-’

f 24 C/)J BRI

- S

skl T ek
O”o-"/co(/ AW Ifuéu/
GV Gl
a7 atw%“//rf
e e
.,uy /j/(/-az.zwa»;d)
),,)‘_wfgc, ‘O(w.&
Q—:');g_/ L///) ) ¥
W’Uz o 4«// S
C(f/r/ Yor H/,U)z)/"%
2, j J’w e 0” 2
Y et
e by
L oa % W/f“/k

Fl LAt e d Ay



59  Discussion on India

G J P ot
At 7 202 G PP
A s St
ROt 2y
e e
u%«.‘!f& Lé_;'.@;;//,w
At T T
Aold gy ez
A T e g s
A7 Gl )
VJ’/}&/&-’ %‘/Vgﬁbjjd/ ]
Y
A
ol %//fc?ﬁ;eju‘:/ <
A2,223 4 1! )9 ¥0 b>
(;?('&(%/MQ,’;M Gy,
f!/; ('/(y'é‘//)/ é/ & &'/ /,'
7 it
//(wa} %y// Lo V’
oyl w>-(3 LGl
Pl Wiy, / V/y
Zonlage g e o)
oty
PILIIERIP P2 e

[RAJYA SABHA]

and the world 60

oL -Ct 2 Nortt
> é—'i"’d_)e-‘fo?c_.f_'.’ berslaf)
P62 K9 e ¥
3 U//«-:‘a?/o'/&;}{z
B Grp o295
;f/d/ﬂ//&?l/&'(\/,)/
/ e C’—{w’/ =y J)k
i e
Lttty e
R
ol

W IV
R el 4
Oiﬁfcaé“'ég///b? -~ 8
Dty A7 el
67/’7' "@%’ a7 g -
A~ ot
o S
wriply e i S len
T pele -l 37
{#ﬂ?&r?) L » ,}'t,f/l I8y
VA (520 ookt

Wkt



61  Discussion on India

Wé{@é@yf@iﬁ'
Cprdotear 2 3 2L py
bttt 75207 55 0 3
)2 O FL oy
L Z O 2
e

O ¥ty &
/.’/- e w/‘"f-’{o/
J/Qé/b{r”(,;‘(;‘ &7)}/4_
T o) st g p 0
Yartizloric iy
L o™ .
Peo :L_{/°/ e;é 70:‘0’//1?):?
~ A1 { 73
e Ry e
Bl s Sl o T
2 B
o S L2
E-lpp ) ol e
oy ) Legrer
N VN 2 2t I
U/O:z’zl e /VL"/ z 4;_:
IPIAUBE (o> 2o’
A
P Y
2l o b;p‘/ﬂ//(ytu% J
,' ’ / - LA
ong eyl Ges”
Y -2 27 231 (S

) » o A
_Jyﬁééo/éﬂ/é‘ |

[28 AUGUST, 1997

el the world 62
BN P
Mipe s 1o g/_vb:L‘:
s et
Jliercrs 2y 7
' - é’o/;? [2‘4 ~

ng@j,le/ -9 b

- gl ft sl gl
2L ié:/o«g @{?/L/w

[4 z

L el
ez cWoel 25Uy
e Yor gt 0 Fr > <M
Ay ! IIILLL S Lo
YYort TN FZ
rt-crt &> Ll 22
o) b2l Uy (fl?//é
%L;‘//J{'/ ot éf'-{,c;_c')loé‘f./{.
Wpdt foire RSNy
L At ot

:)/
///)//'7“4—4./"‘)1“ 2 L/“‘ﬁ’/

G FE o sr sz P50
Gy Tty
wreleicoripi oy =

%’ ¥l ,fyf/‘ EA S INYS,



63  Discussion on India

/(3’/9”/(?) V..o"r/(/)‘f &0
At ot

Vf'(f‘“’"/)-w//(d'{

Yo ,’(f“" p A e’ /"/
Sl Ul
v a«)/,.yerb - ek e v
- %7: e e
A Agfw;///o?;’af’
f; e"'/ 9}, Jerdowr 20lf
qu/z/x @ lonrs! &
- &Lfo//b/u A3~
47&" [/ V7 /(f/ky/ C“"f{
u//;wv/’ ki
& -ct-G-t” U2
Mw/4g 7452,
é@/)”a’afcﬂﬂa’/dé bt
2R i J—"-—‘("JL/ //’/
san 1 B e D
-G iy
FrG ATy g

ol

(4

B oswindfohleps

fét/u/»u/?/ z,/)l—y)/}/&/o»
Sl

Wo://"oﬁ -G

A Ot Sptzad

[RAJYA SABHA]

and the world 64

ML/U{’O’ &o-"}/ >
W’ /uow'
‘o’ G- 4-LF
Sy /Ov}%i}jdff’/;# L-
SRR
L/[Z»-’) g/,( f.o[/ lo/,/b/o"
J"fd—a " ~F ¥ '%‘4’
Wit Gt ey EE72
wleidY (/o"é:é’o’/ &
sl z/aLJL 2
é@)}j}( K"O//»’L//“///&
Stz vk ot
&'ﬂ < W(‘L//7é/(/
dbw//uL/;,;‘ -crt
Ufu’ﬂi/éf/ UG(/’Uﬁ
w&’o“éﬂﬂécbj/d&f /
(//z’/’u’ uxocfa’/
gyfw/ pr - ’rf//
ut(//ao‘ J,”L iy & c‘/')f
O’l’ I V;( L//U L’)// /o/’ ¥
w// {//)'Zy le o.;,,wr«-
L//al/ d 4 o g/ Py U
‘g_g//;/o;;qu(’é)/dl—ﬂ:-
Vg Lt
et 188450 En gV 'O F



65  Discussion on India {28 AUGUST, 1997] and the world 66

‘—*”vx/wgfo//w(/ # L&/oﬂw‘%/z,'cp/
//’ 41{ ZorSes L({&al? | el forlricis ¥
pirZs b’/’j 0»’//,-"/0) (224 /f’u =

WHIJL_)((%W%.’I’U ft T W (IR RW): R,

g TR ) S, T AR W At am
: Wﬁ'}"/‘”"/}yﬁfy” T 7 3 7 A 2 % e O A R

Lf./j/o.//“fo@/ QW s s W g e
W A W AR § I A B
/'{”Jy‘-"(}"//)(//éz TF R AR oW A ww F

V]| i@ s we @ 9 end
“’VUL/WJ}/’%’” RRw A @ 8, T e R,

LJ////o’Cf /awa/v/ e gl sk o W W R

T o, WA & @ § w o X A

u{‘}.ﬂ &é/ﬂl’)%{/({ mkahﬁ&m&mﬁnﬁ%ﬁﬁ;
LR {

#/%PVUV/%(?(/’“ Ay % Frofn 8 @ AR w0 @ wrapl A 4,

gl G| T S
Lf/(,/(,y(/(/,/uw,btw K| oo 2 et 5 59 9 s s
/an,wwu@,:cfx :;32:,' AN i
L AG st 2P | e e o
e | SRR

é%,/,////yuyﬂwm st A X TR o s R

- Y %
, &—;/,{MJ/Z/ -a’ o 3 ot Iﬂ;‘éu“g; mm@

afFem S o ety ¥ ol Auw, | W
1”“‘”""//0""949”' ﬁaﬁélq:amqw@zé{awa?asﬂz

Y, /“‘Cﬁ 780w Wi e ot sw wearh 9,
Torn 9 bt Y, | 7 e 3 i s wa
z(&(/rfy‘é//_,/[//uﬂlﬂl 42 | g e o fhew A werafeed § w9 g

W, 73 ¥y W ok &= et ¥ g el

M.oq_éfoﬂ‘/é";m” saafhafgafmwmém
o o Tl ok A & P Hea

C’L")/‘*M'fé/éd‘w. mmiyﬁﬁw%mﬁﬂ‘:ﬂ'ﬁ

ot g 320l et %ﬂmﬁggﬂg‘aifﬁm;
o e Y e | | o
éb:;g?&aw’/.«"wfw e o i A Tl o, S A A

} ‘




-

67 Discussion on India
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“We have no eternal allies, we have-no

eternal enemies. Our interests are cterna) ..

and it is our duty to follow those
interests.” '

¥ ¥ Upw T Y F w@ o

“Nations have no feelings but only
interests.”
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The time is 1.30
p.M. We will continue at 2.30 p.m,

SHRI S. JAIPAL REDDY: Let him
continue for five minutes. Then we can
adjourn till 2.30 p.m.

sft T TeE: e ffe ¥ aw T
M qR end s Rfe @ gY e g

MR. CHAIRMAN: Then we have to *

adjourn till 2.30 p.m.

SHRI S. JAIPAL REDDY: Then, Sir,
please adjourn the House.

f i TR % 2, T3 ¥ AR
e qmi

MR. CHAIRMAN: The House is
adjourned for lunch till 2.30 p.m.

The House then adjourned for lunch at
thirty minutes past one of the