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r We will    adjourn for lunch 
now and snail nest again at 2.15 P.M 

 

The House then adjourned for 
lunch at seventeen minutes past 
one of the clock. 

The House reassembled after lunch at 
seventeen minutes past two of the clock. 

The Vice-Chairman (Shri Jagesh Desai} 

in the Chair, , 

Diseussion on the working of die Ministry 
of External Affairs     ' 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI): We shall now take up 
the diseussion on the working of the Mi- 
nistry of External Affairs. Shri Atal 
Bihari Vajpayee to initiate the discussion. 

 

THE /DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now 
we will start th© discussion on the work- 
ing of the Ministry of External Affairs. 
Yes,  Shri Atal  Bihari Vajpayee. 

If the House so agree we will adjourn for 
lunch now and you can tart after some 
time. 
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How are you , Nursimaha? 

Atal, I am fine.    How ace you? 

SHRI SATYA PRAKASH MALAVI- 
YA (Uttar Pradesh): He is not nursing 
properly. 

SHRI VITHALRAO MADHAVRAO 
JADHAV (Maharashtra): Nursing should 
be afal. 
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"Nepal is facing an acute shortage of 
essential commodities after the   expiry 

of trade and transit treary on 
March 23. Nepal feels that India has 
put economic blockade against it. Peo- 
ple in the Kingdom are not getitng salt, 
kerosene, sugar, petro^ diesel, cooking 
gas, medicines and other items. Ration- 
ing has been introduosd and whatever 
is available is being distributed among 
people standing in big queues in each 
ward of the town Panchayat." 
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"The West German companies have 
admitted supplying the nuclear weapons 
related material, the material being 
Zirconium to Pakistan and disclosed that 
one of their unwitting sources was 
India." 

 

"It has been officially stated here to- 
day that the Nnclear Fuel Complex in 
Hyderabad sent a small quantity of 
zinc alloy tubes to a company in West 
Germany in 1983-84. The West Ger- 
man  firm  said  that   they needed  the 

tubes for certain tests and gave an 
undertaking that these would neither be 
re-exported  nor  resold. 
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SHRHI BHUVNESH CHATURVEDI 
(Rajasthan); Mr. Vive-Chairman, Sir, I 
am grateful to you for granting me this 
opportunity. But it is a very difficult 
situation when a senior Member like Shri 
Vajpayte, who was once the Foreign Mi- 
nister of this country, has spoken before 
me. 

The subject is very vital and extensive. 

Therefor within the limited time it will 

.not be  possible for  me to touch all the 

issues    concerning    us.   I  would   like  to 

touch    three    or    four    important   issue 

which  concern   us   in particular   and  tht 
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world peace in general. Sir, we very 
heartily welcome the initiative taken by 
our Prime Minister Shri Rajiv Gandhi 
for opening a dialogue with China. As 
a matter of fact, this was in continuation 
of the initiative taken my Mrs. Indira 
Gandhi long back by appointing an Am- 
bassador, Mr. Narayanan then. At that 
time we were not having our Ambassador. 
At the same time official level talks with 
China also started that time. Therefore, 
whatever the initiative taken by our 
Prime Minister to open a dialogue with 
the Chinese leaders, it was in continua- 
tion of and in conformity with the poli- 
cies earlier. As Shri Vajpayee has also 
said, the world scene is changing very 
fast and we cannot stop a dialogue with 
anybody, even with a country which is 
not friendly to us. Therefore, it was a 
very wise, very courageous and very 
statesmanlike step which Prime Minister 
Rajiv Gandhi had taken to go to China 
though many of us in this country were 
ciritical, apprehensivce, about the visit 
But We cannot also forget that Shri Vaj- 
payee also took courage to visit China 
then. I have gone through his speech 
which be gave in Rajya Sabha in 1962, a 
very extensive speech, on the resolution 
and I am deeply impressed by it. Even 
after that speach, as a Foreign Minister 
he decided to go to China to open a 
dialogue. Now, certainly it is discou- 
raging that they did not behave properly 
at that time. It was the decision of China, 
whether they wanted to have a dialouge 
with a Government which was almost a 
caretaker government at that time and 
they did not want to enter into any 
serious dialouge with Vajpayeeji or the 
then representative of the Janata Party 
Government—Shri Vajpayee will pardon 
me for that. But at the same time when 
Mrs. Gandhi took over South Block, at 
that time they were interested in entering 
into a dialouge and that is why a serious 
dialouge at official level started and ap- 
pointment of an Ambassador took place. 
In regard to China I would like to re- 
fresh the memory of our friends about 
the resolution which was passed unani- 
mously at that time on 17th November 
and I will only read the last portion of it. 

[The Vice-Chairman (Shri Satya Prakesh 
Malaviya in the Chair.] 

"We think and feel that this House 
affirm the firm resolve of the Indian 
people to push out the aggressor from 
the scared soil of India, However long and 
hard the struggle may be" We must ap- 
preciate and try to understand the climate 
at that time, the emotionally surcharged 
atmosphere in our country. When this re- 
solution was passed unanimously, almost 
165 Members of Lok Sabha participated 
in the discussion. At the same time I will 
also invite your attention to a few lines 
spoken by Panditji while replying to the 
debate: ; 

"We have nothing against the Chinese 
people. We regret many things that 
their Government has done. We think 
that their Government has acted un- 
friendly towards us. We cannot help 
them Anyhow, we must always distin- 
guish between the people of any coun- 
try, much more so of a great country, 
great in size, great in history, and, 
therefore, we should not transfer some- 
how our enger, bitterness, at what has 
been done by the Government to the 
people." 

Therefore, we must always distinguish 
between what the Government has then 
done in China and what now the people 
of China desire. As our estimate goes, 
they want to be friendly with us and 
they want to open a dialouge and settle 
all the disputes and we will have to show 
all the patience and tact and diplomatic 
skill in negotiations. But this is a very, 
very significant step which our Go- 
vernment has taken that we have entered 
into a serious dialouge with China. There- 
fore, we must back up this step and we 
!hope that the Chinese will also respond 
to that. 

I would also like to say a few words 
about Pakistan. We welcome a demo- 
cratically elected Government in Pakistan, 
though it is their internal affair as to 
whether they want to strengthen the 
democratically elected leadership whether 
they want to support it; but at the same 
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time I would also like to mention that we 
should not create a situation which might 
embarrass the democratically elected Go- 
vernment. We have tolerated many dic- 
tators in Pakistan and many unfavourable 
decisions taken by them against our in- 
terests. We should try to appreciate 
the difficulties in which the Pakistani Go- 
vernment is working and a democratical- 
ly elected Government has taken over in 
Pakistan for the first time after a very 
very long time. We should try to 
avoid any pitfalls. We should try not 
to embarrass the Pakistani Government. 

3.00 P.M. 

Sir, as Shri Vajpayeeji has said, we also 
appreciate the dialogue opened between 
the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union. We 
are happy that they have come to a 
dialouge and that they have started talk- 
ing seriously about world peace. At the 
same time, we must not forget that the 
six-nation initiative and the non-aligned 
movement have created a climate all 
over the world in which even the gaints 
have been forced to come to some under- 
standing. Whether it is favourable to 
them or whether it is a compulsion for 
them, it is better for them to realise. At 
the same time, the forces of peace in 
their own countries, in the Soviet Union 
and in the U.S.A., have also persuaded 
their leadership to come to terms and 
make a serious effort for creating peace 
in the whole world. But it is a very 
very delicate affair. We shall be happy 
if the Soviet Union and the U.S.A. come 
to terms in the interests of world peace. 
But at the same time we should also 
safeguard our interests. We are a big 
country. We have our own role to play 
in our region and also in the world at 
large. When these new bridges are be- 
ing constructed and all the old misunder-i 

standings are being removed, we should 
also have our options open. We should 
also try to construct bridges where they 
are not and we should strengthen our 
friendship with many other countries 
with which we are vitally concerned. 
Therefore, it is time to exercise our op- 
tions in making friendship with those 
countries with whom we do not have 
that intimacy at present. 

Sir, there is a very special situation in 
Afghanistan. We are vitally concerned 
with it. We appreciate the withdrawal 
of forces by the Soviet Union. We do 
not want to go into the details and the 
compulsions as to why the Soviet Union 
had sent their forces at that time. But 
let us appreciate their efforts. They might 
have taken this step under any compul- 
sions. Our interest with Afghanistan is 
very vital. We should not allow anybody 
to come to our borders, destabilise our 
frontiers and disturb our tranquility. 
Therefore, We are interested only in a 
neutral, non-aligned and secular Afgha- 
nistan. We are having very friendly 
relations with the present Government of 
Afghanistan. . Historically also, we are 
very close to Afghans. Therefore, it 
will be appreciated if we also open some 
sort of a dialouge with the Mujahideens 
and try to influence them. We should not 
take it for granted that they are very 
close to Pakistan or that they are un- 
touchables because they are getting arms 
from Pakistan. We should also try to per- 
suade them to come to terms with the 
Afghan Government. We should try for 
an all-party or an all-group Government 
in Afghanistan. Sir. the other concerned 
issue is our initiative taken on this Kam- 
puchea. We do appreciate these efforts 
and a climate has been created when 
those countries who were not prepared to 
talk to each other, who were not pre- 
pared to tolerate each other, have started 
talking. And we hope our initiatives 
will bear fruits. And we congratulate the 
Government for taking such diplomatic 
steps, such very silent steps which have 
brought us near to peace in the South- 
East Asia. 

Sir, coming back to China, I only 
wish that the Resolution which was pass- 
ed unanimously by the Parliament should 
be reviewed not reviewed in the spirit 
only, but it should be reviewed because 
35 years back the whole country was 
emotionally surcharged and we had pass- 
ed that Resolution. We do not deviate 
where our position is that we shall hot 
secede the territory to China nor we will 
agree that their aggression will continue. 
'But at the same time, in the whole Reso- 
lution or even in Vajpayeeji's speech at 
that   time,   it  was   never  mentioned that 



223       Re. Special [RAJYA SABHA] Mentions 224 

[Shri Bhuvnesh Chaturvedi] 
we will  commit agrression to vacate the 
territory. Therefore there is only the 
other     alternative      left,   and  that   is   a 
dialouge   with   China. Vajpayeeji   
has 

said that !he foreign policy is a consen- 
sus by the whole nation. And, there- 
fore, the whole nation should beg this 
move to dialogue with China and bag this 
Government to come to an understanding. 
Otherwise also the Constitution does not 
ptrmit the seceding of a territory. And 
that is why a small one bigha of land 
could not be transferred to Bangladesh 
and the Constitution does not permit it. 
But, at the same time, how to vacate the 
aggression? If you cannot enter into a 
dialouge how will the other party be 
persuaded or forced or made to agree to 
vacate  the  aggression? 

With these words, Sir, T will not take 
much of your time. 1 thank you very much 
for giving me an opportunity. 

SHRI     M.     S.    GURUPADASWAMY 

(Karnataka): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, 
the foreign policy debate should be an 
exercise during every session of Parlia- 
ment. For the last few years, foreign 
policy issues have come before Parliament 
in fragments, in bits and pieces, rather in 
isolation. Parliment, by and large, has 
confined itself to clarifications. \ would 
like the debate on various major foreign 
policy issues to take place during every 
session. My colleague, Mr. Vairayee, 
has drawn the attention. of the Minister 
to this matter and has reminded him of 
the very old practice. Sir, many changes 
have happened in the world. Many more 
changes have happened and are happen- 
ing in our own neighbourhood. We do 
not have an integrated view of foreign 
affairs with a view to have and to evolve 
a systema'ic, co-ordinated approach on 
the basic foreign policy issues, I would 
like the Government to come forward 
with a White Paper. We have not had 
a White Paper on foreign policy for a 
long time. This White Paper should 
be comprehensive enough,. precise enough, 
-to include the omissions and commissions 
of the past, the various new developments 
and our own approach to the various 
pressing problems facing India and facing 
the world.     This White Paper should also 

contain the approach, the views of the 
Ministry in regard to the functioning 
of our diplomatic missions, embassies, in 
the various countries of the world. A re- 
view has got to be undertaken regarding 
the functioning of our embassies and the 
White Paper should contain the thinking 
of the Ministry in regard to the embas- 
sies and the working of our embassies. 

Having said this, I would now say that 
the world is familiar with the various for- 
mulations regarding international affairs in 
the past. We have been talking about 
the basic principles which should form 
the cornerstone of our foreign policy. We 
have said that the foreign policy should 
be based on the inviolability of the in- 
dependence and the sovereignty of nations. 
We have said that there should be no 
interference in the affairs of other coun- 
tries. We have said that war should not 
be the arbiter of international disputes 
and that these disputes should be settled, 
solved, through peaceful means_ We 
have said also that there should be res- 
pect for human rights and respect for the 
United Nations. Even today, these prin- 
ciples can be regarded—and should be re- 
garded—as laudable and valuable. But 
there have been violations of these noble 
principles committee by the various coun- 
tries of the world. Nations have been 
unequal though we believe in the equality 
of nations. There has been, in the past, 
gunboat diplomacy pursued by the super- 
powers and the same old, outdated balance 
of power and block politics pursued 
by them. This has led to conflicts. This 
has led to various types of tensions. But 
of late, this climate has changed conside- 
rably mainly because there is a thaw in 
the relations between two super powers 
which in turn has set in motion hearty 
changes in various parts of the world. 
It looks as if after a good deal of ten- 
sion, conflict, violence in international 
affairs peace is breaking out in many parts 
of the globe. There seems to be a 
peace offensive as it were, and we are 
caught up in this peace offensive. 
That is welcome This process 
ha,s got      to      be carried      forward 

by all the countries if there has got to 
be international peace and security. India 
bas been a membtr of the non-aligned 
movement for long and still is and it is 
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a member of the Commonwealth of Na- 
tions. As a member India has some- 
times taken initiative, lent a helping hand 
to solve or resolve regional disputes but 
India has also sometimes failed in the in- 
ternational field, partly becaust we are 
not a major power yet. Foreign policy of 
a nation, Mr, Vice-Chairman derives its 
strength from the domestic policy and 
internal strength of the country itself. If 
a country is not strong enough, its forei- 
gn policy whatever may be its objectivity 
or its value will not be able to achieve 
its ends. We are still in a world where 
money power and muscle power count. 
Muscle power means military power. 
Therefore, India has sufferred on account 
of this. In certain respects, because of 
lack of vision and lack of fore thought we 
have not been able to pursue our poli- 
cies effectively. I am not overlooking 
some of the achievements. In the field of 
aparthied we have taken initiative. In 
South Asia and Middle East we have 
been making some effort to resolve the 
disputes between various countries in 
those regions, but in many areas, espe- 
cially in our own neighbourhood We are 
not in a happy position. Already the 
question of Nepal has been raised by 
my friend here. Unfortunately, this has 
come as a surprise and shock to me. For 
ages and for centuries, India and Nepal 
were known for friendship. Now there 
is a threat to this friendship and under- 
standing between these two countries. We 
should, as a big neighbour, pursue a very 
igenerous and lenient policy towards 
Nepal. Nepal might have committed 
mistakes, but those mistakes should not 
be blown up beyond certain limits. The 
future relations between India and Nepal 
should be guided by perfect understand- 
ing between us. We are tied down by 
mutuality of interests and that should 
help us resolve the temporary tensions 
created, for what reasons I do not know. 
It is very necessary that Indo-Nepal re- 
lationship should be re-established on a 
firmer footing. Government of India 
should take initiative in the matter and 
should not wait for Nepal to come to us 
with their suggestions. We should go to 
them, try to understand their difficulties, 
their problems, their perceptions. Sb 
Indo-Nepal     relationship   has   got   to   be 

once again restored to its original frame- 
work. 

Sir, there is the question of China 
which has been referred to in the debate. 
All of us are aware about the border 
situation, border conflict. My own view 
is that unless the border issue is settled 
situation, border conflict. My own view 
friendly and permanent good relation bet- 
ween India and China. China recognises 
it.      We in      India  do  .recognise it 

I thought     the    Prime Minister's      visit 
to    China    would    bring    about     some 
change in the attitude    of China towards 
the  border.      And  I  also  expected  that 
the level of  talks  would  be  changed  to 
ministerial level. Till now I am not see- 
ing that at all.     I expected that.     That 
was   the  assurance  given  and  China  and 
India   relationship   stands   where   it   was 
during the pre-visit of our Prime Minister 
to China.  I would like my friend,    Mr. 
Natwar  Singh,  to  throw  some   light  on 
this,   if   there  is     a  change   at   all   and 
whether there are going to be talks at the 
ministerial level on the border issue. But 
it was somewhat surprising that after this 
visit,  China  took  some    steps    in  Tibet 
which  have,     in   a  way,  created  a new 
situation.   The    Chinese     attitude,    after 
Dalai Lama gave  a new proposal before 
the European Parliament, came to me as 
a bigger surprise. There have been since 
last year violations of human rights there, 
and we have been talking  about human 
rights for long.      We  are    spearheading 
attack on racism in South Africa and we 
are pleading for the rights of the Pales- 
tinians.      This is our record. But on the 
rights of    Tibetans we seem to have de- 
veloped cold feet.      Why? I am not for 
military confrontation between China and 
India,  I am  not for military  solution to 
the border problem.      I am for peaceful 
settlement of the border problem. I want 
a  time-frame.   At  the same  time,   I  am 
thinking of the future, long distance future 
in which both India and China have got 
to co-exist peacefully.      For that purpose 
the Tibet issue, the Tibetan  qustion has 
got to be  solved. 

The Prime Minister, when he was in 
China, could have avoided the mention of 
Tibet at least. But, if he wanted to talk 
about Tibet,  he  should have talked  about 
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human rights. On the contrary, he tal- 
ked about Tibet as an antonomous regions 
of China. What prompted him to talk 
like that, I am not sure. But, my feeling 
is that he must have unwittingly surren- 
dered the basic interests of Tibetans, and 
that is detrimental to India itself in the 
long run. 

We do require a buffer zone. Tibet was 
a buffer zorig between India and China 
for centuries. When we mentioned about 
autonomous province of Tibet or autono- 
mous region of Tibet in China, 
it means it was autonomous. They had 
rights, they should have rights. Therefore, 
the border question, when it is settled bet- 
ween India and China, should also take 
into consideration the situation in Tibet. 
I have no solution to offer. It is for the 
two Governments to ponder over this 
question for mutual benefit. The rights of 
Tibetans should be ensured, should be pro- 
tected. Tibet should be a zone of peace. 

In Tibet there should not be any con- 
centration of weapons of war by China. 
My information is that Chinese are con- 
centrating heavily their troops, they are 
seeding their arms, missiles and so on. 
For what purpose? And Tibet should not 
become a dumping ground for Chinese 
weapons. And Tibet should not be a 
zone, a region from which Chinese 
should  threaten our sovereignty. 

Therefore, the Minister should tell us 
where we stand on the Tibetan issue. 

Next is Afghanistan which has been 
referred to. On this I would only say, we 
believe in an independent Afghanistan, 
a non-aligned Afghanistan, and the people 
of Afghanistan themselves should decide 
their future, their fate. We are happy the 
Soviet Union has withdrawn their forces, 
but unfortunately it has not led to a set- 
tlement. The Geneva Accord has not been 
implemented fully, partly because Pakis- 
tan is not interested and partly because 
America is not interested. Pakistan seems 
to be not interested, because if there is 
peace in Afghanistan, Pakistan loses the 
bargaining point with America. If the 
conflct goes on in Afghanistan, Pakistan 
Get get military    aid from America and 

also Pakistan can provide more budget to 
its military and to its defence. Military 
in Pakistan is still powerful. They are not 
prepared to forgo their privileges. They 
want a large budget and keeping conflict 
with Afghanistan will provide this reason 
for Pakistan to spend more money on its 
defence and to get American aid. There- 
fore, it is in our interest to see that India 
takes more initiative to see that the Afghan 
situation is settled more expeditiously and 
more peacefully 

While I am 0n Pakistan, may I say the 
Pakistan Government is still training peo- 
ple who threaten our own interests in our 
border States. Sometime back the Gov- 
ernment came with a map where train- 
ing is being given to the separatists, ter- 
rorists and the like. But I want to know 
what his happened to that. Why has this 
matter not been taken up with the Pakis- 
tan Government? A new Government 
has come in. It is a democratic Govern- 
ment which has taken over the affairs of 
Pakistan now. Why does not our Govern- 
ment talk to them and request them to 
dismantle all these training facilities? Or 
if they do not d0 so, We should evolve 
a policy to meet the situation. 

A reference has 'been made to Sri Lanka. 
Sre Lanka has become a very long drawn 
problem facing both Sri Lankan Govern- 
ment and our Government. We are involv- 
ed there and our military is also involved 
there. I would like the hon. Minister to 
tell Us whether he has drawn up an agenda 
or a programme for withdrawing our forc- 
es from there. What is the situation in 
Sri Lanka? What is the view of the Sri 
Lanka Government in regard to our troops 
being stationed there? Have adequate 
powers been given to provincial councils 
after the elections are over? What is the 
stage of talks betwee,n the Sri Lanka Gov- 
emnment and the LTTE? Is the Sri Lanka 
Government talking to other groups also? 
What is the agenda and what is the prog- 
ramme? All these things are wrapped up 
in vagueness and in uncertainty. Many of 
ou- soldiers have been killed. Many Tamils 
have been killed. This situation cannot 
en on for a long time, I would like the 
Minister jo throw adequate light on    the 
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»     TO   I     mill I HUM 

Sri Lanka the kind of political settlement 
that is going t0 come about, if at all it is 
going to come about and when are we with- 
drawing our Forces from Sri Lanka? 

Lastly, Mr. Vice-Chairman, Kampuchea. 
Kampuchea is your neighbour. We have 
been taking interest and Vietnam has an- 
nounced that it will withdraw its forces by 
September or so and there was a meeting 
at Jakarta regarding this problem and 
India is playing a positive role. I welcome 
this role but we would like t0 be told 
when this is going to 'be settled. South- 
East Asia is very important for us. It is 
our neighbourhood, peace in South-East 
Asia is to be a pre-condition for develop- 
ment and India has got a vital stake in 
South Asia. In this context may I say that 
India should look more towards our own 
neighbourhood South-Asia and South-East 
Asia, more and more in future for de- 
velopment, for security and for interchange 
of people at the Government and at the 
nan-Government level. SAARC is alrady 
there but unfortunately SAARC has re- 
ceived a set-back because of developments 
in Sri Lanka and Nepal, Now, we hear 
something about Bhutan also. Things are 
not happy in Bhutan either. Therefore, I 
would like the Minister to throw some 
light about the developments in SAARC, 
how we are going to build up this organi- 
sation which is somewhat broken. It seems 
a sort of fragmented mirror and SAARC 
has got to be rebuilt if it is not already 
a solid structure. There should be, may I 
suggest, a multi-national monitoring agen- 
cy. There is a Secretariat already I know 
but there should be a multi-national 
agency or agencies to monitor various 
developments and even's in SAARC area. 
We have an example already in European 
Parliament. Sometime back European 
Parliamentarians came to India too. Apart 
from Governmental level relationships 
which are necessary, may T suggest there 
should be Parliamentary level relation- 
ships also before you go to people-to- 
people relationship. Till now no effort has 
been made by SAARC countries to deve- 
lop this concept of interchange of Parlia- 
mentarians      visit   of     Parliamentarians. 

There has got to be a continuous dia- 
logue between all Parliamentarians of 
SAARC countries. Later on this can be 
taken to the level of people. Therefore, 
SAARC has got to be built or rebuilt 
and firm foundations have got to be laid. 
All the tensions, conflicts and differences 
which have arisen now have got to be 
resolved peacefully and South-East Asia 
has got to be given its due. I reiterate 
what I said earlier that our Embassies 
wherever they are in the world have got 
to function very effectively. The image 
of India in foreign countries is measured 
in terms of the effectiveness of the Em- 
bassies. Unfortunately, in many countries. 
Embassies are not properly and fully 
equipped. The budget provided for the 
Embassies is too little, perhaps, there is 

shortage of personnel, there is paucity of 
talent. This has got to be looked into. 
That is why when I referred to White 
Paper in the beginning of my speech, I 
made a reference to this. May T also say, 
of late, the Government of India has 
given up the practice of appointing poli- 
ticians and political leaders as ambassa- 
dors? Why this practice has been given 
up? Now bureaucrats are being sent. In 
the past when Jawaharlal Nehru was the 
Prime Minister of India, there was a good 
mixture of politicians and bureaucrats. 
Foreign policy experts were to be sent 
along with them. Politicians who were 
involved in the foreign policy issues, who 
were knowledgeable were also sent as 
envoys and as ambassadors. This practice 
has been given up and I would like the 
Minister to ponder over this issue that in 
future we should revive the practice of 
appointing well-known public figures as 
ambassadors, as envoys; and that will go 
a long way because there is a difference 
in the style of a bureaucrat and the style 
of a politician functioning on the foreign 
soil. That is why I want this to be done 
and it should be pursued. May I say 
that when we debate foreign policy issues 
in Parliament, there has got to be a 
paper prepared on the issues. It is very 
necessary. There is a Consultative Com- 
mittee of Parliament. I know. But when- 
ever there is a debate in Parliament, the 
issues raiesd by Members of Parliament 
have got to be analysed. There h no 
system now. When I raise  an issue, you 
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reply or you may not reply and it is 
forgotten. There is a sort of hiatus bet- 
ween the secretariat running foreign 
policy matters and Parliament and there- 
fore, I would suggest that there should 
be a new approach to this whole ques- 
tion. Members of Parliament have got 
to be more and more involved in vari- 
ous ways; and issues raised in Parlia- 
ment have sot to be aoalyoed for our 
own benefit and answer? have to be found 
and we should be taker irt) confidence 
regarding the various aporoacleis 'lie 
solutions and the thinking of :he Gov- 
ernment in this matter Thank you very 
much. 

PROF. CHANDRESH P. THAKUR 
(Bihar): Thank you Mr. Vice-Chair- 
man, Sir for giving me this time. I have 
listened to Vajpayee Ji with great 
attention and respect and I share his 
sentiments. On many facts I agree with 
him but not necessarily with all the 
interpretations that he very carefully 
and intelligently brought in. Engels 
said long back 'it is necessary to 
change the world', and fortunately it 
is currently changing and for the bet- 
ter and that too rather fast. We are 
in the midst of a great historic process. 
Vajpayee Ji took note of that. There 
is a ferment in the major regions of 
the world, in different politico-economic 
systems, and in the minds of million 
of people, new thought patterns are 
emerging. Sir, I would like to submit 
here that Indian foreign policy has 
tried to relate dynamically its own 
national aspirations and an interna- 
tionalism of a unique order. Today, 
world communities are increasingly 
conforming to our thinking and stand 
howsoever belatedly. Our voice is 
being sought on issues in most regions 
of the world. 

Sir India's concern with regard to 
external affairs relate to many areas 
but five such areas need to be identi- 
fied. Our concern with regard to peace 
and disarmament, strengthening of the 
non-aligned movement, our relationr 
ships with our neighbours, our under- 

standing and relations with the super- 
powers,  interactions,  and    lastly,  the 
U.N.  system  as well as other    multi- 
lateral systems which work in different 
areas. I would like to submit humbly 
that we have made substantial contri- 
butions in each of these areas and we 
have brought benefit to those systems 
as  well  as  to  ourselves.     Of  course, 
things   can   further  be   improved   and 
there is no evidence of any    sort of 
abatement in those areas. Happily   Mr. 
Vajpayee  took  note,  a  welcome note, 
of   certain   positive   developments--the 
INF Treaty, the Soviet pull-out and the 
accord  on  Afghanistan,   cessation    of 
Iran-Iraq     war,       the     developments 
around Namibia and the current state 
of Israel and pLO relationship. These 
together  indicate  that  there  is  a  big 
push  towards   a  more   promising  era 
of peace   and  amity  I  would like  to 
submit, Sir, that India has made con- 
tributions in no    small    measure     in 
creating this world peace  which     we 
are welcoming. However it is  said to 
note that the arms race is yet to abate 
and the nuclear notoriety has acquired 
global  respectability.   One  can  simply 
see that the Security Council today is 
in the hands of nuclear powers. There 
is  not  a  single non-nuclear     country 
which is a permanent member of the 
Security Council about which    Pandit 
Nehru  mentioned  long back    in     his 
early efforts towards promotion of the 
world  system.   Sir,     the    non-aligned 
movement has emerged out of our vi- 
sion. Nobody can deny that. Of course, 
Nasser  and Tito were partners  along 
with  Pandit  Nehru.     A  new    vision 
emerged  and    it    helped    evolve the 
movement over  a period. Today it is 
a global movement of unparalleled di- 
mensions.    However,  there     is  some 
evidence that the movement is suffer- 
ing from over-stretch, as it were. And, 
perhaps, there is scope for added dyna- 
mism and fresher initiatives. It is en- 
couraging to note that India has taken 
discrete  steps  first  towards     bringing 
course correction in the somewhat de- 
railed   non-alignment     movement     in 
recent years.  There  is  also     evidence 
that  India is  trying to contribute to- 
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wards freshness in the agenda and 
newer areas of initiative. We hope that 
our efforts are supported by all the 
Members and we will get something 
out of that. 

Shri   Vajpayeeji   commented     with 
warmth as well as his usual sarcasm 
on the state of relationship with our 
neighbours. Sir no nation can ignore 
the  demands  of neighbours     whether 
they are pleasant demands or unpleas- 
ant ones. We have had our share    of 
unpleasant     experiences     with     some 
neighbours.    But,    perhaps,     with    a 
degree of optimism, one can say that 
better days are ahead and particularly 
so,   in  the  historically  most     difficult 
areas. With the emergence of democra- 
tic process in Pakistan under a youth- 
ful leadership, Indo-Pakistan relations 
have taken a new course. But to ignore 
the   fetters     which    Begum     Benazir 
Bhutto is facing would be naive.   We 
will have to wait and watch how she 
is   able     to   assert   and     realign  the 
course of foreign relationship with the 
world   at  large     and  with     india  in 
particular. 

Sir,   after  nearly  three  and a  half 
decades, an initiative has been taken 
by India on the China front. There had 
been  diplomatic     contracts     talks  of 
several rounds, but without much pro- 
gress,  at least evident progress.     But 
the  step   taken  by  the  visit  of     the 
Prime Minister to China has created a 
new situation. Vajpayeeji talked about 
shaking of hands or  whatever.  There 
have  been  press  comments     whether 
the Prime Minister has returned with 
full hands or empty hands. Vajpayeeji 
also mentioned about the 1979 visit of 
his own. Of course, the facts are right. 
But the interpretation is that when as 
Foreign  Minister he  was in     Beijing, 
what   Beijing   was   doing  to  Vietnam 
was not known  to him.  I would not 
like to dilate on this. It is  a fact of 
history. But this time, we find that the 
intractable  border     issue  has     been 
brought on the agenda paper. A joint 
committee has been    identified.    And 
perhaps     a     time-bound   programme 
would emerge.  There have been con>- 

tacts between the two countries at 
the level of scientists and technologists, 
in the area of agricultural manage- 
ment, at cultural and political levels 
and we hope that this widening con- 
tact wil strengthen our relationship to 
a welcome kind. I would like to men- 
tion here and particularly draw the 
attention of our Government that 
China is changing at a very fast pace. 
Prof. Subramanian Swamy is an expert 
on China... 

THE      VICE-CHAIRMAN
 (SHR
I 

SATYA PRAKASH MALAVIYA); On 
Pakistan also. 

PROF.  CHNDRESH p.     THAKUR: 
On Pakistan  he  is  a political expert 
while on China he is an economic ex- 
pert. What I am trying to suggest is 
that economic     growth  in     China is 
rapid    and,  we    must take    note at 
a much  faster pace than what India 
is experiencing. The system of econo- 
mic  management  there is  undergoing 
a radical shift. I would like to submit 
here that a political fallout of this is 
inevitable which will have    ramifica- 
tions for the rest of the world    and 
certainly for us.    We have to    think 
through their ramifications for us, for 
the region,  and for the new pattern, 
the new  possible pattern,  of realign- 
ment in global relations.  China    and 
Pakistan   related   initiatives   are  most 
promising. This has perhaps encourag- 
ed a marginal cut in our Defence ex- 
penses and diversion of those resources 
towards   developmental  purposes.   We 
would  like to think that this revival 
of positive thinking on the part of the 
concerned countries alongwith our own 
will help us further in moving in that 
direction. v 

The pursuit of a purposive and 
dynamic foreign policy requires strate- 
gic thinking and action around emer- 
ging parameters. I totally agree with 
Vajpayeeje on that. The Ministry is led 
by men of vision and considerable pro- 
fessional experience around the corri- ■ 
dors of diplomatic world, formal as 
well as informal. Our foreign office and 
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the   diplomatic   missions   constitute   a 
well-structured   network,  perhaps  one 
of the most extensive, so far as deve- 
loping countries are concerned.    How- 
ever   I am curious with regard to the 
fact as to who is doing this strategic 
thinking.  Foreign  Office is the    focal 
point, no doubt. What kind of a sup- 
porting network  has  ben  set  up   and 
to what extent has such network con- 
tributed and with what effect; I have 
read the annual report of the Ministry 
carefully. It is a light reading, perhaps 
because it is thin.  There  is reference 
to contact with our area study centres, 
and some seminars are listed. Are they 
sufficient? Are their contributions rich 
enough to strengthen the Foreign Office 
or does  something more need     to be 
done?   I   want   evidence.   When   India 
became   independent,    Pandit    Nehru 
took the first step to create a Depart- 
ment of African Studies in the Univer- 
sity  of  Delhi.   Forty   years   after   the 
creation of that department—I teach at 
the University of Delhi—j do not see 
much work  or sufficient     interest  in 
that department. Has  the  Ministry of 
External Affairs forgotten that such a 
department was created? If that is the 
evidence of the support to and quality 
of such institutions, there is scope for 
improvement. I would like to draw the 
attention of the Government in    this 
regard and I would like to suggest that 
more such facilities should be created 
and there should be a creative involve- 
ment of a larger stream of people and 
certainly of such  Members of Parlia- 
ment  who have  interest  and  perhaps 
in their own judgement with some capa- 
bility to contribute.  Nothing     will be 
lost, something might be gained in the 
process   so   far   as  enrichment  of  the 
foreign policy pursuit is concerned. In     I 
this context I would  like to make a 
concrete  suggestion.   Would  the   Gov- 
ernment  consider    creating     strategic 
thinking groups t0 undertake    studies 
on  some  given  areas   of  concern     to 
India; What  are India's     interests in 
the context of the new Soviet scheme 
of thinking, whether it is going to take 
the same world view whether its con- 

cern with regard to the different parts 
of the world would remain the same 
or  whether it  will  changer?      If     it 
changes, where do we figure and with 
what consequences? Different scenarios 
will   have   to   be   considered   and   we 
will have to think through    our own 
interest  and  take corresponding steps 
that need to be taken    at    our level. 
Secondly, Europe is undergoing major 
changes. There is the possibility of a 
fortress in western Europe, and so far 
as  eastern Europe is  concerned it  is 
going through a tunmoil. Each country 
is facing its own problems. Its relation- 
ship with the Soviet Union is changing 
and its relationship with the U.S.    is 
taking   a   new  course.   Now,   what  is 
there for us to look for? in what direc- 
tion ..our interests are likely to be hurt 
or promoted, and what is that we can 
do in terms of strategic, planning, needs 
to  be  examined through     a group of 
competent minds,    similarly      Japan, 
particularly its economic powers    and 
its recent decision to cross the  1  per 
cent  GNP  barrier  on  its  defence ex- 
penditure and further the US view of 
the Japanese role in the defence stra- 
tegy  in   different  parts  of  the  World 
require   thinking for its  ramifications 
so far as India and its relationship with 
the   world   is      concerned—Asian     or 
South-East Asian. 

The fourth area I would like to sug- 
gest   is  that  if  we   are   looking  to   a 
long-term   perspective      on     economic 
parameters what is the ratio of net in- 
vestment  to  GNP,  what  is  the   ratio 
of  consumption to  GNP,   what  is the 
ratio of investment in defence to GNP, 
and how do they relate with our plan 
and performances with such countries 
whose thinking and steps in this area 
is  likely  to  be  of  interest to us?     I 
would  like  to  think  that  the  corres- 
pondence of our concerns in this area 
with those which are of relevance to 
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us should be brought within the frame- 
work of thinking in the Ministry of 
External Affairs.   (Time  bell rings) 

Sir, I am just making a few points. 
I would like to take note here that 
Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi has more 
than once said that our success or 
failure in external affairs will depend 
how strong our economy is. The nexus 
between the investment consumption 
and defence expenditure and prospec- 
tive view on that will determine how 
strong economic support is likely to 
be available for the purpose of an 
effective foreign policy, and some 
thinking, some forethought, must 
come in this regard. 

Sir the last area I would like to 
suggest is that India has a package of 
economic aid. The twenty crores we are 
spending certainly is five hundred 
times more compared to a particular 
year. Seventy countries are involved; 
358 trainees are undergoing some train- 
ing in India and we have made 90 
experts available to different countres. 
For a country of our size, a country of 
the vision of our kind in interna- 
tional affairs, this amount is not good 
enough. It needs to be substantially 
increased in terms of total money 
value, in terms of involvement of 
people in training or our own experts 
going here. And this will have a long- 
term, pay-off as the big powers have 
discovered. 

Mr Vice-Chairman, Sir, in the end 
I would like to say that in the world 
affairs it must be noted that we are 
on the side, of peace not war, we are 
on the side of disarmament, not mili- 
tarism, we are on the bide of the poor, 
not the rich. However, if we are look- 
ing at the world scene through the 
perspective of the black and the colour- 
ed person, an african, a citizen of the 
third world country, a primary pro- 
ducer or one who is looking for access 
to new technology or a citizen of a 
debt-ridden country, the picture is dis- 
mal and distressing. Something needs 
to be done, and done fast. We are 
proud  to have  lent    our  voice     and 

, efforts in ameliorating this grim state 
| of reality and we have reasons to re- 
]     tain a robust optimism ahead. 

Thank you very much. 

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN    (West Ben- 
gal) :   Thank you, Mr.  Vice-Chairman. 

Today we are discussing a very im- 
portant subject, the foreign policy   of 
our country.    Indeed there are many 
facets of foreign or our country, and 
particularly in a country like     India. 
But   it   is   not   possible   for   me   to 
'    dilate    on   all    these   points   within 
the    limited    time.    I    will    simply 
confine     myself     to     crucial 
4.00 P.M. issues  and I would also like 
to     seek     certain     clarifica- 
tions    from    the    hon.    Minister   in 
regard      to      certain      aspects      of 
our      foreign      policy.      Sir,     what 
I mean is that the foreign policy of a 
country, particularly of a country like 
India, has to be examined in the con- 
text of sharpening contradictions bet- 
ween imperialism on the °ne side and 
the third-world countries on the other 
and more particularly in the  context 
of the nuclear holocaust by the impe- 
rialist  powers,  mainly the U.S.A.    In 
this background, you have to judge the 
effectiveness and the    meaningfulness 
of  our  foreign  policy. Although from 
our party we by and large endorse Ihe 
main  points  of  the  foreign policy  of 
the Government, f would like to make 
certain comments and I would like to 
have   certain   clarifications   also  from 
the hon. Minister. 

Sir, in this contradiction between 
v imperialism and the third-world coun- 
tries we find that American imperial- 
ism is adopting a more and more mili- 
tant and aggressive posture because of 
their actions in Libya, in Granada, by 
their intervention in the Iran-Iraq 
conflict, by their invasion of the Gulf, 
by the downing of the civilian plane 
of Iran and lastly by their role in Af- 
ghanistan. All these things show that 
the U.S. imperialism has not abandon- 
ed its policy of dominating the world. 
Now they are doing so not by direct 
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teryentiorij but by indirect interfer- 
ence and intervention in various parts 
of the world. This poses an inevitable 
danger to the third-world countries in 
particular. These countries may be in 
Latin America or in Africa or in Asia. 
All the third-world countries are be- 
coming victims of American imperial- 
ism and the aggressiveness of America 
and its allies. It is in this background 
that the fruitfulness and effectiveness 
of the policy of our country has to be 
examined. What we find is that the 
Soviet Union has taken peace initia- 
tives. They unilaterally accepted the 
Geneva Accord on the INF Treaty. It 
became fruitful because of the persis- 
tent efforts of the Soviet Union. It 
materialised because of the persis- 
tent efforts of the Soviet Union. The 
Soviet Union did not stop even 
after the INF Treaty. They decided 
to stop all nuclear tests unilaterally. 
They decided even to pull out their 
arms and ammunitions from Eastern 
Europe and also from certain parts of 
Asia. They unilaterally decided to 
reduce their armaments and their 
Army. All these things go to show that 
the Soviet Union is there for peace 
while the American Government is 
hot responding to the peace gestures 
of the Soviet Union. It is in this con- 
text that we have to see what role our 
country can play as a big partner of 
the non-aligned. In the past, we were 
the Chairperson of the non-aligned 
movement. Now, although we do not 
head the non-aligned movement, still, 
as a very big country and a very big 
and powerful country, our role in the 
non-aligned movement is quite signi- 
ficant. It is also seen that we are 
fighting from the non-aligned move- 
ment and our country is playing a 
very significant role against apartheidi 

for the independence of Namibian 
people. We find how the Namibian in- 
dependence was sabotaged by South 
Africa at the last moment. It was done 
with the help of the American Gov- 

ernment. What role can our country 
play so that the Namibian independence 
can be achieved, so that Namibia can 
be saved, so that, apartheid can be 
fought fruitfully? These are the as- 
pects on which our foreign policy has 
to go round. Now, it is also seen that 
it is not only in South Africa or in 
Namibia. Even in the Asian arena, we 
find that whether it is the PLO conflct 
between the Israelis and the Palesti- 
nians or whether it is in Libya, or 
whether it is in Labanon, or whether 
it is Iran and Iraq, the role of the 
American Government is the most 
aggressive role which is responsible 
for creating trouble in all these areas 
And in all these local conflicts whether 
it is Iran-Iraq war or whether it is 
Afghanistan or whether it is in 
Angola, everywhere the role played by 
the American imperialism is the most 
notorious role against which the entire 
Non-alignment movement has to light 
and India has to take a leading role. 

Now, Sir, if we look at the Afghanis- 
tan situation, India has to play a very 
significant role. I am not fully satis- 
fied with the role played by India in 
regard to Afghanistan. After all the 
Accord on Afghanistan was signed at 
Geneva, and it was signed in the last 
year, perhaps, on the 4th April, and 
more than one year has passed. What 
do we see now? All the 13 instruments 
of the Accord on Afghanistan reached 
in Geneva have been flagrantly viola- 
ted both by Pakistan as well as by 
the US Government. Now Afghanistan 
is our neighbour. If the local conflicts 
escalate in Afghanistan, it will be 
very difficult. The local conflict is not 
only escalating at a very fast rate but 
the rebels based in Pakistan are also 
forming an interim Government. They 
have formed a Government in exile- 
Now they want to capture Jalalabad 
anyhow militarily and impose a Gov- 
ernment there of their own. And if 
they can capture Jalalabad, the feat 
of the Government can be Jalalabad 
and they can immediately ask for 
recognition by various countries-- 
America, Pakistan and other countries 
who   are going to help the rebels is 
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Afghanistan, who are interested in 
seeing a fundamentalist Government 
being seated in Afghanistan. Here, Sir, 
both Pakistan and America are play- 
ing a mischievous role. What are we 
doing? Our Government is support- 
ing the Najibullah Government. Our 
Government has announced that they 
will give moral and material support 
to Najibullah Government. But I feel 
that is not sufficient. When the Are has 
broken out on our border, at that 
time, what initiative have we taken, 
what steps have we taken to mobilse 
the entire Non-aligned world to pres- 
surise the American Government, to 
pressurise the Pakistan Government 
so that they too follow the instru- 
ments of Geneva Accord? Otherwise, 
Sir, what is happening there? With the 
backing of the Pakistan army, with 
the backing of the Saudi-Arabian in- 
telligence service and military advi- 
sors, with the help of the American 
military advisors, the rebels are laun- 
ching attacks on Jalalabad and other 
parts of Afghanistan, and they are 
launching rocket attacks also on 
Kabul. And civilian population is being 
destroyed. Now, recently the Ka Dul 
Government has also declared that if 
this situation continues, they will also 
retaliate and that rocket attacks can 
be launched on the territory of Palds- 
tan also as a retaliatory measure, if 
that really happens, it means there 
will be a serious conflagration in Af- 
ghanistan where both Afghanistan and 
Pakistan will be directly involved. This 
situation is not at all favourable for 
the security environment of India. 
Sir, our security environment is being 
seriously jeopardized by the conflict 
that is escalating in Afghanistan and 
by the role Pakistan is playing to- 
wards Afghanistan as well as India. 

Now, Sir, I want to say that recen- 
tly, in last December, our Prime Minis- 
ter visited Pakistan on the occasion of 
the SAARC meeting. And after the 
visit we were told that the visit was 
fruitful and that the dialogue between 
the two Prime Ministers were fruit- 
ful. And I am inclined to believe it. I 
am. inclined to believe that the new 
elected Prime Minister of Pakistan is 

interested    in having good    relations 
and improved    relations with India. 1 
believe it. But,     at the same time,  i 
feel that the matter is not as Simple 
as it seems to be because Pakistan's 
army and intelligence service are fully 
in the grip of American    imperialism. 
Their army is dominated by Pentagon, 
their intelligence     services  are domi- 
nated by the CIA.    So, is it possible 
for Mrs. Benazir    Bhutto to immedia- 
tely come out of the clutches of the 
Pentagon and the CIA? It may not be 
possible immediately. And reports say 
that     a contradiction    is    developing 
between the Pakstani Prime   Minister 
and the CIA and the   Pakistani mili- 
tary and the Intelligence     Service in 
Pakistan.   What  will  be  the  ultimate 
result of this conflict, nobody knows. 
While We welcome the gestures made 
by the Prime Minister of Pakistan, at 
the same time,  there is no room for 
complacency.     Behind     Pakistan     is 
America. It is pouring arms,    modern 
and sophisticated arms, into Pakistan. 
Not   only   into   Pakistan.   The   U.S.A. 
is  supplying     sophisticated     arms to 
the Afghan   rebels  also.     Even today 
there is a report.    In the 'Hindustan 
Times', there is a despatch from Lon- 
don.   The report says that most of the 
sophisticated arms that    America has 
supplied to the Afghan     rebels have 
found their way,    have come, to the 
terrorists in Punjab. It means, India's 
security is endangered by the conflict 
that is taking place on the Pakistan- 
Afghanistan    border.    I feel that the 
Indian     Government  has     to play   a 
more positive role than what they have 
been doing all along because the dan- 
ger would not remain confined to the 
Pak-Afghan  border  only  but  it  may 
also escalate to our border. Of course, 
I would like the Government to take 
all   steps     to  improve  our     relations 
with Pakistan. But at the same time, 
I want to repeat that they should be 
careful    about the   rmanoeuverings of 
American imperialism which wants to 
play with fire, in Pakstan, in Afgha- 
nistan; and against India. 

Another problem is our border dis- 
pute with China. This is a very vexed 
problem.  Our Prime Minister visited. 
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China the second visit by an Indian 
Prime, Prime Minister to China. There 
was a lobby, political lobby, in 
India which was vociferously propaga- 
ting against the Prime Minister's 
visit to China. But our Party and the 
other leftist parties strongly supported 
the visit. We wanted that the Prime 
Minister should visit China and that 
his visit should be fruitful so that an 
atmosphere, a favourable atmosphere, 
could be created in which this vexed 
problem could be settled amicably and 
satisfactorily. After coming back from 
China, the Prime Minster wanted us 
to believe that the situation has be- 
come more favourable and that he 
expects a solution to the border pro- 
blem. Now, Sir, certain agreements 
have been made. A working group has 
been set up. I would like to know 
from the hon. Minister, how far this 
working group has advanced. Where 
do we stand now?, Already, eight 
rounds of discussions have taken place 
on this border question. The working 
group is functioning. Three-four 
months have elapsed since the forma- 
tion of the working group. How far 
we have advanced? I would like to 
know from the hon. Minister. Solu- 
tion of the border problem with China 
is an urgent necessity. We cannot 
afford to play with fire On the one 
side, through Pakistan, America is 
playing a game against us. America is 
rendering all support to the military 
regime in Bangladesh. It is giving all 
kinds of support to the rebels in 
Afghanistan. All these things are en- 
dangering the security environment 
around India. Therefore, it i§ impera- 
tive and it is in India's interest, 
in the interest of the eighty million 
people of this country, that we resolve 
the border problem with China as 
early as possible. 

There is another problem in relation 
to China. Some political parties in our 
country say that our policy in the case 
of Tibet was a Himalayan mistake. 
They say that the policy in the case 
of Tibet enunciated by Pandit Nehru 
was a Himalayan blunder and that we 
should levise our policy. I would like 

to utter a word of caution in this 
regard. Our Tibetan policy since the 
time of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is a 
very correct and the only correct 
policy. If we want to change it, we 
will only be playing into the hands 
of imperialists. Another hotspot will 
be created, in Tibet. Some examples 
have been given. It has been said that 
demonstrations have taken place in 
Tibet, that martial law has been im- 
posed in Tibet, that the Tibetan people 
are aggrieved and that, therefore, we 
should support the Tibetan people are 
against Chinese domination. This is 
their plea. But the same arguments 
can be used against us also. Histori- 
cally, Tibet belongs to China. There 
is no dispute about it. Since the time 
of Pandit Jawaharalal Nehru this has 
been recognised. They say there are 
demonstrations. But what is happening 
in our country? In Mizoram, in Naga- 
land, there are insurgency movements 
for secession from India. Now we are 
finding in Kashmir terrorist activities 
against India, for Pakistan. In Punjab 
we have been seeing terrorist activi- 
ties going on for formation of a 
separate country, secession from! India. 
Now it will be very wrong on our 
part if we extended support to Tibet 
against China. It is a very very 
wrong proposition that we should sup- 
port the Tibetan demonstrators who 
want to fight China. We should try 
to change our Tibetan policy. That 
is entirely wrong and that will be 
another Himalayan blunder on our 
part. 

Sir, I would like to caution the 
Government of India not to fall in the 
trap of such advices because these 
advices are against the interest not 
only of the people of China but our 
own people. 

The other point that has been made 
by earlier speaker is about our treaty 
with the Soviet Union. Now, if the 
Soviet Union changes its policy, what 
will happen to us? Soviet Union is 
really changing its policy. They are 
trying to have good relations with 
their neighbours. There are attempts 
to have improved relations between 
the Soviet Union and China. If the 
Soviet Union  and  China  came closer 
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and became friends to each other, now 
are we going to be attected, how is our 
interest affected? Our interest will be 
affected it, on the other side, we eould 
have good relations with China also 
as we have with the Soviet Union, li 
China and Soviet Union have good 
relations, if we three countries come 
in a bond of friendship, no power on 
earth can forestall the prosperity, im- 
provement and advancement of the 
third world countries, of the millions 
of the people of the world. No power 
on earth can come in our way. im- 
perialism wiil be in danger. If these 
three countries could come together, 
imperialism will be in danger That is 
why there is no cause of alarm it 
China and Soviet Union came closer. 
On the contrary we should wish that 
they came closer so that the three 
countries could come closer and form 
a very powerful force of democracy, of 
advancement, of peace, so that peace 
could be established in the World 
and imperialism could be forestalled. 

My last point is about world peace, 
it is not a moral or ethical issue that 
we want peace and peace. Not that. I 
have  certain  criticism  in     regard  to 
Government of India's policy towards 
peace.    Non-alignment    movement    is 
basically   a   movement   for   peace,     I 
believe  it  ana  the     Government    of 
India's   action  plan   that  they   placed 
before  the  special  session  of the UN 
General Assembly on disarmament last 
year, it is good,  but the  Government 
stopped there    only.    My     complaint 
against   the   Government  of  India    is 
that they are not seriously appreciating 
the necessity of building a    powerful 
peace  movement   inside   our   country. 
Fortunately     or      unfortunately      our 
country has not experienoe the horrors 
of world wars.  It is the Europe  and 
Japan whe felt the horror of the first 
or the second world war. That is why 
the  people  of  Japan,   the   people     of 
European countries feel what is    war 
and  that  is  why  even   an     ordinary 
worker in industry or a  politician or 
a  doctor or a scientist in Europe   in 
America and Japan have come forward 

to light against war and to work for 
protecting peace, but that sort of urge 
is not there among our people. It does 
i    not exist. Different parties have tried 
to   form   committees   in   our   country, 
but the Government of India, the rul- 
ing party or many of the political parti- 
es  in  our  country do not  understand 
the   reality   so   as   to  forestall     war, 
establish  peace  and stability     in the 
whole world. That is why I would sug- 
gest  that  while  the   Government    of 
India  through    non-alignment     move- 
ment, through the action plan in the 
UN Assembly is fighting for peace, at 
the same time they should come down 
to the masses   to the    people,     they 
should mobilise the people, they should 
take  them into confidencei take    into 
confidence the different political parti- 
es,   different   institutions,  people   from 
all walks of life so that they are mobi- 
lised and a powerful peace movement 
develops  in  India  which is  the  only 
guarantee   for  protecting     peace   and 
fighting against war. Not only in India 
if such forces develop throughout the 
world,  then  the  war-mongers  will be 
afraid to launch another war. It will 
not be easy for them to unleash anr 
other  nuclear holocaust  in  the  whole 
world   and   destroy   the   whole   world. 
Therefore,  I  would  request     Govern- 
ment of India to consider this aspect 
also. 

Sir, I forgot to mention another 
point—about Sri Lanka. Now time has 
come when Government of India 
should see to it that IPKF is with- 
drawn gradually because there is bit- 
ter criticism against the presence of 
IPKF. Our party supported the pre- 
sence of IPKF then because that was 
necessary. But now time has come 
when Government should see that 
IPKF is withdrawn from Sri Lanka 
gradually. 

Then about Nepal, our relations with 
that country have become very sour 
of late. The two countries have lived 
together as brothers. Now all of a 
sudden, the relations have become en- 
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[Shri Sukomal Sen] 
tirely bitter. What is the reason? I 
find—1 am not going into details of 
ifc.—from Kathmandu they are saying 
something; trom New Delhi we are 
saying something. But a feeling has 
been created among the Nepalese peo- 
ple that Nepal has become a victim 
of a big bully like India. Why should 
this feeling come to them? The Nepal 
Government may commit some 
errors> may commit some mistakes. 
But we should not oifend the 
common people of Nepal. We are very 
close together. Why are the people of 
Nepal feeling that India is acting like 
a big bully? Why should they feel like 
that; Pernaps there is something wrong 
with us. We must introspect, self- 
criticise and try to improve our rela- 
tions with Nepal. Maybe as a big bro- 
ther we can sacrifice something also. 
We can also persuade them. Otherwise 
what will happen? America is taking 
advantage of it. There is a news item 
in today's newspapers that our Em- 
bassy in USA had to issue a rejoinder 
in the press against the propaganda 
being made in the Western media, 
particularly in the US media, against 
India—that India is trying to bully 
Nepal. So America is taking advantage 
of it; other powers are taking advant- 
age of it. It will create 
confusion in the whole of 
the SAARC region. I would 
request Government of India to 
take into account the whole situation 
and do something so that the rela- 
tions that have been soured between 
our two countries could improve in no 
time. Otherwise, already our security 
environment is in danger. If we lose 
Nepal, if Nepal harbours animosity 
against us, it will go against the inter- 
ests of people not only in India but 
in the whole region. That is why 
it is irnpertive that we should improve 
our relations with Nepal. Our relations 
with Bhutan are going to be affected. 
I do not know what will be our rela- 
tions with the people of Bangladesh. 

So, Sir, I conclude with this. In regard 
to Nepal we should try to take a more 
realistic view and try to improve the 

relations   between  our  two   countries. 
Thank you. 

SHR3 PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL 
(Punjab): Sir, pandit Nehru once said 
that a foreign policy must be in keep- 
ing with the traditional background 
and temper of the country. It should 
be idealistic and realistic. This belief 
of the architect of modern India and a 
giant amongst the world statesmen of 
his time has always guided the present 
Government in its approach to the ex- 
ternal affairs. Ever since the day °f 
our Independence, when in the world 
community fear prevailed over hope, 
we have consistently followed a foreign 
policy which has won admiration in 
different parts of the world. The deci- 
sion to follow the non-aligned path vis- 
a-vis the two power blocks, was the 
manifestation of the Congress philoso- 
phy articulated long before the dawn of 
independence. Initially it was the as- 
sertion, of our soverignty and inde- 
pendence. But, so potent was its appeal 
that almost all the newly emerging 
States were attracted to it. Pandit 
Nehru's total commitment to this prin- 
ciple and his close working wih Presi- 
dent Tit0 and President Nasser trans- 
formed it into a major movement that 
has changed the face of the world to- 
day and saved the humanity from the 
scourage of another world war. 

Sir, when India took over the Chair- 
manship of the NAM, international 
tensions were on the increase, and un- 
abated proliferation of nuclear 
weapons was threatening to blow up 
the world in a matter of a few seconds 
only on mere pressing of a button. 

[The Vice-Chairman (Shri Jagesh 
Desai) in the Chair.] 

Besides this, the developing countries 
were under severe economic pressures. 
Even the very essence, the very rele- 
vance of the Movement was doubted by 
some. At that juncture a new determi- 
nation was imparted to the movement 
by a series of initiatives, first by Smt. 
Indira  Gandhi  and, then    by    prime 
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Minister Rajiv Gandhi reaffirming 
India's high status in the comity of na- 
tions. 

The six-nation peace initiative 
launched by Smt. Indira Gandhi to- 
gether with the leaders of Argentina, 
Greece, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania 
has gone a long way in checking the 
nuclear weapon race and re-asserting 
the imperatives of a general and com- 
plete disarmament. The Delhi Declara- 
tion adopter by the six-nation summit 
in January, 1985 was a clarion call 
from the land of Buddha and Gandhi to 
impress upon the nuclear-weapon states 
that they were suffering from some 
sort of a death wish. Concerted efforts 
during the last four years have yielded 
results. The leaders of the Soviet Union 
and the United States have met a num- 
ber of times. The INF Treaty has been 
signed and dismantling of the nuclear 
weapons has begun keeping alive, ra- 
ther reinforcing, mankind's hope of 
establishing and maintaining peace on 
earth. 

Last year at a special session of 
the UN. Assembly on Disarmament, 
our Prime Minister presented an action 
plan calling for a binding commitment 
by all nations to eliminate nuclear 
weapons by the year 2010. Ihis, Sir, 
has had positive effects. It is our firm 
commitment to the principles of peace- 
ful co-existence among different states, 
irrespective of their political and 
socio-economic systems, and to their 
right of independence sovereignty and 
territorial integrity that makes us the 
natural champion of the cause of the 
oppressed and victims of oppression. 

In unambiguous terms we have de- 
nounced the barbarous acts of the 
racist Pretoria regime and expressed 
our solidarity with the people of Nami- 
bia struggling for independence. In 
recognition of our principled stand, it 
is we to whom Namibia has now turn- 
ed for assistance in matters relating 
to the transition to independence and 
holding of elections. 

Our opposition to the inhuman sys- 
tem of apartheid and call for a com- 
plete boycott and comprehensive man- 
datory sanctions against the racist 
South African regime has been widely 
appreciated, though, of course, narrow 
commercial interests of a few coun- 
tries have led them to turn to a blind 
eye to these important issues of our 
time. It was at the initiative of India 
that the non-aligned summit at Harare 
set up the Action For Resisting Inva- 
sion Colonialism and Apartheid i.e. the 
AFRSCA Fund to assist the front-line 
States and freedom movements in 
South Africa and Namibia. Our role as 
the Chairman of AFRICA Fund has 
been lauded at various forums of the 
UN and also by the Organisation of 
African Unity. 

On the question of decolonisation, 
India has maintained clearly its tradi- 
tional position and has continued to 
extend full support to the cause of 
Western Sahara and Falkland Islands. 
At the same time our diplomatic rela- 
tions with Morocco have been re- 
established reaffirming the basic 
strength of our policy. 

With the countries of West Asia 
and South Africa our relations have 
further strengthened. We were the first 
non-Arab country to recognise the 
State of Palestine under Chairman 
Yasser Arafat. He counts on India's 
support in the international arena and 
he gets it in full measure. All the while 
it has been our endeavour to bring 
about an international peace confer- 
ence on the Middle East under the 
auspices of the United Nations with all 
parties to the Arab-Israeli dispute, in- 
cluding the PLO, participating therein. 

Sir, whenever there is a deteriora- 
tion in the situation anywhere in the 
world, Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi 
who represents a new age of world 
leadership, is relied upon and is assign- 
ed the responsibility of applying the 
salve where needed. Recently in res- 
ponse to an S.O.S. from President 
Ghayoom of the Maldives, the Indian 
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Government acted with alacrity in 
quelling a mercenary invasion intended 
to overthrow the democratically elec- 
ted Government there. This act was 
hailed as yet another demonstration of 
our commitment to the sovereignty 
and integrity of all other nations. 

Way back in 1945, the AICC had 
proclaimed in a resolution that free 
India would inevitably seek the close 
and friendly association with neigh- 
bouring countries. This mandate has 
continued to guide the Government of 
India over the years. Good neighbourli- 
ness has been the guiding principle of 
Hidia's foreign policy. 

In three years' time SAARC has 
burgeoned into a meaningful forum for 
settling the various problems that may 
beset the member States from time to 
time. The SAARC Regional Conven- 
tion on Suppression of Terrorism holds 
out hope of collective onslaught against 
the menace of terrorism. Though the 
terrorists in Punjab still continue to 
get foreign support, we do look for- 
ward to a change in the Pakistani atti- 
tude with the return and consolidation 
of democracy there after decades of die 
tatorship. In the true spirit of Simla 
Agreement signed between Srimati In- 
dira Gandhi and Shri Zulfiqar Ali 
Bhutto India has sought to develop 
friendly relations with Pakistan. Ini- 
tiatives in this direction have already 
been taken, including the support for 
Pakistan's return to the fold of Com- 
monwealth. But at the same time we 
have conveyed our concern to Pakistan 
about its abetment of terrorist activity 
on Indian soil which would, of course, 
depend upon Pakistan's response. But 
as I said earlier we do hope that Shri- 
mati Benazir Bhutto would be able to 
reassert the democratic values in her 
country and be in a position to strike 
a harmornious note and work for solv- 
ing outstanding problems with us in 
accordance with the spirit of the 
Shimla Agreement, 

Sir, some difficulties have recently 
cropped up as far as our trade and 
transit relations with Nepal are con- 
cerned. India on its part has always 
worked for close Indo-Nepal coopera- 
tion and under the Aid Nepal Progra- 
mme a number of economic and other 
developmental programmes are being 
continued by India in Nepal. Given 
this background, the imposition of cer- 
tain restrictions and imposition of un- 
reasonably high rates of duty on 
Indian goods would obviously perturb 
us. However, our attitude is that of 
understanding and given the traditional 
goodwill and amity between, the two 
nations, we do hope that an early solu- 
tion to the question of trade and tran- 
sit would be found out to the mutual 
satisfaction  of  the  two countries. 

Sir,  our  relations  with  Sri     Lanka 
have  continued  to  improve     notwith- 
standing  any  opinion  of  some of our 
Members on the other side. The recent 
elections in the North-Eastem province 
were   successfully   conducted      despite 
the threat held out by the LTTE. This 
has  assured  greater  autonomy  t0  the 
Tamils of Sri Lanka. Tamils can also 
be assured now in Sri Lanka Tamil has 
been given the status equal t0 that of 
Sinhala.   The   Indo-Sri  Lankan  Agree- 
ment has paved the way for    solving 
the vexed question of Statelessness of 
hundreds of thousands of Tamils also. 
Sir,   India's   response   and  reaction   to 
the various developments in Sri Lanka 
have   been  guided  by  the  welfare  of 
the Tamils of Sri Lanka. But unfortu- 
nately some of our friends here on the 
other side have always done their best 
to exploit the situation and misled the 
people  in  Tamil Nadu  and  elsewhere 
for  extremely narrow political     ends. 
The  IPKF i0 Sri Lanka  are working 
under difficult situations and are mak- 
ing extreme sacrifices but    sometimes 
we have not even hesitated to malign 
them.  I  agree    with Shri    Vajpayee- 
ji      that      the      IPKF      should      be 
withdrawn     from     Sri     Lanka,      as 
early      as      possible.      Even
 th
e 

Prime  Minister has expressed  his de- 
sire  to  ensure  that  the  Indian  Force 
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return at an early date in the future. 
But, Sir, given the situation as it is, 
we have to leave it to the Government 
to judge as to what is the appropriate 
time to withdraw the Forces so that 
any gain made is no lost. (Interrup- 
tions) -----    We have to leave it to the 

judgment of the Government to see 
when it is really conducive to with- 
draw the forces. We have t0 be in 
no absolute hurry in that regard, (in- 
terruptions). 

SHRI S. VIDUTHALAl VIRUMBI 
(Tamil Nadu); Sir, the LTTE and the 
JVP, both had opposed the Indo-Sri 
Lankan Agreement but the IPKF went 
out  shooting  only  Tamil  people. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRl JA- 
GESH DESAI); No, no. Gopalsamy is 
there.  He is  going to speak. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: 
Sir with due respect 1 have to say, 
this js not true and in all fairness, to 
our brave soldiers who said down their 
lives, I would appeal to the hon Mem- 
ber not to make any insinuation 
against the forces, who as H said, are 
working under extremely diffifncult 
situation there.   ('Interruption).. .. 

When I refer to SAARC, 1 do note it 
with a sense of satisfaction that an 
agreement has been arrived at where- 
by Members of Parliament and Judges 
of the High Courts etc. can visit the 
SAARC countries without obtaining 
the prior visas. This is a welcome 
step to strengthen people-to-people 
relations between the SAARC coun- 
tries. But as it has been suggested by 
an hon. Member before me, I think the 
Government must take the initiative to 
start working with the SAARC coun- 
tries for the formation of some sort of 
SAARC Parliamentary Forum where- 
under Members of Parliament from 
these States can meet occasionally and 
discuss things. This suggestion 0f Shri 
Gurupadaswamy is indeed a very 
valuable one and it is only for the 
sake of putting an additional emphasis 
on that that I venture to repeat it. 

No one can honestly find any fault 
with India's foreign policy being pur- 
sued and nurtured so assiduously by 
the Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi. 
By establishing personal rapport with 
a large number of world leaders, he 
has generated immense good-will for 
the country and has enhanced our 
prestige, our image on the international 
screen. I had the opportunity to meet 
Mr. S. S. Ramphal, the Secretary- 
General of the Commonwealth during 
his last visit here and it was really 
heartening to hear him say about the 
Prime Minister that in the word, he 
is just fantastic.  (Interruptions).... 

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: 
What did you expect from him?, 

SHRl PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: 
That is exacty what ft expected him to 
say because of the good-will that the 
Prime Minister has earned by his vari- 
ous actions in the past four years. He 
further said that the Prime Minister 
commanded deep respect in the world 
community. It is this respect which 
perhaps upsets sometimes our hon. 
friends on the other side. They know 
that respect outside does contribute to 
consolidation at horns and this is what 
they  cannot  just  digest. 

Sir, about China, I do not want to 
say much except that we must accept 
this thing that there is an emergence 
of positive trends after the recent visit 
of the Prime Minister. I do not want 
to enter into any sort of controversy 
but it is a fact that the Prime Minis- 
ter received an overwhelming recep- 
tion at his visit recently and I am 
sure, our hon. friends on the other 
side would not find any" fault with 
Doordarshan for a big hand-shake that 
he   had   with   the   leaders   of      China 

during his visit.  Sir, the strength------------------- 

(Interruptions). 

SHRI N. E. BALARAM (Kerala): If 
it is every day, there will be objec- 
tions. Even if you show God every day, 
there will be objections, 
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SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: 
My only observation was that you will 
not find fault with Doordarshan if the 
Prime Minister is shown getting a 
standing ovation, a very warm recep- 
tion during his visits abroad. And 
when he visits, whether it is one visit 
or ten visits, ...............(Interruptions). 

 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: 
Sir, there is a marked difference. Now 
since the matter has been dragged 
into controversy, permit me to say that 
when Shri Vajpayee visited China, 
the action of Chinese vis-a-vis Viet- 
namese was a rebuff to him because we 
were not aware of what was being done 
by China and now, when the Prime 
Minister went, whatever had been the 
action of Chinese—I am not comment- 
ing on that—it was before the visit. 
The visit has definitely helped in bring- 
ing about a sea-change in their atti- 
tude. We must not forget that, Sir. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI);   Please  wind up now. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: 
Just a minute. Sir, the strength of the 
sound policies pursued by the Congress 
in external matters has paid dividends 
to the country. It was the basic strength 

of the foreign policy and the respect 
commanded by us which ensured that 
the secessionist declaration of so- 
called Khalistan from the precincts 
of the Golden Temple at Amritsar by 
the self styled Panthic Committee got 
no recognition from anywhere in the 
world in spite of the fact that some 
forces outside continue to support 
the subversive activities here. Sir, the 
giving of such support, permit me to 
say, also demonstrates our strength 
and expression of bold views on inter- 
national matters which is anathema 
to those whose policies of expansion 
and exploitation and remote control 
over the weaker countries are frust- 
rated by our actions. It is because of 
India's image that the UK, Canada 
and some other countries have 
assured , cooperation and have 
since        taken      steps      to
 chec
k 

the activities of Indians settled abroad 
who are abetting the terrorist and 
secessionist activities  on our soil. 

The recent election of Mr. Justice 
R. S. Pathak to the International 
Court of Justice is another instance 
of India's triumph on the international 
front. Referring to this in an article 
in the 'Tribune' a few days back, 
Inder Jeet quoted some senior diplo- 
mats at Delhi and I just repeat: 

"India today has a place of its 
own in the United Nations. Its Chief 
Justice was bound to get support." 

Sir, that is the level of our standing 
in the international sphere. But, un- 
fortunately, rumours are sometimes 
floated to induce people to believe 
that the visits of the Prime Minister 
abroad do no good to the country. 
An honourable Member from,- the other 
side just got up to say that if the 
visits of the Prime Minister to foreign 
countries are shown on the Doordarsh- 
an on more than one occasion he would 
have objection to that. I want to point 
out here most humbly that, the honour- 
able Member here are aware of the 
positive results flowing from the inter- 
national exchanges at the highest level. 
But for their narrow ends they do not 
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want to concede that. 

The world is indeed small, 
made more so by the recent 
advancement in science and techno- 
logy. Any incident, any development, in 
any part of the world has its reper- 
cussions elsewhere. And as such, the 
role of bilateral relations was never as 
important as it is today. And it is for 
all of us to know, for all of us to see, 
that during the last four years our 
relations with countries on all the cont- 
inents of the world have improved and 
strengthened substantially. While our 
traditional friendships with the Soviet 
Union has flowered further, there has 
been, a greater understanding by the 
United States of the issues facing us 
here. 

To conclude, I just want to point 
out two things very briefly: There is 
an urgent need to step up our exter- 
nal publicity. Indians are settled in 
every remote corner of the world. 
They must be briefed and equipped to 
work as veritable ambassadors of 
goodwill to those countries. Our pro- 
grammes on culture, on development 
and even exhibitions on philately, etc. 
should be increased in those countries 
to enable their people to know us 
better. The last point that I would 
like to make is, to repeat again -what 
has been said, that the Consultative 
Committee attached to the Ministry 
should be made more meaningful by 
assigning different Divisions to diffe- 
rent Members of Parliament to make 
an indepth study about our relations 
with those countries cutting across all 
party barriers and to suggest means 
whereby our relations with those coun- 
tries  can     be  further     strengthened. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY 
(Andhra Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chair- 
man, today we are discussing an im- 
portant subject, the working of the 
Ministry of External Affairs. This sub- 
ject has been agitating the minds of 
the people because of certain develop- 
ments that are taking place in the 
immediate neighbourhood of our coun- 
try. We want to have friendly rela- 
tions     with     all   countries,     whether 

America    or Soviet Union    or China 

or any other country, small and big. 
But our experience has been that ex- 
cept a few countries, except Soviet 
Union, East European countries and 
some South-Eastern countries and soma 
Arab and African countries, the rest 
of the world does not seem to be 
friendly towards India. Something 
seems to be wrong with the approach 
of the Indian Government towards 
our relations with these countries. I 
do not know. But the Minister of 
External Affairs must ponder over 
these things and he must convince the 
House and must tell the House why 
these things are going wrong, why 
when the testing time comes, whether 
in the UN or any other international 
forum, they do not come to the rescue 
of India and they always go and act 
against this country. I do not know 
where the wrong lies. I do not know 
whether the Government of India has 
failed to convince those countries or 
it failed to take them into confidence. 
I do not know. But the Minister must 
ponder over this and answer this 
question. 

Sir, I do not want to go into the 
details of all the problems and issues 
facing the globe. But I would like to 
confine myself to our relations with 
our immediate neighbours, whether it 
is China, Nepal, Pakistan or Sri Lanka 
or Afghanistan or Bangladesh. It is 
really very unfortunate that our rela- 
tions with Nepal have deteriorated 
and have become strained in recent 
years, in the last one or two years. I 
do not know why this should happen. 
India and Nepal have close relations, 
cultural, historical, political and reli- 
gious, and we cannot apprehend any 
danger from that small country. As a 
matter of fact, the people of Nepal and 
the people of India always consider 
themselves as brothers, feel that they 
are one, that they are of one stock. I do 
not know why during the recent days 
the relations have deteriorated. There 
is something going on in the minds of 
the people of both the countries. It 
is not known why these countries, 
why these two     Governments,    have 
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failed to come to a real understanding. 
One of the issues which has come in 
the way of this to be the treaty of 
1950, the Treaty of Peace and Friend- 
ship. We do not know how this treaty 
worked. But it has been stated by our 
External Affairs Minister himself, by 
Mr. P. V. 'Narasimha Rao, in the 
Rajya Sabha on 2nd November 1988, 
that the Government believed that the 
1950 treaty has not always been obser- 
ved in all respects by the Government 
of Nepal. He has made this statement. 
The External Affairs Minister has 
farther stated that steps were being 
taken to improve Indo-Nepal relations, 
all aspects of bilateral relations. This 
was the first information that has been 
given to Parliament and the coun- 
try. But what is the view of the - 
Foreign Minister of Nepal?, He visited 
this country on the 25th December 
1988 and he suggested that both the 
Governments should address them- 
selves to the basic problem. Mr. Nara- 
simha Rao was, however, not in favour 
of a review. I do not know why, when 
the Nepal Government wanted to 
review the whole situation and wanted 
to discuss with lndia, our External 
Affairs Minister was not prepared to 
review. The Nepalese Foreign Minister 
is on record as having said publicly 
that as far as Nepal was concerned, 
the 1950 treaty was working satisfac- 
torily, but if India wanted any review, 
it was up to it to make suggestions. 
But we do not know whether the Gov- 
ernment of India has made any sug- 
gestions in this regard. In 1978, India 
and Nepal had signed a separate 
treaty. Since the treaty of transit and 
trade— (Interruptions) 

5 P. M. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Bifurcated. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY: 
Birfurcated instead of one. Since the 
two treaties were separated 11 years 
ago, now working back to the old 
arrangement at this stage with seem- 
ingly no convincing justification would 
just like putting the hands of the 
clock 11 years back. I do not under- 

stand. Such small thing should have 
been discussed with the Nepalese 
Government and the Government of 
India could have come to some under- 
standing with that country. like that 
other issues were there like purchase 
of arms by the Nepalese Government 
from China. When the Nepalese Gov- 
ernment requested the Government 
of India to supply some arms for 
security purposes, to satisfy the peo- 
ple, the Government of India refused 
to do anything in this connection and 
they remained silent. What could the 
Nepalese Government do. They have 
gone to some other country to secure 
arms, not to injure our country. Like- 
wise, so far as projects are concerned; 
there was some construction work 
going on. This is entrusted to thi 
Chinese because the Chinese were the 
lowest bidders and we were the 
highest bidders. As per the rules and 
as per conventions because the World 
Bank has given aid, they gave the 
contract to the lowest bidder. What 
is wrong in it? We would also do the 
same thing. If the Government cf 
India were to think that the Govern- 
men of Nepal is a security problem, 
I am really sorry how these things 
have come in their mind of the For- 
eign Minister and the Government. I 
think we must have friendly relations 
with Nepal. Our people are one. And 
there is no security problem as far as 
Nepal s concerned. We want friendly 
relations with that country. We must 
be liberal because we are bigger. So 
we must show our sincerety and large- 
heartedness so far as these problems 
are concerned. 

We are members of the SAARC. 
Nepal, Sri Lanka and Pakistan are 
also members of the SAARC. If you 
are not able to create confidence in 
the minds of the members of the 
SAARC, how are you going to con- 
vince the world? If this is the atti- 
tude of our Government with another 
member, a small country like Nepal, 
I do not know whether the Govern- 
ment will do anything convincing so 
far as other problems are concerned. 
Taking this issue,  even the    powers 



261 Ke. Special [27 APE. 1989] Mentions        262 

like the USA and China, have reques- 
ted the Government of India to solve 
this problem to the satisfaction of both 
the countries. China has issued a 
statement. It is in today's papers. 
China has called" upon Nepal 
and India to iron out their differences 
through consultations and resume 
their normal trade. So we could have 
solved this problem. Where is the need 
for China or America to advise us? 
We have given an opportunity to the 
other countries, other powers, to 
advise us. I request that our Foreign 
Minister should give a serious thought 
over it and should not allow other 
countries to middle in. these things. 
So far as our relations with China 
and Pakistan are concerned, we 
always thought that our relations 
should improve, whether it is China 
or Paistan. China is a big neighbour. 
Unfortunately, there was a conflict 
between India and China in 1962 due 
to the -Chinese invasion of Inda. I do 
not know the real reasons at that 
time. But it took place. As a matter 
of fact, people really wanted friend- 
ship between India and China. As a 
matter of fact, people came out in 
streets wherever these meetings were 
held shouting "Hindi Chini Bhai 
Bhai". But suddenly this unfortunate 
development took place and as a result 
of the Chinese attack, there was a lot 
of resentment and anger in the minds 
of the people. At that time, when this 
•matter was being discussed in this 
Parliament, this is what happened and 
I quote: 

"When Nehru made exceptional 
statement after the Chinese invasion 
in 1962, describing Aksai Chin as a 
place where 'not a blade of grass 
grows', the entire House rose in 
protest. The treasury benches joined 
the opposition in protest. Amid 
pandemonium, Mr,  Mahavir    Tyagi 

stood up and holding his bald pate 
exclaimed: 'Sir, here is my bald 
head where not a hair grows; does 
the Prime Minister propose to cut it 
off'." 

This will show how the people felt 
at that time when the Chinese invaded 
this country. We do not want that 
the friendly atmosphere should be 
spoiled.    It .must be' restored. 

Now, what is the total area of Indian 
territory in square kilometres Which 
is under illegal occupation of China 
as a result of that invasion? I was 
told that the total area of the Indian 
territory which is under illegal occu- 
pation of China is approximately 
3800 square kilometres. Ths informa- 
tion was given by the Ministry of 
External Affairs to my Question No. 
3418 answered on 29th March, 1989 
But when I visited the Indian border 
areas with Tibet, the military officer 
who was in charge of that area told 
me that the total area of the Indian 
territory under illegal occupation of 
China is 39555 square kilometres. That 
is the exact area given by the people 
there. The total area of the Indian 
territory under illegal occupation of 
Pakistan in the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir is approximately 78000 
square kilometres. An additional area 
of approximately 5120 square kilome- 
tres in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir 
was illegally ceded by Pakistan to 
China under the so-called Sino- 
Pakistan 'Agreement' of March 1963. 
This is the reply given by the Ex- 
ternal Affairs Ministry to my question. 
When I visited the border areas, they 
gave me a different figure which is 
higher. That means that a larger 
portion of the Indian territory is 
under the illegal posssession of China. 
(.Time bell rings) I will finish with 
two minutes. 

So far as the Prime Minister's visit 
to China is concerned, I welcome it 
because we want friendly relations 
between China and India. But in order 
to have friendly relations, certain 
things which are there have to be con- 
sidered. They have to be solved. The 
more important thing is the border 
issue. So much of area is under the 
illegal occupation of China. This issue 
should be solved by peaceful means. 
I believe in that. How are we going to 
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to solve this problem? You have to con- 
vince the Chinese people and the Chi- 
nese Government. Our Prime Minister 
visited that country. Has he taken any 
steps in that direction; Has he told 
them that this is the problem that is 
agitating lndia? Another problem is 
the Tibetan problem. Sometimes, agi- 
tations take place in certain parts of 
our country. We ask them to solve the 
problem. We have done it in Assam 
and in other parts of the country. As 
agreed to by Pandit Nehru, we ad- 
mitted that Tibet is a part of China. 
It is our neighbour. But at the same 
time, on this problem, the agitation is 
going on. Thousands of Tibetans' are 
in our country and Dalai Lama is in 
our country. So, we have to solve the 
problem one day or the other. So, we 
have to discuss the problem: in a friend- 
ly way with the Chinese Government. 
When the Prime Minister was there, 
he had a good opportunity to know 
their mind and he should have given 
our advice t0 solve that problem be- 
cause Dalai Lama has given a formula 
to the Chinese Government. So, at 
least he could have known the mind 
of the Chinese Government as to how 
this problem is to be solved because 
the Tibetans are fighting, the Tibetans 
are agitating for the freedom of Tibet. 
I do not know what is the Government 
of Indian's Policy so far as the proposal 
put forth by Dalai Lama is concerned. 
And the Government of India has not 
so far come forward with its views on 
this. 

Then, Sir, so far as our relations' 
with Pakistan are concerned, I would 
like to say that our relations deterio- 
rated during Zia-ul Haq's regime be- 
cause it was a military dictatorship, 
supported by the American imperial- 
ists. Of course, there were elections. 
And we are happy the people of India 
are happy to see that Mrs. Benazir 
Bhutto has been voted to power and 
she has been elected. But subsequent 
events will show that she seem to be 
powerless. Though people have elected 
her  and she formed the Government, 

still she is, seriously under the pres- 
sure of military and other forces. And 
what is the Government of India's ana- 
lysis so far as this situation is concern- 
ed? Does she really, want to do some- 
thing good or she is under the influ- 
ence of those forces? Will there be any 
friendly relations between these two 
countries as a result of the Prime 
Minister's visit to Pakistan and will 
she be bold enough to improve the 
situation? And as far as Afghanistan 
is concerned, she is not in a position 
to express her views because she has 
committed before she became the 
Prime Minister that so far as Afghani- 
stan issue is concerned, she will not in- 
terfere and that the Army will deal 
with it. And in spite of the Geneva 
Accord, American money and sophisti- 
cated weapons are being supplied to 
the Mujahideens through Pakistan. 
They are fighting from the soil of 
Pakistan. Ho is the Government of 
India going to deal with it? It is the 
responsibility of the Government of 
India. The Government of India must 
take an active part must play an ac- 
tive role in convincing Pakistan and 
the United States that no useful pur- 
pose will be served by encouraging 
j the Mujahideens because they have to 
act as per the terms of the Geneva 
Accord. 

i 
I 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI):  Please conclude now. 

i 

j . SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY; 
This is my last point. So far as this 
Sri Lankan issue is concerned I would 
like to say that we have committed 
the greatest blunder. The subsequent 
events show that nobody wants, our 
presence in Sri Lanka. From the begin- 
ning, our friend, Mr. Gopalsamy was 
fighting and we were also sharing his 
views.... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI): Let him say it. You 
leave it to him. He will speak. 
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SHRJ B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY; 
My point is that we are spending 
every day Rs. 5 crores on the IPKF. 
How long should this Indian Peace 
Keeping Force remain in Sri Lanka? 
We wanted that there should be an 
accord... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI);   Don't go into it 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN RED- 
DY; ...for solving the problem. But 
the Government has been unable to 
ensure the implementation of the two 
important clauses of the India-Sri 
Lanka Accord. The first one js the uni- 
fication of the Northern and the East- 
ern Provinces and the second is the 
question of devolution of powers to the 
provinces in the federal set-up. I 
would like to know from the hon. 
Minister whether we are serious in 
regard to these things which are the 
main points in the agreement. Mr. 
Premdasa who has been elected as the 
President of Sri Lanka said in Parlia- 
ment that he waS opposed to the uni- 
fication of the two provinces. He ;aid 
this in Parliament. When this is the 
stand of the Sri Lankan President, how 
are you going to solve the problem? 
Our army has been put in Sri Lanka 
unnecessary. Hundreds of the Indian 
Peace-Keeping Force personnel have 
been killed. I do not know whether so 
many people were killed either in our 
conflict with Pakistan at the time of 
liberation of Bangladesh.,.. 

SHRi V. GOPALSAMY (Tamil 
Nadu:) Or with China. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN RED- 
DY; Yes; or with China. It is really 
painful. When we read it in the news- 
papers, our heads bow in respect to 
these brave people who are fighting 
for nothing, not for safeguarding our 
territory, our border... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRJ JA- 
GESH DESAl); You please safeguard 
mg now. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN RED- 
DY; Nobody in Sri Lanka wants the 
Indian Peace-Keeping Force there. Be- 
fore the situation deteriorates we 
should get our force out of Sri Lanka. 
We should withdraw our force. We 
should recall our force and leave it to 
the people of Sri Lanka to decide their 
fate. As ]( mentioned, there are two 
important points in the accord. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI): Mr. Reddy, you should 
conclude now. Your time is over. 

SHRI 'B. SATYANARAYAN RED- 
DY: One is the unification and the 
other is the devolution of powers. 
These two things, should be assured 
and peace should be established in Sri 
Lanka. Finally, sir....., 

THE VICE-CHABRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI);   Please conclude now. 

SHRj B. SATYANARAYAN RED- 
DY; We want peace in the world. For 
the sake of peace we should take all 
necessary steps to see that all manipu- 
lations of imperialist forces are de- 
feated. We should take steps to stop 
the supply of arms to the different 
parts of the world by these forces to 
suppress the people's movements and 
to overthrow the elected Governments. 
We should support the people's move- 
ments all over the world and defeat 
the American and other imperialist 
forces which are working against the 
interest of peace. Thank you. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH); . Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, sir, may I at the 
beginning, thank Shri Atal Bihari Vaj- 
payee for initiating this diseussion on 
the working of the Ministry of External 
Affairs? May I also thank Shri Bhuv- 
nesh Chaturvedi, Shri Gurupadaswamy 
... (Interruption) 
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI);: He is only intervening. 

SHRi K. NATWAR SINGH; I am 
only intervening. The Minister of Ex- 
ternal Affairs will reply to the discus- 
sion tomorrow because there are about 
15 Members still to speak. May I also 
thank Prof. Chandresh Thakur, shri 
Sukomal Sen, Shri Pawan Kumar 
Bansal and Shri Satyanarayan Reddy? 

We welcome this opportunity pro- 
vided by Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee 
for discussing our foreign policy and 
also the working of the Ministry of 
External Affairs. A truncated discus- 
sion took place in the other House 
yesterday. We look forward to a fuller 
debate here, AS he was good enough 
in his statesman-like manner. since 
1947, there has been a broad national 
consensus on our foreign policy, not 
only in this House, not only in Parlia- 
ment but in the country as a whole. 
This does not mean that we have been 
following a static or an inactive foreign 
policy because unless any foreign po- 
licy establishment keeps itself abreast 
of the dynamics of international life, 
the everchanging. dynamics of inter- 
national life and objectively analyse 
them, it is likely to fall behind times 
and will not be able to meet the chal- 
lenges of the present-day world. As he 
observed radical changes have taken 
place in the international scene in the 
last two years or so. If we were to look 
at the world as it was in, say, 1985 
or 1986, we would find that all the ten- 
sions, regional conflicts, failure of 
disarmament talks, had becoee a 
permanent feature of international life 
and certain positrons adopted by the 
super powers and by other countires 
had become almost frozen. There was 
a reflex response to any particular 
given situation. Now we find that in 
the last two and a half years there 
has been unrecognisable almost in- 
conceivable change in the interna- 
tional scene. How has this come about 

and what role have we, as a country, 
played in this new atmosphere of new. 
thinking, new approaches, new for- 
mulas? How are we meeting these 
challenges? This is mainly due to the 
fact that the two countries, the Soviet 
Union and the United States have come 
to have a relationship which did not 
exist ever since the establishment of the 
Soviet Union and the recognition of 
the Soviet Union by the United States 
in 1933. In the last two and a half 
years before Mr. Reagon handed over 
to Mr. Bush, he and Mr. Gorbachev 
have met five times Mr. Shevardnadze 
and Mr- Shultz have met 32 times. 
This was unprecedented. Because cer- 
tain initiatives were undertaken by 
the Soviet Union, they were responded 
to by the United States, it was possi- 
ble to defuse tensions. The INF treaty 
was signed, modest though it was, but 
it made a real beginning for the first 
time nuclear weapons were being dis- 
mantled Mr. Vajpayee also referred to 
this. 

Similarly the relationship between 
the Soviet Union and China is under- 
going a basic change. The China-Soviet 
rapproachment, we welcome it very 
much. When Mr. Gorbachev was here 
in November, last year he in his speecn 

at Vigyan Bhawan, accepting the In- 
dira Gandhi International Peace 
Award referred to the role the Soviet 
Union, China and india can play in 
Asia and the world. So, we welcome 
this and there is no question of our 
having any doubts or fears about that. 
It is a development which we wel- 
come, which strengthens peace in the 
world and creates a new atmosphere. 

Take the situation in Eastern Europe. 
What is happening in Poland or Hun- 
gary. It was inconceivable even two 
years ago the kind of elections they 
are having, solidarity has been recog- 
nised. Now let us come to the role that 
we have playe'd. Mr. Gorbachev was 
in India for the first time in Novem- 
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ber 1986. He signed with the Indian 
Prime Minister the Delhi Declaration. 
Hon.   Members   will  caste   a      glance 
back to 1986 November and recall the 
Delhi Declaration. It says, I think in 
paragraph 5, that the two    countries 
will work for the establishment of nu- 
clear weapons    free world     and that 
non-violence will be the basis of our 
life.  Mr. Gorbachev again referred to 
the Delhi Declaration    in his famous 
and historic speech at the United Na- 
tions on the 7th December last year. 
Now we see that this language of the 
Delhi Declaration  has  become    inter- 
national legal tender, that Mr. Gorba- 
chev elected to sign the    Declaration 
with the Prime Minister of India is not 
insignificant.  Therefore,  we have, not 
from today or yesterday but for the 
last 42 years, been trying to impress 
upon the\ world that the world should 
get rid of nuclear weapons  and that 
non-violence should be the way of life. 
This is a great tribute to the foresight 
of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru who laid 
down the framework for the    foreign 
policy of India and he did that not in 
1947, he did it many many years be- 
fore Independence and the fact    that 
we  have found  the    foreign     policy 
framework laid down by him so use- 
ful, so durable, that it really is remark- 
able that a man should have such a 
vision  that he had  and  had  fifty to 
sixty years  ago.  I  cannot  really     re- 
call  the  foreign  policy  of  any  major 
country which has not undergone dras- 
tic changes, where the pendulum has 
swung from  this end to that  end in 
the most violent fashion. This has not 
happened  in the  case of India.  That 
shows the  correctness  cf our     policy, 
that  the  foreign  policy  of  lndia  has 

the support of the Parliament and 
people of India. We have differences 
of detail, how a particular policy to- 
wards a country is being affected, but 
there is continuity and, if I may res- 
pectfully say, so there is no lack of 
direction.  All    these    questions     and 

issues are analysed from  day to day 

by the Foreign Office. 

I will now come to the specifle 
points. With regard to China and 
Nepal, the External Affairs Minister 
will make a comprehensive statement 
when he replies to the diseussion to- 
morrow.' I just want t0 say that... 

 

Three major initiatives were taken by 
the Prime Minister last year. One was 
the Action Plan presented to the Uni- 
ted Nations in June, 1988, at the spe- 
cial disarmament session of the United 
Nations in New York. That lays down 
in detail how we look at the world, 
especially on the armament side, from 
now on to €he year 2010. This has 
been welcomed time and again by a 
number of countries. 

The other two initiatives were— 
Prime Minister's visit to China and 
Prime Minister's visit to Islamabad. 
Now it has been asked: What was 
achieved; Here,, again, the External 
Affairs Minister will respond. I only 
want to say that we have had eight 
rounds of talks at the official level. 
After the Prime Minister's visit, a 
decision has ben taken by China and 
India to have a Joint Working Group 
which will deal exclusively with the 
boundary question and not with any 
other issue and it will be a Joint Work- 
ing Group. Its responsibilities will in- 
clude maintenance of peace and tran- 
quillity at the border and if peace and 
tranquillity is disturbed, it will imme- 
diately meet and try and defuse the 
tension. I am glad to   report    to the 
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House that the situation on the border 
is quiet and peaceful and whenever 
there has been any occasion for any 
kind of misunderstanding, it has been 
cleared on the spot in a friendly and 
warm manner. That itself is a major 
change. Now the situation from 1962 
to 1988 remained more or less frozen 
and static. So there has been a big 
forward movement here, a new flexi- 
bility on this particular issue which 
had been missing for a number of 
years. 

Similarly, with regard to Pakistan, 
Pandit Jawahar Lal Nehru had visited 
Pakistan in I960. No other Prime 
Minister had gone, president Zia-ul- 
Haq had come to India Ave or six 
times. But we thought it inadvisable 
to have a visit at Prime Minister's 
level because of the nature of the re- 
gime. It was for the people of Pakistan 
to choose what government they like. 
It is also for us to decide what policy 
we have towards it. We consider the 
Simla Agreement as the bedrock ol our 
bilateral relations and we find that the 
democratically elected Government of 
Mrs. Benazir Bhutto also feels the 
same way. And we also signed, as we 
did in China, three agreements with 
Pakistan and it is our endeavour to 
have good neighbourly and friendly 
relations with Pakistan, as it is with 
China. At the same time, we have 
made known our major concern to our 
Pakistani friends. This is with regard 
to their nuclear weapons programme, 
also with regard to their interference 
in Punjab. With regard to Kashmir 
and Siachen as well. But, in spite of 
this, we find that there is tremendous 
goodwill among the people of Pakistan 
for India and its people, and we want 
to respond positively. 

We are also worried about the quan- 
tum and quality of the military aid be- 
ing granted to Pakistan by the United 
States because that becomes a factor. 
And it also affects Afghanistan, and I 

will touch  upon this  just  in  a    few 
moments. 

What I do want to sayis that the 
improvement of relations between 
India and china, between India 
and Pakistan, is a major event 
in our relations, and it has had its 
ramifications and effects not only the 
Indian subcontinent but Asia and the 
world. 

i 

I will just give one instance. I was 
'.   talking some weeks ago to the Foreign 
Minister   of   Indonesia.   He   said,   "We 
j    would like to pay a tribute to you and 
I   your Prime Minister for the initiative 
he has taken to improve relations with 
China. You after all had  a war with 
China.  Indonesia did not have a war 
with China. But we do not have good 
relations.   But   your  example  has  en- 
couraged us to make necessary moves." 
Within a few weeks, when the Chinese 
I     and the  Indonesian leadership met at 
Tokyo,    they    decided to re-establish 
their relations. So, what we have done 
has it effect. 

I know from personal experience thai, 
when I went to the. chemicals confer- 
ence in Paris soon after the Prime 
Minister's visit to China and Pakistan, 
I could see the changed atmosphere, 
the relaxation. People felt free to talk 
to us, whether they were friends from 
China or friends from Pakistan. They 
did not look over the shoulder earlier. 
Now this is welcome. I nad very friend- 
ly discussions with the Chinese Foreign 
Minister in Paris. So, also Mr. Nara- 
simha Rao in Tokyo. 

The Home Secretaries of India .fini 
Pakistan will be meeting soon. The 
Defence Secretaries will be meeting 
soon. The Foreign Secretaries are 
likely to meet. The Indo-Pakistan Joint 
Commission which is lying dormant 
for many, many years, will meet again. 
There are so many areas in which we 
can make progress which is mutually 
beneficial to both our countries. 
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Sir, with regard to Afghanistan,    I 
would" like to say that we    have not 
been inactive. Shri    Atal Bihari Vaj- 
payee  himself pointed out,  "It  is   all 
right. We have asked for a broad based 
government.  But what, is  being done 
about it?"   The  difficulty  is  that  one 
side is not implementing the Geneva 
accord.   The Soviet     Union     fulfilled , 
its     obligations     and     withdrew     it 
on the 15th of February. At that time 
it  was     hoped that  since     they had 
withdrawn, the intervention from the 
Pakistan side with American aid and 
sophisticated weapons would stop. But 
it  did  not     stop.   We     recognise the 
Government of President    Najibullah. 
We have    done so when    the PDPA 
came into  office. President Najibullah 
is  also  an Afghan.     The members of 
the PDPA  are     also Afghans.    Their 
comrades have fought and    died and 
shed  blood.  The     stout-hearted    fight 
they are    giving to the    Mujahideens 
who are helped by outside    forces is 
quite remarkable. 

It was said that as soon as ihe 
Soviet forces withdrew, Kabul would 
fall. The Foreigp Minister of Afgha- 
nistan was in Delhi for about two 
weeks in February. He told us that 
around the 15th of February about 
175 foreign correspondents and TV 
cameramen had arrived in Kabul to 
witness the fall of Kabul. They waited 
for one week, two weeks, three weeks, 
. four weeks. Then they started, return- 
ing because Kabul did not fall. We 
had said that it was not going to be 
so simple. 

SHRI V.  GOPALSAMY:    After the 
snows melt, probably i't will fall. 

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: The 
snows have melted, now they are mel- 
ting, and we expect Mujahideen acti- 
vities will be intensified. I think, the 
PDPA is prepared for that. (Inter- 
ruptions) 

Similarly, Jalalabad was expected 
to fall. A so-called interim govern- 
ment has been formed which has been 
recognised by four countries. It has 
not even been recognised by Pakistan. 
It has not been recognised by Iran. 
Pakistan is a signatory to the Geneva 
Agreement. 

Now,  I come to the    Mujahideens. 
We have nothing against any Afghan. 
We   have  had     historical ties     with 
Afghanistan. Our language,    our cul- 
ture, our dress, our cuisine, have been 
affected by them    and theirs    by us. 
For centuries, we have had these con- 
tacts.     We   have  no   ill will     for  any 
Afghan.  But I do most     respectfully 
submit  that the Mujahideens  are not 
exactly a group of people wedded to 
democracy     or     to  any     enlightened 
thought. Within them also    there are 
so  many divisions  and     factions  and 
one  does  not   know  who     represents 
whom. They had their    Shoora which 
lasted a couple of hours. Their diffe- 
rences  are fundamental.  They are all 
tired  of fighting.     What is  happening 
is that there is outside    interference. 
There is now evidence that this assis- 
tance     is  coming  from     Pakistan.   I 
don't want to go into the newspaper 
reports which  appeared     in the New 
York Times. You have all read it. But 
the fact remains that this kind of help 
to  Mujahideens will only prolong the 
agony of Afghans. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN . (SHRI 
JAGESH DESAI): But. there was a 
press report that the US Is instigating 
Pakistan to bombard Afghanistan. 
This kind of report is there. 

SHRI  CHITTA BASU     (West Ben- 
gal): There are also complaints from 
the  Najib   Government  that  there   is 
military presence of Pakistan. 
i 

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: I am 
just coming to it. The Government of 
President Najibullah has made very 
fair offers. He is a Marxist. He says 
that he is willing to share power. He 
said he wants to have a broad-bised 
Government representing all groups-— 
the Mujahideens, the exiles, the refu- 
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[Shri K. Natwar Singh] 
gees, the PDPA—He is willing to do 
it, but these offers have not been 
accepted. Now, there wag a debate in 
the Security Council where our re- 
presentative also sopke and we spoke 
about the interference from outside. 
The Foreign Minister of Afghanistan 
gave details about what is happening 
and where the aid is coming from. 
The British Foreign Secretary was 
here. We spoke to him also. We said 
that it is not realistic for anybody to 
imagine that you can have stability 
or lasting peace in Afghanistan in an 
arrangement which excludes the 
PDPA, because they are the Govern- 
ment in power. They have made sacri- 
fices. How can you drive them away? 

We have had a number of discus- 
sions with President Najibullah and 
he has said that he welcomes discus- 
sion with anybody. He has made 
repeated offers. We took the initia- 
tive I went to see the former King 
of Afghanistan in February last year. 
We had hoped that he would play a 
role, but this has not happened and 
he has other problems. But President 
Najibullah has indicated that he is 
willing to offer a dignified and a 
national role to the former King. This 
has been turned down by the repre- 
sentatives of the Mujahideens. Now, 
we have an embassy there. We are 
assisting Afghanistan bilaterally and 
through the United Nations for huma- 
nitarian help, for sugar, for medi- 
cines., for clothes and for other re- 
quirements that they are asking. But 
I would like to end on Afghanistan 
by saying that unless the Geneva 
Agreements are faithfully observed 
and adhered to this present situation 
of a quas'i-civil war will, I am sorry 
to say, continue and the sooner this 
is realised the better. But I do not 
see this happening in the near future. 

Now, Sir, with regard to Kampu- 
chea, I just would like to mention 
that while -we have not made any song 
and dance about it for the last two 
years, Sir, we have been closely asso- 
ciated with this question. I first met 
Prince  Sihanouk     in   New     York   in 

October 1987. He had asked us to 
convey an invitation to the Govern- 
ment in Phnom Penh of President 
Heng Samrin and Prime Minister Hun 
Sen saying if Prime Minister Hun 
Sen would come to Paris and meet 
him. The invitation was conveyed and 
the response -was immediate. The first 
meeting between the two took place 
in Paris in December 1987 and there 
have been frequent meetings. I have 
met Prince Sihanouk four times. I am 
meeting him again in Jakarta on the 
30th of this month. I am also hoping 
to meet Prime Minister Hun Sen 
again. I have also visited all the Indo- 
china States and all the ASEAN 
States more than once. We have been 
in touch with the Soviet Union on this 
issue. We have had discussions at the 
highest level. We have met Mr. She- 
vardnadze P. M. dicussed this with 
President Gorbachev. We have had 
discussions with Americans and with 
Mr. Bush in 1987. We have kept France 
informed. All round we get the im- 
pression that there is a desire that 
India should play a role. Now, I want 
to say that the phrase '-Indo-China" 
means something. It means that two 
civilisations met there no necessarily 
in confrontation but we met there. 
Those of the hon. Members who have 
been there Will know the great imprint 
of Indian culture and civilisation on 
the Vile, culture and architecture in 
this part of the world. We cannot be 
indifferent. Then in the Fifties, Sixties 
and Seventies we were in the Inter- 
national Control Commission. We 
were the Chairman of the Commission. 
Now, Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia 
have proposed, that the 1954 Com- 
mission should be revived and India 
should be the Chairman. Now. we 
have also realised that the world has 
changed a great deal since 1954. 
ASEAN did not exist. China was not 
in the U.N. The number of indepen- 
dent countries was about 65-66 but 
today it is 159. So the international 
beach is no longer free for us to walk 

around. The composition may have to 
be increased. Other grpups may have 
to be represented. But there is a 
genuine desire     on   the  part     of  all 
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countries that India should be a parti- 
cipant.   If  we   are  invited  to   do   so, 
we will certainly do so whether a? the 
Chairman  or as  a Member and also 
of the   international  conference.  So  I 
am going    to discuss these    matters 
with the Thai leaders in Thailand and 
then with Indonesia because Indionesia 
has  been     representing     ASEAN  on 
this  particular  Issue  and   have  been 
taking a very active role, role  which 
we have,   appreciated,  admired     and 
supported.  If there is  a Commission, 
then,  certainly     Indonesia    will have 
to be included in it among other coun- 
tries but it is  for JIM-2 the Jakarta 
Informal  Meeting  No.   2  which  shall 
take initiative    but we are in    close 
touch with    them, close    consultation 
with  them and I  am happy    to  say 
that things  are likely to move quite 
fast after the meeting between Prince 
Sihanouk and Prime Minister Hun Sen 
on the 2nd and 3rd of May in Jakarta 
and  the ■ Sino-S jviet summit between 
Mr.  Gorbachev and  Mr.     Deng Xiao 
Ping in Beijing on the 15th of May 
and we hope that the process for the 
establishment of a Government of re- 
conciliation,     Cease-fire and     the  ap- 
pointment  of  a Control     Commission 
will  proceed  satisfactorily   and  fairly 
at a rapid pace. 

Now, Sri Lanka. I must say that 
while I have great respect for Shri B. 
Satyanarayan Reddy, I do wish to 
respectfully say that our sending the 
IPKF to Sri Lanka was not a blunder. 
Actually he is the first person whom 
I have heard saying so. Now, as you 
recall on the 29th July, 1387 the Indo- 
Sri Lanka Agreement was signed. It 
was signed by the President of Sri 
Lanka and by the Prime Minister of 
India. There is a clause in it that 
the Sri Lankan Government can ask 
for military assistance which they did. 
We have gone there at the invitation 
of the Government of Sri Lanka and 
what has happened in Sri Lanka in 
the last two years is that the Indo- 
Sri Lanka Agreement continues to be 
the basic framework for our relations 

with the Sri Lanka. Considerable pro- 
gress has    been    achieved    in   imple- 
menting the    different    provisions of 
the Agreement as shown by the suc- 
cessful Provincial.  Parliamentary  and 
Presidential elections. A Tamil majo- 
rity Provincial Council and Provincial 
Government have been established in 
the North-Eastern    province    and is 
steadily becoming effective. Conditions 
on  the ground  continue     to  improve 
making     possible  progressive     with- 
drawal of units'   of the IPKF.    The 
Government will   continue its    efforts 
towards  implementation  of the  Indo- 
Sri Lanka Agreement in all its aspects 
in  order  to  bring  about     peace  and 
normalcy in Sri Lanka. Now, we have 
discussed these matters  a number of 
times. We are daily in touch with the 
Government      of  Sri  Lanka     at  the 
highest level.     Our newly    appointed 
High    Commissioner     had  a meeting 
with President Premadasa.     The For- 
eign Minister of Sri Lanka said that 
they would not like IPKF to withdraw 
because    there would    be a vacuum 
which they cannot fill. Our    Foreign 
Secretary is going to Sri Lanka in a 
few days to have diseussion on what 
is happening.   The Ministry of Defence 
is in touch with their counterpart in 
Sri Lanka. The Prime Minister spoke 
about the time-table for the withdrawal 
of  IPKF     in  the next  few    months. 
So, it is not our desire to stay there. 
But I do want to pay a tribute to the 
wonderful and gallant role played by 
the Indian Peace Keeping Force in Sri 
Lanka under    difficult-   circumstances 
at the call of duty.    We    regret very 
much   and     if   is  with  sorrow     and 
anguish that I say that even one life 
should  have  been lost  of  our  armed 
forces.    But they have gone there to 
ensure    the independence,    the terri- 
torial  integrity  and  the  unity of   Sri 
Lanka  and this is what     this  agree- 
ment has  ensured     and  also     not to 
allow other power to fish in troubled 
waters  in  the  Indian Ocean.  Now,  a 
- mention has been made    about NAM. 

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY 
(Uttar Pradesh): May I ask a small 
clarification? How can the Govern- 
ment of India welcome the LTTE-Pre- 
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[Shri Subramanian Swamy] 
•iradasa talks without the participa- 
tion of the Chief Ministers who are 
elected there? You are by passing 
the Provincial Council and now creat- 
ing a new power centre. You are 
creating divisions in the Tamil com- 
munity itself. 

SHRl K. NATWAR SINGH: No, no. 
We are aware of what you said and 
the Government of Sri Lanka have 
kept us informed. It is our hope that 
all concerned will participate in this 
process because the objective is to see 
that the Government of North-East 
function and functions effectively and 
that the Tamils are not denied any 
cf their rights which have been en- 
sured and which have been made 
now public as the Constitution has 
been amended. You are aware of the 
history. The relationship between the 
LTTE and President Premadasa was 
not very friendly. But if within the 
framework of the agreement, if this 
leads to finding a solution, I think, we 
should give it a chance and that is 
what I Want to say at the moment. 

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee Ji ^-nd 
one other hon. Member referred to the 
Non-aligned Movement and what we 
were going to do with the movement 
in the next decade because he said 
that a bipolar world has become a 
multi-polar world. The world is being 
de-aligned. Our relations between the 
East and the West have improved. 
Colonialism has ended, and once ihe 
racist regime in Namibia is out of the 
way, what will the non-aligned move- 
ment do? I think, it is a very valid 
question and this question has been 
discussed at the meeting of the For- 
eign Ministers which was held in 
Cyprus some weeks ago and will 
again be discussed at the meeting in 
Harare in the month of May. I think, 
all members of the Non-aligned Move- 
ment should apply their minds to this 
very serious problem. We have no 
colonial to liberate. There is rappro^ 
chement between the Soviet Union and 

the United States. NATO and Warsaw 
pacts are not looking at each other 
with blood-shot eyes. There is rappro- 
chement between the Soviet Union 
and China, between India and China,' 
between India and Pakistan, between 
Japan and China. What does the Non- 
aligned Movement do? Now it will 
have, to my minds, to meet these 
challenges, new situations in a creative 
and constructive manner if it has to 
remain a dynamic and relevant move- 
ment as it has been in the past, three 
decades and more, since the days of 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, President 
Nasser, Tito and Sukarno and 
N'Krumah. We are applying our minds. 
What are the problems? The problems 
are economic: Third World trade, 
South-South cooperation,    science and 

 
 technology, environment, ecology, new 

international economic order. If the 
movement is to be successful and 
relevant, then it will have to take a 
very active interest in these questions 
and come up with initiatives and 
proposals  and     suggestions  and     not leave 
the field. We do not relish a world in -which one 
or two or three or four or five countries get 
together 
over our heads and decide the fate of mankind. 
We have a role to play and I have full 
confidence that the non-aligned Movement will 
meet these 
challenges and will make a contribu- tion to the 
issues that I have raised which are not 
necessarily colonial, imperialistic racist or 
political but touch issues of economics, 
environment, ecology, science and technology 
etc. etc. So, we look forward to this era for the 
non-aligned movement and hope 
to play our role as best as we can. Finally, Sir, I 
would like to just con-clude   after  referring  to   
one  or  two  matters which were not 
mentioned. Ho 
reference was made to our relations 
with South American and Latin Ame- 
rican countries.    Our     relations with I these 
countries are friendly and warm. 
Similarly, no reference was made to 
the Middle-East and to Africa. The 
Minister  of  State  for Egypt  is  here. 

The Foreign    Minister of Syria    was 

here yesterday.    We had very    good 
talks with them. We had good talks 
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also with our colleague from Vietnam. 
I hoped that some Members would 
mention Fiji. But 'it was not men- 
tioned. I just want to say that we 
cannot condone in Fiji what we have 
condemned in South Africa and we 
are doing our best to ensure that the 
people of Indian origin get a fair 
deal there. The prospects do not seem 
to be particularly bright because the 
Government of President Rabuka is 
trying to push through a constitution 
which will be loaded against, for all 
times, the people of Indian orgin. The 
1970 Constitution worked well for 
nearly eighteen years till it was upset. 
I think they are being rather short- 
sighed. Even if they do, with majoritv 
powers, this new constitution, it is 
not going to solve the problem. After 
twenty years this will come up again. 
The fundamental question is not being 
addressed. It is to carry the majority 
of the people with you and not to pass 
a paper resolution. They will do it 
because they have majority. But we 
are not going to give recognition to it. 
Neither will we accede to their re- 
entry into the Common wealth. 
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I get a very large number of letters 
from honourable Members from both 
Houses of Parliament, recommending 
students for admision, to the United 
States universities. Now, these stu- 
dents get admissions there but the 
United States Embassy here does not 
grant visas. This is very embarrassing 
for us, that the Foreign Office take this 
up with the United States Embassy and 
it rebuffs nine out of ten. So I would 
most1 respectfully appeal to honourable 
Members to discourage this practice. 
Letters come—and I confess—from my 
ministerial colleagues tooj from all 
parts of  lndia, and I can, Mr. Nara- 
simha Rao can speak once or twice. 
But I get letters, three to four letters, 
everyday for admission. I really feel 
as an Indain quite distressed about this 
that we should be going there, and 
get this kind of treatment. No embassy 
in Delhi should be in a position to say 
'no' to us when we go to them. There- 
fore, I do want to appeal to honour- 
able Members and I would be grateful 
if they could pass it on. 

Bn the end I just want to thank all 
honourable Members who have during 
their interventions spoken about the 
correctness of the "foreign policy. May- 
be, they are not in agreement with de- 
tails. It is quite understandable. But 
the national consensus on India's 
foreign policy continues and may it 
last for ever? Thank you. 

ALLOCATION OF TIME FOR GOV- 
ERNMENT LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JA- 
GESH DESAI). 3 have to make an an- 
nouncement, j have to inform Mem- 
bers that the Business Advisory Com- 
mittee at its meeting held today has 
allocated time for Government legis- 
lative business as follows; 

1, Consideration and return of 

the Fi nan ce Bill, 1989 2 days 

2, Consideration and passing of 
the Constitution (Sixtyfirst 
Amendment) Bill, 1989 3 
hours 

DISCUSSION ON THE WORKING OF 

THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL 

AFFAIRS Contd 

SHRl V. GOPALSAMY: I am so 
thankful to you, Mr. Vice Chairman 
for giving me this opportunity. 

A thorough analysis and assessment 
of the foreign policy pursued by India 
since honourable Rajiv Gandhi started 
handling the reins of the Government 
has clearly established the fact that 
what India has achieved, what you 
have achieved is nothing but lofty dec- 
larations with empty slogans. You have 
poked your nose in unknown areas and 
unknown territories and you have star- 
ted sort of pontification. Our honour- 
able Minister, Mr. Natwar Singh, has 
referred to the Delhi Declaration. 
What has Dndia gained? What have 
you achieved? In the President's Ad- 
dress also it is mentioned on page 2: 

"The first indication of the dawn 
of a new era was the adoption by 
the Soviet Union of the principle of 
Non-alignment through the Delhi 
Declaration. Later negotiations 
between the US and the USSR led 
to the dismantling of a whole cate- 
gory of nuclear weapons marking 
the first ever act of nuclear disarma- 
ment since the invention of these 
terrible weapons." 


