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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; Now the time 
for the non-official business is over. He is on 
his legs. So, he would continue when we again 
take up this discussion. 

DISCUSSION ON THE WORKING 
OFTHE MINISTRY OF 

EXTERNALAFFAIRS—Contd. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now we take 
up the discussion on. the Ministry of External 
Affairs. Mr. P. N. Sukul may continue his 
speech. 

SHRI P. N. " SUKUL: Thank you, Ma-
dam. 

Madam, as I was saying in the morning, -our 
foreign policy has, over the last four decades, 
been the same, and there is a definite 
consistency in our policy. The foundations of 
our foreign policy were laid down by Pt. Nehru, 
and on those foundations a grand edifice was 
erected by Mrs. Indira Gandhi so much SQ that 
our country has now become the most 
developed amongst the developing nations and 
a force to reckon with. 

Our foreign policy is based mainly on * the 
idea of peace and human liberties, human 
rights. Even in our Constitution we have 
provided, We have talked of world peace. We 
are so. much wedded to the idea of peace. And 
it is only to pursue these ends, for having peaceful 
coexistence among nations that Pt. Nehru gave 
ug non-alignement to which we still stick. This 
non-alignment, there are people who are, not' 
able to appreciate, at least those who are very 
much interested in themselyes and not in others. 
Some talk of equi-distance between the two 
power blocs. If we are really'non-aligned, we 
should have equi-distance, they say. How can 
we have equi-distance? We have our own 
perceptions which differ from country to _ 
country. There are countries who have helped 
us, who "help us. In spite of this policy of non-
alignment, how Can we keep ourselves equi-
distant from the friends and foes, both? That is 
why, on the. basis of our own experience, we have 
developed our friendship with certain nations, 
certain countries who do. not want to destabilise 
us, who do not create problems ior Us but 
rather help and have helped us.. 

About our neighbours, - immediate neighbours, 
Madam, soon after Shri Rajiv . Gandhi became 
the Prime Minister the second time, in his very 
first broadcast to the nation on the 5th of 
January, 1985 he talked of - closer and better 
relationships with the neighbouring countries, 
and he did all. possible to have this kind of 
closer and better relationship with our neighbours. 
He sent emissaries, foreign secretaries, foreign 
ministers to almost all 
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the neighbouring countries and tried     to 
improve the relations. Countries    like Nepal, 
Bhutan are friendly with us. Our relations with 
Bangladesh   have improved over the times. 
There Ig a definite improvement. There are 
certain problems like wjiter of Ganges, but    
there is   a definite improvement. But it is really 
unfortunate that there are certain countries with 
whom we still have, problems and tensions. 
Mostly, Sri Lanka, Pakistan and' China are the 
three neighbours with whom we are still not at 
peace   or they are* not at peace with us, 
although, as I said, we "have tried our level   
best to improve relations with Sri Lanka   on-
Tamil problem. India has tried to   do its level 
best to have the dispute settled^ amicably, 
politically and peacefully, but for one reason or 
other, the Sri Lankan Government, alt 
thoughagreed, yet   has never tried to follow our     
advice. And President _ Jayewardene tried    to 
have a military solution of the problem     much 
against our advice. As a result of   this army 
action a lot of hardship has     been unleashed on 
the civilian population, especially the Tamflians. 
Only in   the beginning of this very year, here 
wag a blockade in Jaffna which put the 
population in the northern part of the Island to   
a great hardship. Supplies were blocked. Even 
fuel was blocked and they. had   to suffer a lot. 
The result was that     because of the military 
action, the Tamilians again started disturbing 
peace and taking their own retaliatory action. 
And as we all know, even today the Sri Lankan 
Government is, bombing its own people, for 
cause Sri Lanka, to my mind, has fallen a prey to 
the evil designs of certain imperialist powers, ' 
especially powers like   the USA and Israel. 
Pakistan is also there. These have complicated 
things, our   Government has at the moment   not   
been mediating. We are not   actively mediating, 
but our offer is there. But     the solution has to 
be a political one. If you . take military, or army 
action, then     our Government cannot mediate. 
Time and again oar leaders have said Tamils     
do not have their bases in India. Mr. Bha-gat has 
said, Mr. Rajiv     Gandhi    has 
said an<» all have said, but I dont know 

why Sri Lanka takes us almost on tne side of 
the Tamilians, as if we are instigating them and 
all that. In February; March, I attended the last 
session of the Human Rights Commission in 
Geneva, The Sri Lankan representative, Mr. 
Hector Jayewardene said very disparagingly 
about India. He was highly critical of India. He 
was most sarcastic. Whatever he said almost 
amounted that India is not capable of helping 
them out of the situation, we have no influence 
OQ anybody and We should not mediate. It is 
unfortunate. As I said we are only to make 
efforts. When it comes to another country, it is a 
bilateral matter. Then wd-alone cannot solve 
the problem. Therefore, success of our policy 
should be judged from the fact that the other 
country is not following our advice, it is working 
on tile advice of Israel or Britain ^ or USA or 
even Pakistan, We are to%iake efforts and we 
have to make our own attempt to defuse the 
situation. But if we are not able to do it 
because of the non-cooperation of the other 
party, then we are not much to blame for it. 
Whenever an accident takes place or when two 
bodies collide, only one body is not 
responsible for it The other person can equally 
be responsible. Madam, it is a fact that stiil 1, 
30, 00^ refugees are on our soil. We cannot 
take action in the case of Sri Lanka as we took in 
Bangladesh in 1971. At that time there was 
refugee problem which was much more. 
Today, if we take that action, the world opinion 
will be, against us and, will term us as 
aggressors. and the tragedy is that we both are 
in the NAM. Sri Lanka, is also there. We have 
been the leaders of that movement. \^ 

DR. H. P. SHARMA (Rajasthan): But India 
did not initiate, military action, it was forced 
upon us. 

SHRI P. N.. SUKUL: Things were different at 
that time. Besides the refugee problem, there 
was much more. This is what I have said. As 
regards Sri Lanka, our Government has acted 
with great restraint and on the lines Of its own 
foreign policy a. time-tested policy and the 
same policy we can pursue. We can- 
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not take action as suggested by Mr. Guru-, 
padaswamy that we must take some action to 
make the Sri Lankan •Government change its 
coursed   We cannot take any 

  C,. action except negotiations and that also if 
they want it. When I was in Geneva, Mr. Hector 
Jayawardene spoke as if, it • was a bilateral 
issue between India and Sri Lanka, On that day 
there was dinner and J told him at that time that 
it is not a bilateral issue and had it been' 

a bilateral issue we would have clinched it within 
four days and not in four years. 

Our another neighbour is Pakistan. We'    know 
that Pakistan has   been imparting^ training to  
our Sikh terrorists. It hasbeen aiding them in a big 
way ('With arms,ammunition, this and that. 
Pakistan hasbeen acquiring very    sophisticated   
wea-, ponry from U. S. A. and elsewhere   and it 
has also been pursuing its own   
nuclearprogramme to the effect that today it   Is 
said either it has acquired nuclear bombor it is 
about to do so and    imperialistforces like U. SA 
and others are behindit. Today Pakistan has taken 
a lot   ofaid from America and is not in a position 
to take any action independently and   itIhas 
become almost a stooge of Americaand the 
money that has been pumped byAmerica into 
Pakistan is almost equlva-^ lent to that  of it 
spends on one of   theStates of the U. S. Aj  

Si^ very ulterior designs are there despite Simla 
Agreement. In spite of our talks, it is trying to 
internationalise the Kashmir issue     still. AH these     
actions- dont help us to make real friendship with 
Pakistan. On the other hand, our security is  badly 
threatened     from that s side. In January there- 
was' a massive' military build-up along the border 
and I congratulate our Government that through 
peaceful negotiations our Government was able to 
defuse the situation. *T read *i about agreement 
and all that only in Geneva. People had started 
thinking that the war was on our doors and perhaps 
we were going to. have it -any day and any time. 
But this Government has acted admirably well in 
inviting their representatives to talk and to defuse 
the. whole situation, as I said. It is because of the 
sophisticated weaponry being. acquired by 

Pakistan that our own Defence Budget which 
was merely Rs. 2^000 crores in early seventies is 
today Rs. 12, 512 crores; more than six times it 
has inflated within a period of 15 years.. There 
has to be. defence- preparedness. We cannot 
play with our independence nor can we allow 
anybody else to play with our independence. Tie 
freedom has to be guarded with al) our might. 
That is why, I will • request our Government 
kindly to have the nuclear bomb even in India as 
early as possible. Just by acquiring that nuclear 
capability, China has become very important and if 
Pakistan acquires mat capability, Pakistan will also 
become very importaft. But since Pakistan is opr 
immediate neighbour, we have to be fully 
prepared to meet the situation squarely so that 
there is no danger to our security, to our 
freedom. Nuctear bomb must be developed in 
our country also as early as possible. 

As regards China, we want to ynprove _ pur 
relations with China. We have-tried very hard. 
The main issue with China is our frontier issue 
and we have already ' had seven rounds Of talks 
though the outcome has not beeu very 
encouraging. But of course, was can only try. 
China has intruded in Sumdurong Chu, valley in 
Arunachal Pradesh recently. Its forces are there 
and its helipad is also there' and definitely, it ts a 
provocation. to the Indian people but we want to 
solve this problem also peacefully and amicably. 
Of coursu, we have had so many trade delegations, 
cultural delegation exchanges with Chiha. It is 
something very good because when people of two 
countries come into contact with each other then 
there is much better understanding, much deeper 
^understanding that develops in due course of 
time. Although, we have to guard our frontiers, 
guard our" land, we have to recover our land as 
fast as possible and as best as we can yet we do 
not want to shed any blood for that. We want' to 
settle that only through' peaceful negotiation and I 
am confident that our Government will pursue 
this matter with China. As I was saying, our 
relations'have improved with Bangladesh but still 
there is a problem of 50, 000 Chakma refugees 
who are now  Tripura. 
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These refugees will of course return back to 
their own land. They cannot be with us for all 
times and perhaps, Bangladesh Government 
agree to their return also. Now, somehow, 
some agreement has to be there. Some 
understanding, some pro-gramme has to be 
evolved to ensure as to how they are returned 
and I am confident, our Government will be 
able to solve this problem also., We and our 
Government are all for even regional 
cooperation. Our presence, our ' active 
presence, at SAARC and ASEAN is a proof of 
how much, how sincerely, we want to have 
cooperation, regional cooperation. It is a very 
good attempt. Inis will not only forge 
friendship between us but also help us 
economically if we are able to improve our 
trade with these countries. Our Prime Minister 
has in the recent past visited sbme of these 
countries. His visit was hailed by all concerned, 
the people in these countries reacted very well, 
very positively, to his visit.. This is as far as 
our neighbours are concerned, 

As regards Africa we are. all with the African 
people or at least with those African people who 
are suffering in South Africa because of the 
racial discrimination.. Our Prime Minister has 
tried to make use of every opportunity to help 
these people to identify with their pro-, blems 
and to show our solidarity with those people. 
The success of our Prime. Minister lay in the 
London Commonwealth Summit. He could get 
the support " of a country like Australia against 
the UK The UK was opposed to sanctions being 
imposed against South Africa, man-datory, 
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against 
South Africa. But a country like Australia came 
with us, joined us, indie Commonwealth. NAM 
also was very much against the apartheid policy 
of South Africa. As regards India, of course, 
almost sinfi» 1946 we have had sanctions 
against Sduth Africa. We have nothing to do 
with fhem. That Is the only country to which we 
do not allow a, visa, we do not want our people 
to vfeft. South Africa. We are so much against 
South Africa and to policy. We are all for 
independence of 

Namibia. W© do not want any South African 
game or influence in Angola. And we, as 
Jawajkarlal Nehru said, stand for total, full, 
human rights to all people, peace and 
independence in those countries. That is our 
policy, that is our foreign policy. Although our 
Prime Minister is not the Chairperson of NAM 
now, but still he is chairing the Africa Fund 
which has been created and this Fund has been 
created for helping the Front line States against 
South-South cooperation. Madam, due to 
shortage of time I am hurriedly describing all 
these things. Now there is an Economic 
Commission created under the presidentship of 
Mr. Julius Nyerere of Tanzania. This is to 
promote South-South coperation. And as' we 
are trying to promote regional cooperation with 
the help of SAARC and ASEAN, we will be 
able to do so there also in regard to African 
countries. Madam, what I want to say is that our 
policy of non-alignment is not something 
plastic which means that Wig decide cases on 
merits. In Korea, when North Korea attacked 
South Korea, we condemned Ntorth. Korea. In 
other words, we identified ourselves with the 
cause o£ the South Koreans, or, maybe, with 
the line of the Americans. But when North 
Vietnam attacked South Vietnam— that was 
for the unification of the two countries—our 
forces went there as peace forces and we were 
involved there as peace forces. In Afghanistan, 
when there was interference, both Mrs. Gandhi 
and Rajivji have said that it should not be there 
and the foreign troops • should pull out as early 
as'possible. Similarly, in Nicaragua, when the 
United States started aiding the Contras with 
money and materials, we condemned the action 
of the United States. We stand for the liberty of 
the Nicaraguan people and we say that 
interference should not be there! So, from the 
very beginning till today, we have been for the 
fullest freedom of man, not exploitation of man 
bv' man, and we have been for peaceful co-exis- 
• fence. That is our foreign policy and I am sure 
that this policy has paid us in the past and by 
pursuing this policy only we could develop 
ourselves so well during the last forty years. 
When we became independent, we were not able 
to manufacture or produce even a needle, a 
sew- 
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ing needle. But today we are. making 
aeroplanes and turbines and things like that. 
That is the progress. We have become an 
industrial force to reckon with in the world. 
That is the tale of our success, tale of success 
not' only of our internal policy, but also of the 
external policy, because we could get that 
much of foreign aid to develop ourselves. 

Madam, the    superpowers, especially 
America, when we do not to their line, 
are bound to create trouble for us. As I 
was telling, you about my experience in 
Geneva, I would    like to tell    you one 
thing more. In the Human Rights Session, 
there  was   an  American     resolution  on 
Cuba against which we had brought for 
ward a procedural resolution. You will 
not believe it when I say that three times 
the leader of the US delegation came to 
me, Mr. Robert wallach, a personal friend 
of Reagan, and tried to convince Us and 
'tried to tell. "You simply do not sponsor 
it, Don't do it. Don't take. the initiative. 
You do not move it. " But we had' com 
mitted ourselves    and so, we*    obtained 
directions from New Delhi and since -we 
were  committed  on  that  point, we  did 
as we wanted to do. Thereafter,. the peo 
ple from Ihe US delegation used to come 
. and threaten us, the, other members of our 
delegation. I    said, "You        say   ' you 
are     -    large     democracy     and     we 
know      what      kind      of      a      demo 
cracy you are. If you are a democracy, 
wfiy are you siding with Pakistan? Why 
are you interfering in Nicaragua?". I said 
this and that and ^ many other things, 
We had very  many  dicussions. But this 
is. their attitude. However, today, almost 
the entire world knows how strong India 
is. We have developed so much on our 
own strength. Today, we have become a 

force, ah  industrial force, -     and even a 
military force. Maybe that    we do not 
have nuclear bombs. But our army is well 
equipped, is very well trained and is very 
well disciplined today. That is why even 
our neighbours are not very sure ahout 
themselves if something    untoward hap 
pens.   

Now, Madam, before winding up I will endorse 
and fully support the suggestion of my 
predecessor, Mr. Gurupadaswamy, who spoke in 
the morning    that more 

oon-officials should be appointed as Ambassadors. 
When Mr. Nehru was there he used to appointon 
official as an Ambassador and then he would 
also appoint a non-official as an Ambassador, 
people like Mrs. Vijaya Lakshmi Pandit, Dr. 
Jivraj Mehta and so many others. Even our late 
Shri( Krishna Menonwas made an Ambassador 
in the U. K. He was given that status sg that he 
could talk  discuss and have consultations. Mr. 
D. P. Dhar, Mr. I. K. Gujral and a host of them 
have been there. And very successful they were 
there. so  I will suggest that more non-officials 
should be appointed ambassadors, because almost 
all non-official ambassadors have been found (  ̂be 
quite successful, and they have done much to 
foster better relations between us and other 
countries. 

The second thing, as  I said, is that we must 
'have  a nuclear weapon, a bomb, that will 
scare countries like Pakistan, China and 
others, SQ that they do not try to destabilise us^ 
so much as they are doing today. And that will, 
be a potent weapon in Our hands for our 
defence, because today our security, our 
defence, is threatened to that extent. 

I will also like to take this opportunity to 
suggest that more Festivals gf   India should  be  
there. We  have     had  three Festivals  so  far. 
In   1982  we  had    the Festival of India in the 
UK. In 1985., we had two Festivals, one  in 
France and the other  in America. And the local 
people appreciated these Festivals fike  anything, 
and  they  could  create  a  much     better 
understanding  about    India, about    our ways, 
about our living ana about our ait and craft in 
these   countries. If I am not wrong, as regards  
the Festival that Was " there jn America it was 
President Reagan himself  who     had   suggested     
to   Mrs. Gandhi that a Festival of    India should 
be organised in America. So it goes a long way 
to create better relations, better understanding, 
between us and other countries. So I will suggest 
that more such Festivals should be organised. I 
think this year We are also going to   have a 
Festival in USSR, if   I am not wrong. It   fa   a 
very gooft step. Much needs to be done in this 
direction. 
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In this connection I may also suggest 
^fhit our    External    Publicity    Division 
should be further strengthened so that it 
is able to work for improving 0ur image 
in other countries. Our External publicity 
Division last year had only Rs. 4 crores. 
I do not remember what is there jn this 
year's Budget. But it is a very    paltry 
amount that is allocated, for    improving 
•OUT image in other countries', I remem- 
ber, till recently, fa Washington 0ur pub 
licity was entrusted to a foreign firm and 
we used to pay that firm 60, 000 dollars 
per annum. But wfiat can they do? How 
much can they improve our image? We 
have to do it ourselves. So, much more 
funds should be allocated for this purpose 
and, if possible, in each and every coun  
try there should be a separate journal <#> 
ours. That journal should be sent free tor 
the MPs of those countries just we get 
Span from the US Embassy. I suggest 
that some such thing should be done. That 
will help  in improving 0ur image and that 
will help   us in developing better relations 
end better understanding with other coun 
tries. Finally, that will bring much more 
peace and much. more prosperity even to 
our own country.  : ' 

With these words, I conclude. Thank 
you.  j 
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PROF. CHANDRESH P. THAKUR 
(Bihar): Madam Deputy Chairman, I-rise 
«o support with pleasure the activities and 
programmes of the Ministry of External 
Affairs. It has the good fortune now of 
being led by one  of our  eminent, seasoned 
and suave political  leader. He is  ably 
assisted by his two energetic and compe 
tent Minister of State.   

Madam, Indian foreign policy ha$ emerged as a 
well-tested one on consistency and on ils non-
partisan approach. It represents me expression of 
national interest as well as its deeply-held values. 
Basic thrusts have remained the same, despite 
generation changes m leadership. Its uniqueness 
lies in reflecting' the national consensus 
notwithstanding some criticisms by Shri 
Gurupadaswamy and now shri Mishra^ obviously 
made in constructive sPint. 

. A nation's foreign policy, Madam, is 
' open to influenceg or the compulsions of' 
national interest. Developments and, 
therefore, peace in the world, m our  re 
gion and. across our borders determine 
- the sources of such compulsions. Non- 
6. 00 P. M.   
alignment movement was the product of our 
thinking in this regard among other things. One 
of the earliest Indian initiatives in the 
international relations has come of age now. 
Today NAM's geographic expansion testifies t0 it? 
basic strength and the growing wisdom of the 
world in appreciating it. It has been a creative 
concept but iTs clout is  far short of the sweep of 
it, geographic coverage. India, during its recent 
leadership, brought out a delicate and skilful 
course correction) and it hasV been appreciated 
aU over the world. 

 THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; You can continue 
your speech. The House stands adjourned till H 
o'clock on Monday, the 27th April. 

' The House then 'adjourned at one minute past 
six of the-clock, till eleven of the clock,, on 
Monday, the 27th ' April, -1987. 


