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PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA (Andhra 
Pradesh): Madam, Deputy Chairman, I fully 
support the request made by Shri Chaturanan 
Mishra regarding the Delhi teachers' agitation 
which is going on at the Boat Club. Being a 
teacher myself, Madam, I feel aggriev. edthat 
the teachers have to come to the 'roads. It is 
very unfortunate. No country can ever afford 
to get its teachers on the road and make them 
demonstrate. It is a very sad state of affairs. 
Therefore, the Government should take 
immediate steps to 'redress the grievances of 
teachers. 

Madam, what are the grievances of teachers? 
The Government of India set up a committee 
under the chairmanship of Prof. D. P. 
Chattopadhyaya t0 go into the service 
conditions of teachers. That Committee came 
forward with three type of scales; For Primary 
Teachers Rs. 1640—4000, for TGT Rs. 2240—
4500 and for PGT Rs. 3000—5000. The 
Committee submitted its report long back. But, 
unfortunately, no action has been taken. It has 
not even been discussed, it looks. Therefore, 
the teachers are agitated. On the other hand, 
Madam, the Fourth Pay Commission, which 
did not have a perspective about the teachers' 
problems and their conditions have put the 
teachers below the category of LDCs, beloW 
the catego'ry of Eub-Inspectors and below the 
category of Nurses. Therefore, a society which 
gives so low a priority for teachers can never 
hope to have development. Then, Madam, 
some of the TGTs have been rotting from 1968 
onwards without any promotion and they have 
not been given sufficient grade. Therefore, the 
Delhi teachers have been agitating that these 
teachers should be given selection grade. They 
also want medical allowance at the rate of 10 
per cent. 

There should be some discussion about it. 
The problem is that neither the Minister nor 
the officials of the Ministry ever think in terms 
of Having even discissions with them and try 
to redreff their problems. Four of the teachers 
were on hunger strike. They 

were forcibly taken away and fed in the 
hospital, most probably. Another four 
teachers have now started the hunger strike. 
Is it good for the country that teachers have 
to undertake a fast unto death and hunger 
strikes to. redress their problems? I think 
the society should come forward to solve 
their matters. 

Therefore, I would appeal to the Union 
Government, I will appeal to the Minister of 
Human Resource Development, to come 
forward and settle the issue by negotiations 
with the teachers and put an end to the agita-
tion which is going on at the Boat Club and 
oher places.. I would once again reiterate the 
need today of giv-; ing a high pedestal, a 
high place, for I the teachers which they 
richly deserve. 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY (Tamil Nadu): 
Madam, I fully associate myself with what 
Prof. Lakshmanna has said. 

 

MOTION     OF    THANKS    ON    THE 
PRESIDENTS ADDRESS 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now, we 
shall continue the discussion on the Motion 
of Thanks on the President's Address. 

DR. H. P. SHARMA (Rajasthan): 
Madam Deputy Chairman, yesterday I was 
referring to the great debates of the 
Constituent Assembly after which the 
decision to proclaim ourselves a Secular 
State was taken. The decision was preceded 
by a lot of heart searching, deep 
introspection and calm deliberation. 
Madam, the timing is important also. At 
that time, the. Father of the Nation had 
been assassinated; passions ran high due to 
mass migration of people; Pakistan was 
proclaiming from house-tops that it was an 
Islamic State; and there was no dearth of 
cynics in this country also who were 
predicting that India was  only 
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one step away from declaring itself a Hindu 
State. Madam, under those circumstances, we 
thought it fit to declare ouVselves a Secular 
State. That only shows the sense of 
commitment to secularism, that this nation 
attaches. 

And now, Madam, this very concept is 
toeing sought to be challenged by a fistful of 
fanatics. What should be the response of this 
nation? Can there be anything less than that we 
must oppose it tooth and nail? Madam,, a na-
tion is as great or small as the amount of 
sacrifice it wishes or can make to safeguard  its  
cherished  values. 

Madam, I understand that great 
challenges like this cannot be met 
by one party alone or the Govern 
ment alone. It must have the 
backing of the entire nation. Presi 
dent's1 Address was the occasion 
when we could have risen above 
party affiliations or group and 
regional loyalties. Here we could 
have given a. deep thought to this 
problem. Here I will like to record 
my disappointment with Mr. Dipen 
Ghosh who said that the Address is 
a catalogue      of      Government's 
achievements and nothing else. Madam, what 
is wrong if the nation has made significant 
achievements and if the President brings it to 
the notice of Parliament? What is wrong about 
it? We should be proud about it. Then again he 
could see nothing more in the Address beyond 
what he was pltased to describe as "assorted 
newspaper headines of last year". 
(Interruptions) He made these remarkg when 
he was the leader of the Opposition. He 
mentioned these at that ttme. He was not 
speaking in his personnel capacity. He was 
speaking as the head of the shadow 
Government, if you are going to use the British 
parliamentary parlance. Mr. Ghosh could not 
see anything more than a stale collection of 
newspapers headlines in the Government's 
efforts in meet- 

ing the challenges for one year. I would 
only say that I find it most disappointing. 
Again, four or five times he kept on 
mentioning the Prime Minister. He called 
him 21st century Gandhi. I don't want to 
deny him the satisfaction that he goa from 
that kind of sayng. But perhaps the last 
laugh may not be with Mr. Ghosh. We 
cannot say how the history will appraise 
Mr. Gandhi. He might very well go down 
in history as the Prime Minister who tried 
to give sincerely—I do not know whether 
he succeeds or not—a sense of direction to 
science and technology and a scientific 
outlook to the nation. It is nobody's caste 
that the Government has done all that it 
wanted to do, that there were no mistakes 
or shortfalls. We would have been glad if 
the opposition had told us that. We would 
have been that much wiser and the House 
would have gained from that. It is nobody's 
saying that there were no shortfalls and the 
priorities could not have been reviewed. 
But to dismiss all this as a stale collection 
of newspapers headlines is, I suppose, less 
than fair. 

Madam, as for as the basic direction of 
national development is concerned, I 
would like to mention that the Government 
has not swerved from the avowed policy of 
socialism, of  giving  primacy  to  the 

public sectora' of championing the cause of 
the poor and of our hedadii I cation to 
poverty aEeviation programme through the 
20-point programme, IRDP and NREP. 

I will not take the time of the House in 
enumerating figures of increased 
allocations in the implementation of these 
programmes. I would like to summarise 
that despite i all these difficulties and 
challenges, I     the nation has senaistently 
marched 
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[Dr. H. P. sharma]' 
forward in its commitment to eradi 
cate poverty and increased employ 
ment. A lot more  could     have been 
done. It is not a   simple problem. We 
have tried to give a totally new struc 
turing to our education policy. The 
nation has made a sustained effort to 
increase productivity and at the same 
time to reduce the income disparities. 
Madam, these   are  internal prob 
lems. But    our    problems    really 
start   with  the   deterioration   of  the 
security    environment. We have not 
has  the. friendliest     relations     with 
Pakistan. During the last  four yeirs, 
we have been trying  to   draw    the 
attention    of    Pakistan    that    their 
policy   of    training  the    extremists, 
giving      them      arms    and    helping 
them to go across the      border is not 
how the friendly States should be 
have with each other. But, Madam, 
apart from that, there was a sudden 
change fin January. In a swift move, 
Pakistan  shifted  in  a  strike   forma 
tion—defensive      formation    is    one 
thing and strike      formation 

is     a     different      thing—6th       Armoured      
Division    and    17th     Infantry Division to 
Shakargarh    and _ Sialkot. If we know the 
location of these  places, we know the pressure 
that this move was meant to exercise on  India. I   
do  not know  the  exact nature of the hiatus that 
prevails or prevailed between the Pakistani mov-
ment of    the armour and   the happenings  in  
Amritsar. But  during the same  period five   
priests     were changed, the  resignation of   all  
the Akali Padty factions     was called fo'r, and I    
would just like to    mention that, perhaps, it 
cannot  be a simple coincidence     that  all    
these   things took  place   at  the  same  time  
when  Pakistan      was     making    its    troop 
movements. Madam, perhaps, the intention  was  
to  put  coercive  pressure on us at the    time of 
the Republic    Day when, perhaps, the  ex-
tremist were    planning some kind 

of a provocative and demonstrative action. 
But, I am glad to say that due to the moves of 
our Prime Minister this facing of two armies 
against each other and those problems are 
resolved or more or less on the process of 
resolution. But our problems with Pakistan do 
not end there. Our problem really starts way 
back. Madam, Pakistan has been trying for the 
induction of new and sophisticated weapon 
from the US aid all these years. And one part 
of the US law is in the form of      the      
Symington     Amendment 
whereby the supply of sophisticated 
weapons is denied to a nuclear 
power or a power on the threshold 
of nuclear capability. And this 
certification has to come not from 
an officer of the CIA or the Panta- 
gon or anyone but the President 
himself. It has to come from the 
President of       USA        himself. 
The President   in   a certification   last October   
sent   on   record   that Pakistan    does    not    
possess    a    nuclear device    and   that   the    
security    assistance    to     Pakistan    is     
expected to reduce the chances of that country 
acquiring a nuclear device. This is the 
certification which the US President has made 
before the Congress. That    Pakistan  today    
possesses  an atomic bomb is  beyond 
controversy. I will not  go  into   the  
newspaper accounts of the past two days    but 
this corroborates all the assessments of the 
world experts that    Pakistan, if it is not 
actually in possession of an  atomic   bomb, is   
storing  components  of  an    atomic    bomb   
in  the nearby vaults. Madam, I do not need to 
mention the  accounts  of   a whole series of 
experts of world strategic studies like Prof. 
Bracher, ^ Dutch Scientist Dr. Cylobus and Dr. 
Griffin of the United    Kingdom. They   have   
all said  that  either     Pakistan's enrichment 
programme is already close to 90  per    cent  or 
it  is close    to   the making   of  an    atomic    
bomb. But this was previous to what Dr. Khan 
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himself admitted. Madam, I would like  to  
place  one  part  before  you because it is 
going to be coming in the next month or so 
and it is going to    affect    us    very    
severely. This was  the evidence before the 
Senate Committee  on     Non-proliferation by 
the    Carnegie Endowments    nuclear expert, 
Leonard S. Spector, Senator Glenn  was   
presiding   and  the   ques tion put to the 
expert was: "Do you think     the  President  
can in    good conscience     certify    that    
Pakistan does not have    a nuclear    
weapon?" Professor    Spector    replied that    
he could not see into the President's con-
science but what I think it may boil down to 
is a judgment whether possession     of  
components    for  nuclear weapons is 
equivalent to possession of a nuclear weapon 
itself. So, even if you    have     nuclear  
components    or nuclear weapons and if you 
are putting them into  separate vaults, then 
they try to circumvent the provisions and they 
say that they do not have the atomic bomb 
itself. 

Madam, I also wish to submit Dr. Khan's 
admission that they have a bomb, that CIA 
has known all along that Pakistan was in 
possession of this and to the question 
whether a test was necessary, I would like 
to submit that a test is not necessary. But it 
is necessary. only for a Hydrogen bomb or 
for a sophisticated equipment. For an 
atomic, bomb it is not essential and he went 
on to say that Arab nations had helped 
Pakistan to the tune of $ 5 billion. He has 
also stated that India took twelve years to 
manufacture the bomb while they have 
taken only seven years. I am not going into 
all that. 
I am now coming to four lines that Dr. 

Khan said earlier, not in this interview. This 
is what he said: "India is behaving like an 
unabashed ' woman who is standing naked 
?n a bazaar and is shouting at the top of her 
voice that her neighbour was taking  off her  
clothes. "    These    are 

Dr. Khan's words. Quote again: "Pakistan is 
not Iraq. Kahuta project is not a ready morsel 
which an enemy can eat. Pakistan will give a 
fitting reply} etc. etc. " Madam, I will take 
only a few minutes more. 

Madam, the second part is again to get the US 
aid of 4 billion and    it will depend upon the 
President's certification    and how the US 
Congress decides. That     would depend    upon 
that. The     Defence    Secretary    has himself 
said     that he wants to  give AW ACS    to 
Pakistan and the induction of AWACS in this 
theatre would itself mean a new quantum jump 
for Pakistan  and would put pressure on us to 
update our defences also. And, Madam, just    to    
summarise, what should be our response to a 
situation like this?    I know there would be a hue 
and cry that we should have our own  bomb. Mr. 
K. Subramanyyam, whom I consider    as    the    
foremost thinker    on this subject, has already 
been    saying, even before this, that we should 
have a bomb of our own. Madam, my humble 
submission would be that a great nation cannot 
act   in a huff and especially when decisions of 
this magnitude are concerned. We have  been  
taking the lead  in  going for  disarmament. The 
Prime Minister along with five other nations has. 
put  it to  the     entire  world that we were for  
disarmament and the most suitable response    
from this country as   the     present  time  would  
be  the Prime     Minister's  proposal  that    we 
should take  an total  overall look  at the 
problem. 

Coming to China, there have been six or seven 
meetings between us and them. They have not 
taken us anywhere. One of our agreements that we 
will not be disturbing the status quo was disturbed 
when they intruded into our territory last summer 
and they are staying put there, J Secondly, all 
their references to Arunachal Pradesh are 
absolutely unacceptable. And. I think a great 
nation cannot accept intrusion into its domestic 
affairs. 
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[Dr. H. P. Sharma] 
Ceylon is another thing which is again on 

our minds all the time. The entire country is in 
anguish when-even we read that our Tamil 
brethren are being slaughtered there. Madam, 
I have no solution to offer. I have only a 
thought which I would like to put before the 
Government. If supposing China was located 
where India is located and their ethnic 
minority was being slaughtered the way 
Tamils are being slaughtered, what would be 
the reaction of China? I would leave it at that. 
That is something for which I have no ready 
solution. It is a difficult situation. I do not 
think we can oversimplify it. 

I will conclude by mentioning only two 
more points. Indira Gandhi Canal should be 
taken over by the Centre. It is of strategic 
importance, especially in view of everything 
that we are seeing today in Shakargarh, 
Sialkot, the troop movement, exercises etc. If 
the Indira Gandhi Canal is taken up for 
completion by Govt of India, there would be 
settlements and population, it will not be 
considered a no-man's land. That is one thing. 
Now, the last point iSt I wish the President's 
Address had something to say or commanded 
the efforts of our nuclear scientists. They have 
done a great job and they are doing a great 
job. We have a target of 10, 000 MW to be 
achieved by the year 2000. Due to Chernobyl 
incident, there are second thoughts in so many 
countries. But I submit that all the leading 
nuclear powers are going ahead with their 
programmes despite Chernobyl. Take for 
example France where 60 per cent of its 
energy comes from nuclear power, or take the 
USSR or the U. K. or the USA. None of them 
has gone back despite Chernobyl incident. I 
wish we will continue in this effort. Thank 
you. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAU 
(Punjab): Madam Deputy Chairman, I rise    
to    support    the    Motion    of 

Thanks to the President for his Address to the 
two Houses of Parliament. In their 
presumably intellectual analysis of President's 
Address, some Members of the Oppisition 
have made a futile attempt to play down or 
caricature an otherwise sound and effective 
appraisal of the goneby year. 

Madam, the determined onslaught against 
communalism and ftssiparous tendencies the 
attainment of Statehood by Mizoram and 
Arunachal Pradesh, the enactment of 
important and even revolutionary legislations 
to, tinter alia, protect the rights of consumers, 
to improve the status of women and to protect 
the environment, besides enhancement of 
prestige and goodwill in the world commu-
nity, the buoyancy gained by the economy 
and the adoption of new Education Policy, 
were some of the important milestones 
covered by the country during the last °ne 
year. Obviously, such events captured the 
headlines of newspapers. But if their mention 
in the President's Address dampens the mood 
of opposition Members, surely they must try 
to remedy the malaise. 

I can understand and appreciate the role that 
the opposition has to play in a democratic set-
up but hearing them comment on the 
President's Address does raise a doubt in my 
mind about their ability to see and 
comprehend the progress that the country has 
made on different fronts during the last 40 
years. The world acknowledges our 
achievements but the Opposition only give an 
impression of being prophets of doom. In their 
anxiety to criticise the Government they do 
not see the distinction between facts and 
fantasy. One hon. Member was sarcastic about 
the country preparing itself for the 21st 
century, while another saw the introduction of 
computers as the domination of what he 
termed middle-class elite over the poor 
masses. This simply baffles me. Will he by the 
same analogy say that success of heavy 
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industry,. the advancement of tele-
communication or even the expansion of air 
traffic have done no good to the country and 
perpetuated disparity? If go I am sorry for the 
myopic vision afflicting some of us. It is a 
simple truth that manifold benefits accruing 
from advancement of science and technology 
have percolated down to the poorest,. of the 
poor. The opposition's reactions and faces may 
be deceptive. But the facts and figures 
standing out in the Economic Survey are not. 
In spite of many difficulties and obstacles, 
both natural and manmade, our economy has 
made impressive strides. The gross national 
product has shown a growth rate of  about 5 
per cent. With regular improvement in 
industrial infrastructure, our industrial 
production during the last tw0 years has. grown 
appreciably. 

Farm production has gone up and 
implementation of anti-poverty programme 
hag received a greater im" petus. The revised 
twenty-point programme is a resolute step to 
further improve the standard of living of the 
people, particularly, of the weaker and 
vulnerable sections of society. It aims to 
evolve a more responsive administration 
which is the sine qua non for effective 
enforcement of any programme, or plan of 
action. By laying emphasis on accountability 
and social responsibility, a new work ethics is 
sought to be evolved. None excepting the 
chronic opponents and impulsive critics can 
find fault with the attainment and sincere 
efforts of the Government t0 make India a self-
reliant and secular India. 

Wearing the Gandhian talisman, the 
Congress has the poor and the weak closest to 
heart. Yet some have the audacity to condemn 
it as anti-poor and pro-rich. Poverty-
alleviation programmes have given 
encouraging results as is evident from an ever-
increasing demand for goods    and services. 
Motivation    of  

the bureaucracy and rooting out corruption 
would ensure faster and effective 
implementation of all programmes. The 
opening of Navodaya Vidyalayas is criticised 
without appreciating that this would afford 
the underprivileged an access to quality 
education and opportunities for all round 
development. To rifatch action with promise, 
the outlay on education this year has been 
raised to Bs. 800 crores from last year's Bs. 
350 ci'ores. 

Madam, ours is a complex society with 
staggering diversity. While hostile foreign 
powers have tried to exploit this diversity to 
destabilise and balkanise the country, the 
countrymen as a whole have stood up to face 
boldly any challenge to its unity and integrity. 
The Address of the President candidly admits 
recurrence of communal violence which 
sometimes tends to challenge the very basis 
of our polity. But then it is the characteristic 
Indian ethos and the inherent principles of 
non-violence that ultimately triumph arid 
frustrate the nefarious designs of anti-national 
elements. The virus of communalism 
snatched away from us the Father of the 
nation, Mahatma Gandhi, in 1948, and the 
Bharat Ratna, the true Indian jewel, Sbri-mati 
Indlira Gandhi, in 1964., Ota umpteen 
occasions, communal frenzy has had a heavy 
toll of human life and property. ShrJ 
Vajpayee did not see any reason in the 
President referring to Mahatma, Gandhi's 
assassination in 1948. It is if I may humbly 
say so manifested in the same paragraph, that 
is paragraph four of the Address, where, 
Government propose a national dialogue for 
the purpose of eliminating communalism 
from the country's political life. 

Madam, for quite a few years now, Punjab 
ha-- been the cause of anxiety and concern for 
the rest of the country. The pious land of 
Gurus is now strifetoro. Terrorism has in 
dieted a heavy    blow on tha State. 



249     Motion of Thanks on                     [ 4 MAR. 1987 ]        President's Address    250 

There is    a well-planned design    to subvert 
the democratic  process    and challenge our 
basic  values of nationalism    secularism, 
democracy    and socialism. At a time, when the    
fire of  religious  fundamentalism and ob-
scurantism was threatening to engulf the entire 
State, the     patriotic Sikhs in Punjab, true to  
their religion of nationalism      and!  
secularism, have once again risen to the 
occasion    to answer    the call of 'the 
motherland, that    is akhand Bharat    boldly    
and fearlessly. They have not succumbed to 
fear of reprisals and have stood up valiantly      
to uphold the tenets      of the great    Gurus. In    
his    struggle against terrorism     Shri Surjit 
Singh Barnala   has  been   given   all support by 
all  the  Centre and the formulation of a     joint  
action plan by the political parties is a healthy 
sign and portends     well for tackling this me-
nace. I, however, do not    understand  Shri  
Vajpayeeji     blowing  hot and cold in the same 
breath on this point. He observed and rightly    
so, that it was not the time to apportion blame    
for the    sordid events     that rocked Punjab 
and then washing his hands  off the many past 
deeds that did  contribute    to the Punjab prob-
lem, he puts the entire blame on the Congress. 
It is easy to pass on blame and    pronounce     
hasty    judgements against others. He went on 
to make a  preposterous  allegation against the 
Congress  helping Mr. Tohra  in    his elections 
as the SGPC chief. I would like to remind him 
that there was a demand from his side to 
dismiss the Barnala      Government    and      
clamp President'^ rule, a desire or an ideal quite   
similar   to   that   cherished    by Mr. Tohra and 
men of his ilk. However, the    Centre adopted a 
cautious approach   and   studied  everv  
possible repercussion   of  any  step. It  is    this 
approach which has strengthened the Barnala   
Government  in  his   struggle against  terrorism  
and  the dangerous alliance  of     religion and 
politics    in the shape of communalism, the 
most obnoxious. illegal, illicit  breed    of 

which is the terrorism that the country faces. 

Madam, the   Government    under Shri Rajiv 
Gandhi is an open Government that believes 
in a participatory democracy. During  the  last  
year it called     for a national debate before 
formulating policies on major issues. To 
combat communalism the Government  has  
again proposed  a national dialogue. I am 
sure, this would provide us  an effective 
antidote to help wipe out communal virus 
from    the body politic. The Government     
has preferred understanding    to confron-
tation     but  has  never  compromised when 
the question of unity arid integrity is 
concerned, it has never compromised when 
the question of preserving our basic values is 
concerned. It has never compromised when 
the defence   of our borders is concerned and 
it has never compromised when the welfare  
of teeming  millions    of the country is 
concerned. Such   has been its track record, 
and enjoying the   confidence     of the masses 
it    is poised for a splendid performance in 
the task of nation building. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA (An-dhra 
Pradesh): Madam Deputy Chairman. I rise ti 
the peak on this with a very sad heart because 
there has been a duplicity, deviance and 
departure in what has been professed by the 
Government and what i« being practised bv it. 
In the President's Address which reflects the 
Government's! policy, there has Ween elo-
quent emphasis on five things. I will read out 
for the benefit of the House. 

"14. Five  technologv missions   have been 
set up in the following areas: 

(i)   Drinking     water for  all villages; 
(ii)   Eradication  of illiteracy; 
(iii)   Universal     immunisation  of 

children; 
(iv)  Production   of   oilseeds   ancT 

manufacture  of edible  oils; 
(v) Improved   communications. ". 
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[Prof. C. Lakshmanna] And the  President, 
however, went on  to  say- 

"The key idea here is to in 
volve the people in activities 
l. OO e^fc'relating to  the  missions    so 
that  they  realise  the poten 
tial for individual and social develop 
ment".   

Madam, this is what has been professed by 
the President and obviously should have been 
reflected in the Budget which was presented 
five days after. The Budget that has been 
presented on 28th February 1987 by the 
dynamic Prime Minister as the Finance 
Minister is anti-poor, is anti. rural and is anti-
Presidential Address. I will prove with facts; 
you please  wait. 

Let us look at what could be considered as 
the allocation for the development of rural 
areas. I do not want to go back into time; I 
will only take two years—the current year and 
the year that is to come; that mean5 the 
Budget presented by Shri Vishwanath Pratap 
Singh as the Finance Minister and the Budget 
presented by Shri Rajiv Gandhi as the Finance 
Minister. If I prove that in the next year's 
Budget things have been scaled down, with 
facts as presented from the documents, I think 
the entire Treasury Benches should be 
prepared to side with me. 

We will start with.... (Interruptions) There 
is no point in taking. You please listen to me 
first and at the  end of it you can talk. 

AN HON. MEMBER: We are trying t0 
understand you. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA: I am very 
happy. Let us start with housing schemes for 
weaker sections— the SCs and STs. Mr. 
Vishwanath Pratap Singh provided Rs. 125 
crores and stated—if you want I can quote 
from the Budget speech—that they would be 
able 1o build 1. 5 lakh houses 

for the weaker sections, the scheduled castes 
and scheduled tribes. This is what Mr. 
Vishwanath Pratap Singh said. Mr. Rajiv 
Gandhi as the Finance Minister has allocated 
the same Rs. 125 crores and he tells the nation 
that they will be able to build 10 lakh houses. 
You please look into the facts. If Rs. 125 
crores could build only 1. 5 lakh houses in the 
previous year and if the Prime Minister( and if 
the Finance Minister, and if the Government 
tells me that they will be able to build 10 lakh 
houses, it is deceiving the nation. 

DR. H. P. SHARMA: Prof. Lakshmanna 
that is to be taken as the' seed capital and then 
we have to proceed. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; 1 am very 
happy that he has raised this point. Prof. 
Sharma has not read the Budget. I am talking 
about the housing for the weaker sections. 
What he is talking about is the Housing. Bank 
with a hundred crore rupees seed money. You 
please don't confuse between the two issues. I 
would have come to it later, but since he has 
brought it I will also tell him that this Rs. 100 
crore seed money is  meant for socalled urban 
development. 

SHRI SUKHDEV PRASAD    (Uttar 
Pradesh). 

 
SHRI LAL K. ADVANI (Madhya 

Pradesh); Madam, he has made a very valid 
point! 

 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; If the Member 
does not understand the implications... 

 
SHRI SUKHDEV PRASAD; Yes, we 

understand the implications. 
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PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; If you had 
understood, you would not have raised this 
point of order, it shows your utter ignorance 
of the problem. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; Please go 
ahead with your speech. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; The point 
which was raised by Prof. Sharma is 
regarding urban housing. The urban housing 
is not for the poor, but it will be for the 
middle class people. I do not grudgo it, but I 
only wanted to clarify about Mr. Sharma's 
point. 

   Then about IRDP—Intagrated Rural 
Development Programme. It is very 
interesting. Mry Vishwanath Pratap Singh 
presented a budget of Rs. 443 croreg and 
hoped—this is very interesting—to cover 
certain families and in the previous year he  
had  allocated Rs. 283 crores and till the end 
of December 1986, 5. 3 million families 
have been benefited by IRDP. 1 do not 
question any of the figures. 1 will simply 
accept them. Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, as the Prime 
Minister, has allocated only Rs. 310 crores, 
thereby scaling down by 25 per cent the 
amount that has bpen allocated for the 

- IRDP. And still he claims that he will be able 
to benefit 3. 2 million families. I don't 
understand it. This is about the IRDP. 

Now 1 will come to NREP. Madam. in the 
year 1986-87 Mr. Vishwanath Pratap Singh 
had allocated Rs. 633 crores and this was 51 
Per cent over Rs. 400 crores which was i'1 the 
previous year. With this Rs. 633 crores the 
expectation was to cover 300 million mandays. 
Madam, what is the position in the present 
year? In the present year this Rs. 633 crores 
actually was Rs. 731. 10 crores. That means, c-
much more amount was spent. But 550 million 
man-days are supposed to have been achieved 
by the enci of that period. This is about the 
RLEGP. In the current year only Rs. 7. 25 
crores have been allocated. and the. hope is to 
achieve 256 million man days only. 

That means that is the way in which we are 
increasing employment potential of those 
people who are not having employment today, 
and still the Presidential Address talks in terms 
of enlarging the employment base of the 
country. 

DR. H. P. SHARMA; The material 
component has been cut down. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; I do not 
understand how he can cut down the material 
component when it comes to the question of 
employment... (Interruptions)... I think it ds a 
miracle. Only a magic wand can, perhaps, do 
it, and if you have got a magic wand, please 
allow them to offer it... (Interruptions)... Then 
you have to listen. There is no alternative for 
you. 

Madam, let us come to the rural water 
supply. If also makes very interesting reading, 
and this is where things are very fascinating. 
Three hundre^ and seventeen crores were 
allocated and Mr. Vishwanath Pratap Singh, in 
his budget speech, had said that out of so manv 
villages, 39, 500 villages are left and he was 
allocating Rs. 317 crores. but all the villages 
will be covered by the end of 1986-87. Now, 
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi allocates Rs. 370 crores for 
water supply and says 50, 540 villages will be 
covered. How did he get this figure? Either Mr. 
Vishwanath Pratap Singh was not giving full 
facts about the number of villages that have 
been covered under water supply' or Mr. Rajiv 
Gandhi is trying to boost only tho figures so 
that people get fascinated by it. Therefore, this 
is what is han-pieningi.., - (Time belli rinfllsi... 
Madam, these are very interesting things which 
the Members should know. 

Now, a^(out agriculture. Our emphasis has 
been on increasing agricultural production. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; You can 
speak at the time of Budget discussion. Your 
time 's up now. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; That fe why I 
do not want to take any of your 



255                 Motion of Thanks on     [ RAJYA SABHA ]              President's Addrest    256 

[Prof. C. Lakshmanna] time. I only 
wanted t0 prove how the great Prime 
Minister, as the Finance Minister, did not 
even care to implement what has been. 
stated as the Government's policy through 
the President's Address. That is all I am 
trying to tell. 

Therefore, Madam, l would like to implore 
the House, I would like to request the House, 
especially the Treasury Benches, to kondly 
pande'r over it. By merely making statements 
that we are for  the poor, that  weare1 having 
poverty alleviation programmes and making 
eloquent speeches, you cannot, solve the 
problems. Let them carefully look into it. I will 
only say one point more and end. Madam, this 
Government is under the pressure of certain 
higher echlons of administration. The Fourth 
Pay Commission, after great deliberation, came 
to the conclusion that at the higher level of 'A' 
category there should be some move towards 
equalisation of scales for the same category of 
officers But, then, Madam, while the recom-
mendations in respect of 'B'4 'C and 'D' 
categories were accepted, those in respect of A' 
category were not accepted under the pressure 
of certain groups, with the result that 0. 0009 
per cent °* people could corner for themselves 
as much as Rs. 1. 58 crores benefit. This is the 
way in which we have been trying to lead the 
society towards socialism. Therefore, I would 
like the Government to look Into this. aspect 
and kindly do justice to the various Central 
service officer organisations which have been 
agitating for a semblance of equality in terms of 
the salaries. Madam, if this is not done, it will 
lead to lots of problems. 

I do not want to take any further of your 
time. I would-like the Treasury Benches to 
kindly ponder over the figures that have 
been given. I do not simply go by the 
statements. Try to have an analysis, and if 
you have an analysis of the figures that have 
been presented even by you over a period of 
two years even, you wil] come to the   
inevitable   conclusion   that   there 

has been an erosion of the anti-poverty, 
poverty-alleviation pTogramm. es and there 
is also an erosion into the finances that go to 
the States which in turn will have to look 
after the large masses because they are on the 
ground. 

I don't have time. I will take another 
opportunity of showing how there has been 
an erosion in terms of! money, in terms of 
allocations that go to the States by at least 2 
per cent. 

Thank you, Madam. 

 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA: Our Pro 
fession is the same as on today. 
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The House 

now stands adjourned till 2. 30 p. m. Mrs. 
Sudha Joshi to continue after lunch. 

The  House   then   adjourned for 
lunch at thirty one Minu     I tes past 
one of the clock. 

The House. reassembled after lunch at 
thi'rty-one minutes past two of the clock—
The Vice-Chairman (Shri Pawan Kumar 
Bansal) in the Chair. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI PAWAN 
KUMAR BANSAL); Shrimati Sudha Joshi. 
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t[ ] Transliteration in Arabic Script. 



283    Motion of Thanks on     [ RAJYA SABHA ]     President's Address    284  

 

Democracy means government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI RAJIV 
GANDHI); Madam Deputy Chairman, I rise 
to support the Motion of Thanks to the 
President for his Address to Parliament. 

Unfortunately, I have not been able to listen 
to most of the debate in this august House, but 
I have got most of the points that have been 
made and those that I feel are relevant, I will 
definitely refer to. 

Before I go to the main part of my 
argument, 1 would like to bring one 
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point out first and that is a point that has been 
raised by one of the Members of the 
Opposition. One Member raised, in very 
colourful languafe I am told, the relationship 
between the President and the Prime Minister. 
And I feel it is a very sad thing that the 
Opposition has reduced itself to politicising 
the office of the President... 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY (Tamil Nadu): 
No, you have reduced the dignity of the 
institution of President. You have reduced the 
prestige and status of the President. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Don't feel guilty... 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: I am not feeling 
guilty. I said it. You have referred to a 
Member. I said it. You have brought down the 
dignity of the institution of the President. Mr. 
Prime Minister, you have brought down the 
satus of the President. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I appreciate 
the guilty feelings of the honourable 
Member. I was referring to another 
Member ____  

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Did you not 
commit a breach of the protocol in not 
informing and briefing the President of India 
on your foreign visit? This was the question  I 
posed. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: The particular 
Member I am referring to is known for his 
nights of fantasy... 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: I can repeat the 
same thing to you. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I am very sorVy 
that one particular Member is feeling very 
guilty about it. But like I said, I was not 
referring to him. If the cap fits both, he is 
welcome.... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADSWAMY 
(Karnataka): May I ask you to refer to the 
name? What is the harm? 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: He is guilty. The 
Prime Minister is guilty of not respecting the 
institution of the President. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; Let me make  it 
very clear that on  no point 

of the Constitution have we deviated at all at any 
time. Let that be very clear to every Member in the   
House. Beyond that, let me say that wheneve'r 
there has been an    issue of national interest, there   
has been  no  question of not keeping the President 
briefed. (Interruptions). We have not reduced the  
President  to  discussing  mundane political 
business; that is not the job of the President. But 
where issues of national   conce'rn   are      
involved, yes. For  example, most recently, we had 
the case of    tension on our    borders with 
Pakistan. I  went to  the  airport to receive the 
President as he arrived from Calcutta and I took 
him aside in a room, we sat down together and I 
gave him a briefing. I asked Vishwa-nathji to give 
a briefing to the President  and  he  briefed  the     
President, and  the  Defence   Ministry   separately 
briefed the     President. There  is   no question of 
keeping the President outside what is in the  
national interest. But we will not be goaded into 
bringing the President into politics, and I will   
request   the     Opposition   not to bring the 
President into iur politics. (Interruptions). The       
Opposition should have the responsibOity to rise 
above  and  keep  the  Presidency out of our 
politics. It may be very con-     -venient and lit may 
be very easy, to - -make headlines. But it damages  
the nation and it damages the linstitution of the 
President and, so, please don't do that. 
(Interruptions). 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Not me. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Madam, apart from 
that, one point which I wanted to bring out right in 
the begin ning is this: I would like to thank all the 
Members because the debate has been very 
constructive and supportive of what the President 
has said. Many issues have been raised. Perhaps 
the most important issue that has been raised is 
that of the unity and integrity of India. That brings 
me again to what is one of the most important 
points that have been talked about and that is 
communalism and how com-munalism has  
damaged the fabric of 
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[Shri Rajiv Gandhi] 

our society. But I think we should also try to 
keep  a  correct perspective   on how we  
tackle     communal attitudes, what  actions   
of  ours     will   inc'rease communal feelings, 
what attitudes  of ours as Government, as 
politicians, as leaders  of  the  various  parties  
represented here and what actions will be 
such that they will reduce communal-ism, 
what  actions  will   be  such  that they will 
draw the minority community into the 
mainstream—by minority I do not mean one 
minority only; I mean all   the   minorities, 
whether   religious minorities  or other     
minorities—what will give them confidence 
to come into the  mainstream  and   what  
actions  of ours, will  break their confidence  
and push them out of our society. We must 
act positively. The easy way is to have a 
confrontation at every step and the easy wa 
ig to say, "Yes, they are all bad guys and let 
us face    them head on and let us fix them. " 
That is the danger  to  this     country  and  
that  is what will break  the     fabric  of  this 
country. And, Madam, I was very-very said 
because again a particular Member was very 
vehement on this issue in this  House. He  
talked  very  strongly and  emotively about 
communalism. " I would have preferred if, 
instead  of talking about    communalism, he 
had brought those fifty thousand people to 
the     Boat   Club, to  the   Parliament House, 
and burnt fifty thousand khaki Kachchas 
outside  the  Parliament House. That would 
have been ending communalism, not      
shouting  on  the floor of this House. It is 
such actions that are likely to break this 
nation. It is the responsibility of every 
citizen, whether he is a member of the 
majority community, minority community, 
linguistic      minority, some   tribes   or some 
remote areas, it is the responsibility  of 
everyone to be  constructive at  this  stage. 
And   when  responsible leaders act   in  a  
negative way, in  a destructive way, it  is 
extremely sad, and   I  would   request  our   
friends  on the  opposite side  to  rise  above   
this, not to build their politics, not to build 
their bams, on  religious     fanaticism, 

not to build their political strength on forces 
that will tear his country apart. I hope that 
these leaders will rise to the challenge. We 
have seen what is happening in Punjab. We 
must congratulate the Chief Minister of 
Punjab for the strong action that he has taken 
in facing the fundamentalist attitudes there. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: If the re. ference is 
to Vajpayeeji and if the . 'reference is to the 
rally that we held, may I inform the hon. Prime 
Minister that the local unit of the Longowal 
Akali Dai has lauded the rally and the speeches 
made at the rally as being constructive, very 
positive. And that clearly proves that my party 
has no communal bias whatsoever. I do not 
know if the 'reference is to Vajpayeeji and the 
rally that the BJP organised at the Boat Club. 
But I would like to make this clear. I have told 
you what the Akali Dal Longowal Group feels 
about the rally and the speeches which were 
made as being constructive, as being positive 
and as contributory to social and communal 
hormony. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Without wanting 
to get into an argument, it is the attitude of 
certain parties that base their politics on 
religious fanaticism, especially at the upper 
level, especially those that should be above 
that, which is dangerous to this country. I will 
not take names. I think everyone in this House 
knows about that. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: I entirely agree 
with you. Therefore, I would plead with the 
Prime Minister not to have any truck 
whatsoever with the Muslim League in 
Kerala. That would be the best proof of the 
Congress Party's attitude on this question. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I started off by 
saying that it is important how we tackle 
communal forces. If we raise a counter 
communal force, we do not kill 
communalism; we do not kill communalism, 
we only increase communalism. What we 
have to do is to bring 
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the fringe elements, those that feel that they 
are not involved in our mainstream, into the 
mainstream of our society. We have to make 
them feel involved. We have to isolate funda-
mentalists. That is what is essential. 

I can give two examples. For example, we 
fought Farooq Abdullah in the last election in 
Kashmir. When we had a confrontation—the 
National Conference  and the  Congress.... 

AN HON. MEMBER: He is a nationalist, 
not a communalist. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; Please listen. Let 
me finish. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: He was a 
communalist, and after joining the Congress 
he has changed: 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHT: When the 
National Conference and the Congress faced 
each other head-on in Kashmir, the equation 
was such, the balance of the forces was such, 
that fundamentalist forces behind the National 
Conference supported the National Con-
ference. They made his position awkward as 
they made our position awkward. Kashmir 
suffered from 1983 to 1987; almost no work 
was done because of  the equation that 
emerged out of that. Now we have go 
together. I am not saying that Farooq was 
communal or was not communal; he was not 
communal. But the forces such that  the 
balance.... 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: The ruling party 
described him as anti-national. He was being 
charged as being in League with Pakistan, in 
league with the terrorists in  Punjab. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Advaniji, you are 
very- sensitive—very sensitive. It tells when 
you are so sensitive. It gives a message not 
only to the House but to the whole country. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: What 
is the message? 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: The message is 
that he is communal. That is the message it 
gives; that the R. S. S. which 

is behind the. BJP is a communal organisation. 
That is the message. (Interruptions). We have 
seen the actions that certain parties have taken all 
along. We have seen which is the party which 
has provoked communal-ism in Punjab and 
which is the party which has p'rovoked 
communalism in Delhi. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: Madam, who created 
Bhindranwale? He forgets what he stated about 
Bhindran-wale. The country is not going to for-
get it. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I have denied that on 
the floor of the House, by the way. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: Dal Khalsa was 
created by the Congress Party. Let us not forget 
that. _ 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order please. 
(Interrutions). 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Madam, I 
would like to give a second example. 
We have had very strong arguments in 
this House on the GNLF. Again, the 
question was the same. Were we going 
to push the GNLF outside the system 
to become a secessionist force or 
were we going to act responsibly and ^ 
pull them back into the mainstream? 
I am  veryglad and I would like y to 
thank the Chief Minister of West 
Bengal, S'hri Jyoti Basu, because he 
has helped us to bring the GNLF back 
into the mainstream. (Interrup 
tions) ... 

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN (West Ben-gap: It 
was because of your encouragement. Don't 
forget that. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; It took a lot. of 
courage  for  the  Chief Minister  of West  Bengal 
to  come  back from  the position  that  he  hafl 
taken. I would like to thank him for that. 

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN: What is your 
Position? 

SHRT RAJIV GANDHI: My position has not 
changed. In regard to GNLF, our position has 
remained the same right through. It is the CPM. I 
appreciate your action and that is why I am 
thanking you. 
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SHRI SUKOMAL SEN: You agree that 
you encouraged them. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: what I am trying to 
point out is that in a country like India we have 
different. religions, different regions and 
different languages. We have tribal areas. We 
have backward areas. We have minority areas. 
We have all sorts of areas. It is a total mix of a 
society with examples from backward to 
primitive and from mode'rn to advanced. Each 
area is different in many ways. It is very easy 
for us to make some small group feel that they 
do not belong to us. It is very easy. We may 
not do it deliberately. But it is very easy to do 
it by mistake and have people believing that 
they do not belong to u"s. But it is for us to 
deliberate over it, make them feel involved and 
pull them into the mainstream. That is ou'r 
responsibility and that is how I would appre-
ciate it if the whole House stands together and 
does not make communal-ism a platform 
during elections or at any other time and not to 
build their bases and not to build their own 
politics.... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: " I 
welcome your statement. That is why I 
intervene. Can you assu're the House that 
your Party in future at least" will not have 
anything to do with the communal forces and 
communal activities? 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Unfortunately, 
the hon. Member has not understood what I 
have said. That is the whole pity of the 
situation.... that they do not understand what 
builds communalism, they do not understand 
What  kills  communalism. 

SHRI   M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: 
That is why we do not understand you at all.... 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: That is    why I 
am going to  tell.... 

SHRI   M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: 
Please tell us. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I would like to 
say... {Interruptions)  where    we    feel 

that certain religious or groups of people or 
particular section feel isolated whero we feel 
there is a danger that with the isolated feeling 
they will behave in a manner which is 
detrimental to the interests of the nation, 
where we feel there is a possibility of pulling 
them back into the mainstream, where we 
know that they are not fundamentalists and 
where we know that they are not religious-
fanatics, we will co-operate with them to bring 
them back into the mainstream. That is the 
only way this country is gong to remain united 
and one. We are not going to compromise on 
that. We will not become communal ourselves 
to counter communalism. That is the 
important thing. And I would like to remind 
the hon. Member that the country is extremely 
confused about the stand of the Janata Party 
on supporting or not supporting the 
Government in Punjab at this stage. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: Who 
told you that? We are a party to the 
understanding reached by all the Oppcsition 
parties with you. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I was talking of 
the statements that were made by the 
President  of the Janata Party. 

SHRI   M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: 
Mr. Prime   Minister.... (Interruptions) 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: There was a 
contradiction between what the leaders in the 
House said, what the leaders in the House have 
done and what the President of the Party has 
done, and I myself am a little confused. I 
would like this to be clarified publicly by the 
official spokes-. man of the Party, by the 
President of the Party or by whoever you may 
like. But I myself am totally confused because 
different leaders of the Party have given 
different indications... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: May I 
tell you at least that there is no difference 
between the views of the Pr-sidnt of th Party 
and th views expressed by us in Parliament? 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I do not want to 
raise that here. But I myself am 



303              Motion of Thanks on      [RAJYA 8ABHA]               President's Address    304 

a little confused. Perhaps, I am not 
knowledgeable about what is going on and 
what is being said. Anyway, I Will go and 
check-up about what the President said and 
what the leaders in the House have said. And 
I think I fused. 

What is important is that we must separate 
religion and politics. They must not come 
together on one platform. That is something 
that we can do together. This question hag 
been raised not now. It has been raised right 
from the time of independence. It has been 
debated at the time of making the 
Constitution. But there have been technical 
difficulties in actually laying down how this 
could be done. But the time has come now to 
overcome those difficulties. We cannot delay 
this any longer and it must be left to the gen-
ius of our people to produce a formula which 
will enable us to separate this. I would 
welcome a debate in the House, I would 
welcome a debate in the nation, and I would 
welcome proposals which come from any 
section of the House or all sections of the 
House, and we would back them from 
Government to make them law. If we can do 
this quickly and fast, I think, we will have 
done a very major service to the nation. The 
nation today is ready for this. And I think we 
we will get the support of every section of the 
society if we are able to formulate something 
which will work in law. I look forward to 
contributions from all sections of the House. 

Madam, during these past years, our 
economy has been on the upswing. Just as I felt 
from what I have heard from the speeches that 
have been made, it obviously indicates that, 
perhaps, the strongest indicator of the upswing 
in our economy is the down-swing in the 
Opposition. One Member has spoken of 
socialism. The Hon. Member has said that 
socialism must be brought in before 
modernisation T believe. I myself am a little 
confused. What have we in mind? What is 
social- ism? How do* we bring it in without 
modernisation? 

SHRl SUKOMAL SEN; What are you 
saying? Is it a correct brief? 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Are you try 
ing to put on the  cap?  

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN: The cap fits on 
you. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE (West Bengal): 
He is meaning me. Now, in the world there. are 
so many socialist countries where there, is no 
unemployment and they are advancing todwards 
high technology. The Soviet Government has 
dec- ( lared that by the 20th century they will 
reach the topmost place in technology but there is 
no unemployment. In China, they have declared 
socialist modernisation, no unemployment. Here 
in, the face of huge unemployment, it is a very 
serious thing. Our Prime Minister does not 
know... 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Madam, 1 have 
not yeilded. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: I have asked 
for these two to be combined; then advancement 
of science will not render unemployment. Unless 
these two are combined, introduction of 
technology in the capitalist system, it will throw 
lakhs out of jobs and technology will be 
useless... 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit 
down. It will not go on record. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE:   

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; Madam, 1 respect the 
Hon. Member's views but I believe he has 
already given the talk that he wanted to give and 
that he has already debated in this House. I 
would request him... 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: I did not aebate. 
I mentioned. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I did not mention 
that you mentioned. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: Please 
explain  what  socialism  is. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; Madam, when   i we   
talk   of  socialism  from   Government    K we 
look to Pandit Nehru, to Jawaharlal-ji for his 
definition of socialism. Madam, we do nof need 
to look to Moscow     or Peking for defining our 
policy. 

•Not recorded. 
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SHRl SUKOMAL SEN: What is soc-
ialism? You explain it. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: The pity is that 
some amongst us do not look within for the 
genius of our own country. They prefer to 
look outside and copy what  others  have  
done. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: When 
Pandit Nehru talked of socialism he looked 
at the Soviet Union. Then the idea of 
socialism came into his mind. There wag no 
idea of socialism before. 

SHRl SUKOMAL SEN: Madam, Prime 
Minister may please read the autobiography  
of  Mr. Nehru. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDIH: Madam, if the 
bon. Member. knew what Panditji was 
talking about, he would have been a 
Congressman. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: It is also 
to be known that 1 was a Congressman and 
from inside the Congress I bt-came a 
Communist and as a party we came out  of 
the Congress. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: If I may be 
allowed   one   question, in   which   year? 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; I would 
_rather like to suggest that the Prime Minister  
give  the  definition of socialism  for the 
benefit of the House so that the people  would 
know  about it. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: In which year, 
Samar  Mukherjee  

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: In 1944, 
as Communist we came out of the Congress. 
4. oo P. M.   

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI:  1 would 
not raise the question of how certain parties 
assisted whom in the later years of freedom 
struggle. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: One day, 
I suggest, a debate should be organised on 
socialism. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: Sometimes we 
have wondered how just at the time when 
the freedom struggle was gaining full mo-
mentum, some people suddenly decided to   
sabotage that   momentum, leaving 

the  Congress     party... (Interrup-tiipns>).... 
SHRl SUKOMAL SEN: Please      read 

history. 
SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: Unfortunately, 

that question has never been answered. Let 
me give a quotation from Panditji. Perhaps, 
that will help the hon. Member, Panditji said: 
'Do not imagine that minus technological 
progress we are going to deal with the 
problem of unemployment. If India is to 
advance, India must advance in science and 
technology and India must use the latest 
techniques, always keeping in view, no doubt, 
that in doing so, the intervening period which 
always occurs must not cause unhappi-ness or 
misery". Panditji had also said that socialism 
is not the spdeading of misery and spreading 
poverty. This is what we must keep in mind. 

SHRl SUKOMAL SEN: But you are 
spreading misery... (Interruptions) 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: I told you, 
combine these two, socialism and 
technology. I am not opposed to technology.. 
What 1 told you is, you combine these two; 
otherwise huge unemployment will be there. 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: Please give me an 
opportunity also. I would request the hon. 
Member who has his feet obviously firmly 
planted in Moscow to come to Panditji's 
India. If he does not want to come to 
Panditji's India, at least go to Gorbachev's   
Moscow. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE; Only on 28 
th I returned from Moscow. Don't talk this 
kind of thing. Light talk should not come 
from a Prime Minister having a serious   
discussion. 

SHRl SUKOMAL SEN: It is a pity that  
he does not, know what socialism is. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: In the 
meeting, 1 attended, Gorbachev himself was 
present 

SHRl   RAJIV  GANDHI: Some   Me 
bers have criticised our actions in the public 
sector and I think I would like to bring some 
figures here. As the Members who have  
criticised  our  action in  the public 



307      Motion of Thanks on                  [ RAJYA' SABHA ]     President's Address    308 

tector are mostly  those who were supporting  
the   Government   from  1977      to 1980, I 
have thought it prudent to quote the  figures for  
the  public  sector  during those   years   and   
during   the     following years. The investment  
in the public sector is an indicator of our 
commitment to the public sector. The 
investment in public  sector  in   1977-78      
was  Rs. 3100 crores; investment in   1978-79  
was      Rs-3300 crores; in  1979-80 if was Rs. 
3900 cro'nes. But in 1985-86 which was our 
first year in Government, we     invested Rs. 
14500 crores in the public sector and, in  1986-
87, we invested a little over Rs. 15, 000 crores 
in the public sector. In two years, we have 
invested over Rs. 29, 000 crores in the public 
sector. This compares to Rs. 43, 000 crores in 
the Sixth Plan that Indliraji invested, and this 
compares      to    approximately —    I do   not      
have the      figure    here— but    I think the    
total    investment in  public   sector   is   
approximately      Rs-57, 000 crores. So, out of 
Rs. 57, 000 crores   that   has   been   invested, 
Rs. 29. 5 thousand crores has been invested in 
the last two years. That is our    commitment to 
public sector. But our commitment is to an 
efficient public sector which supports the 
nation. Our commitment  is not to a dead  
public  sector that  sucks  the  blood of the 
nation. We cannot allow that. The Public sector, 
if it is to be the    cutting edge  of  our  
industrialisation, must      be efficient  and   it   
must  show the  way; it must  lead. That   is   
the   type  of   public sector we are going  to 
have. 

SHRI   SUKOMAL  SEN; Very      good. 
(Interruptions) 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I take it as a 
compliment from you. But I am sure you 
should do some of the same things in Bengal. 

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN: We are already 
doing it. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Madam, Industries 
have been doing very well. In the last three 
years, we have had an annual growth rate 
averaging over 8 per cent. This is a record. It 
has not happened for many years. It did happen, 
perhaps, right at the beginning of our 
industrialisation. But at that time, _ our 
industrial base was . _    

on that was not such a difficult task. When I 
say this, I am not taking credit for it. We 
have only continued the process that Indiraji 
had started. It was a growth rate which had 
been developed after the devastation of 
1977—80. It was from that devastation that 
we picked it up and it is that work of hers 
which we have continued. 
SHRI JAGESH DESAI (Maharashtra): I           
It was minus in  1979-80. 
SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Industries are !     
moving well. 

       I But  there  is a problem in  agriculture. 
The problem in agriculture is that      we have 
not had good rains for many years. But in our 
state  of agricultural development, we   should   
not  use this   as     an excuse. We   should   
now   be      stabilising more  and- more so  
that  the     monsoons have less and  less effect 
on our agricultural   production. We  will  pay      
special attention to this area and we will see 
that the growth rate in agriculture is res-tred to 
the levels' that are required. We have already 
started a new  exercise of takling the green 
revolution east-wards. It     has started     
paying dividends  in eastern U. P. Some dif-
ference is  already  taking     place Hn Bihar. I 
hope we will get the same cooperation from 
West Bengal     and lit  will   make  a  
difference  there. 

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN: We  are      already 
doing -it. Please co-operate with us. 
SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: We are looking at 

new  crops. We are looking  especially  at  the   
semi-arid  areas  because  this is where the 
farmers are worse off. They hav a lot of 
difficulties. We   have set up a special oil seeds 
mission which will concentrate  only in these 
areas to help farmers, the   poorest   farmers, the   
farmers who   have   been   suffering   the   
maximum hardships, to improve their life. With 
the technology   mission that we. have set up, I   
have  no   doubt   that  we   will   see       a 
tremendous    difference      in all these areas. 

One more area in the agricultural sector which 
is important is that of agricultural labour. This is 
an area which has been neglected too long. We 
have all talked about it but we have not managed 
to really do anything about it. 
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Perhaps we do not have adequate information 
and our base of information is not good 
enough. We have promised to set up a 
Commission to go Unto the problems and 
difficulties of agricultural labour, rural labour 
and we will try and set up as soon as possible 
so that we can get going and do someting for 
this very disadvantaged section of our 
society. 

Madam, in spite of the difficulties with the 
monsoon, in spite of the rains being short, in 
spite of the rains not being spread out 
adequately, region-wise, not spread out time-
wise, we still have shown agricultural 
growth. For that, I would like to congratulate 
our farmers, our farm technologists, our 
extension workers, our scientists and others 
who have all been involved in this great task. 
In the Seventh Plan, we look towards moving 
ahead very fast, but it will require many 
changes in our attitude to development. 
(Interruptions). I will come to that in a mo-
ment. 

The seventh Plan -has two basic thrusts. 
The first is on anti-poverty or removal of 
poverty and this is our main task today. The 
second thrust is in growth and development, 
in industrialising and generating what will be 
required to invest in those anti-poverty 
programmes. because without that generation 
we cannot have anti-poverty programmes. We 
have invested very large amounts in anti-
poverty programmes. This year we have 
allocated over Rs. 2000 crores on anti-poverty 
programmes. We have abundant food stocks. 
We will use those for increasing the food for 
work programmes, the NREP and the RLEG  
programme. 

One point was raised about some ol the 
benefits of these programmes going to wrong 
beneficiaries. Now, this problem has come to 
us earlier also and, as most Members must be 
aware, most 01 us are really conversant with 
our own constituencies and our own States. 
We really know very well what is happening 
in our own areas. And I have no doubt that 
the hon. Member from the Opposition who 
raised this knows vrey well what is happening 
in  his own State  and 

that is why he has raised this point. We have 
gone into great, depth to find oui how these 
programmes are working. VV started some 
time ago with the IRDP programme. We have 
increased the monitoring and spread it, not 
restricted it to Government or State 
Government feedback. It is now monitored 
entirely by Voluntary agencies. Yes, there are 
still problems with the reports. The reports 
that we get do not cover every aspect ot the 
problem, but what we get in that report, we 
are fairly clear, is an objective report of what 
is happening. I have been sending these 
reports to all the leaders of the opposition. I 
hope, they are going through them. We have 
not got any feed-back yet of any specific 
problems that they have noted, but if they 
find a problem we will definitely look into it 
and try to correct it. 

Like I said, there are some Sates where the 
beneficiaries a"e decided not administratively 
but politically and it is in these States that we 
have this problem, it is in these States that 
wrong beneficiaries are identified. I am very 
glad that an hon. Member from the 
opposition, coming from an opposition-ruled 
State, has raised this problem. I wish, instead 
ot just talking about it here, he will also talk 
about it in his home State because I have no 
doubt that it will help us in rectifying   the   
problem  there. 

One important aspect of, anti-poverty 
programmes which we. must keep in mind is 
that anti-poverty programmes are not only 
what are listed in the 20-point programme. 
The anti-poverty programmes listed in the 20-
point programme are only those that are 
targeted at the very weakest sections, at 
sections that are not able to take benefit from 
the wider programmes and the other 
programmes. We have shown our 
commitment to this section by allocating Rs. 
2000 crores this year which is more than ever 
allocated before, but the main thrust of our 
anti-poverty programme is still agriculture, it 
is still — and it must be — education because 
without education nobody can remove this 
poverty. We can hand out whaever we want to 
hand out. But if he does not have the 
capability to make use of that, he 
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will remain poor. What is the basic difference 
between the  well-oiff and the poor? The basic  
difference is in education. The poor   have   
not   had       the      opportunity that the better-
off are getting with education. How  can  they  
compete?  How  can they keep up? This is 
what we are trying to change with the New 
Education Policy. We have taken a very 
strong stand on removing  the   elitism  that   
exists  in  our educaion today. Today—and I 
would like to emphasise this point because I 
believe it   was   raised   by   some   Members   
from the Opposition—I strongly, believe that 
the education system, as it evists today, is 
extremely elitist, and elitist linkel to the 
financial resources of the individual which, I 
think, is abhorrent. We cannot     have a 
system like that. We have to have a    systiem 
which allows everyone to participate, 
everyone the opporunity to get education 
idrespec-tive of his financial situation. Can 
anyone here      honestly     say     that the 
schools that government runs in your consti-
tuency or in your State are of good enough 
standards, to help the children from the 
villages to compete with the children from the  
urban  areas  or from  richer families who 
have the capacity to send their children  to 
better schools? I know my constituency. I   
know   many   parts   of   many States. I have 
toured very widely. I have not   seen   any   
government   school   which helps   a   child   
to   compete   with  another child who is in a 
private school, who has the capacity to pay a 
higher fee for his education. Not one 
government school have I seen like that. And 
that is why 1 call it an elitist system, because 
the system  today guarantees that if somebody 
is ' poor, he loses  the opportunity to rise in 
life  and compete. There  can be nothing more   
elitist  than this. This  is  what  we are  trying  
to  break. What  we  want   to do is to reach 
out into the remotest, into '   the  most   distant  
areas, reach  out      for children -with good 
minds. Yes, if    the system we  are  bringing 
in is elitist, but elitist  based  on   the      
intellect of      the child, we want an elitist 
system. We want to go to every corner of the 
country and pick out that girl and that boy 
who has the intellect to rise up to the  top, who 
has the intellect to help build this nation. We  
cannot   afford   to   limit  ourselves   in 

looking for resources to build this nation only to 
urban areas, or perhaps a few kilometres around 
urban areas, because that is all we reach out to 
today. /"* Anybody who lives about 50 kilometres 
from Delhi, perhaps 20-30 kilometres from smaller 
towns has no access to a ptoper school unless tie 
has plenty of money; then he can go. That is what 
we want to bring to an end. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: What about free 
compulsory education commitment  in  the   
Constitution?  (Inerruptions) 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: There is one more 
aspect. I did not want to rase it but as you have 
mentioned something, I would like to raise that. 
There is one more aspect in education which is 
very important. Some States do not teach na-
tionalism   in   their   educationa|l   system. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: 
Which are the States? 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: How can we allow this 
to continue? Can we allow... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: Can 
you tell us which are those States? 

SHRI   RAJIV  GANDHI: When      you clarify 
the problem  with  your  President, ^^_ 1 will talk 
to you about that. 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA; When we want to 
know information... 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit 
down... (Interruptions)... 

PROF. C. LAKSHMANNA: You kindly tell... 
(Interruptions).., 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: You are 
evading replying about this free and compulsory 
education. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: What are the divisive 
forces in this country? Com-munalism is one. I 
have dealt with com-munalism. But is 
regionalism any less divisive  than  
communalism? 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Regionalism is not 
anathema to this country. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: It depends on how it is 
treated, it depends on how it is handled. When 
regionalism means two 
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police forces fighting on the border of a 
State, that is divisive to this country. 

      SHRI  M. S. GURUADASWAMY: 
But why are you aligning yourself     with 
ADMK?... (Interruptions)... 

SHRl  RAJIV GANDHI: With      AI- 
ADMK?... (Interupptions)... What is wrong 
with  AI-ADMK? 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: It is an all-India  
party. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Perhaps    you 
can explain what "A-I" stands  for. 

What   is   important   in   education?  And 
this we must be very clear about, because it can 
be very easy, as the     honourable gentleman 
says, for us to give free education to everyone 
but teach him      nothing. That  is  the   
important  thing. We have  to   teach  him   
something   also. We have to teach him that we 
are one nation, we have to teach him that there 
are some basic values that we-stand   for, here   
is a basic ideology behind the country, there are 
some basic truths that we are standing for. 
Gandhiji  taught  us that  truth   and non-
violence are the two basic truths that we fought 
for Independence on, that      is what we built 
our nation  on. We cannot »-    afford  to  have 
States  ignoring  the  basic ethos of the country. 
Schooling is      not just sending people into a 
room with no teachers in  it  and giving them a 
degree at the end of it. Schooling is creating a 
generation   which   can  build   this   nation, 
which can strengthen this nation, which can   
make   this  nation  strong enough  to stand up 
against any other nation. 

SHRI  SAMAR  MUKHERJEE: Free and 
compulsory... (Interruptions)... 

THE DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN: No in-
terruptions, please. 

 SHRI   SAMAR   MTJKHERJEE: You 
reply. It is a constitutional obligation. 

SHRI  RAJIV   GANDHI: I   would   remind the 
honourable Member... 

SHRI  SAMAR  MTJKHERJEE: Free primary   
education   within  ten   years. 

That  was  the  assurance    given    in    the 
Constitution. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; What have you   
done  about  it  in  West   Bengal? 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: Leave it. 
You are replying as the Prime Minister. 
Madam, this is no reply: "What are you doing 
in West  Bengal?" 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I will answer you, 
Mr. Mukherjee. 

SHRI   SAMAR   MUKHERJEE: You 
say it is a constitutional obligation. With-' in 
ten years there should be free primary 
education throughout the country. Now you 
are diverting the whole thing and you say 
what should be the ethos and  all that 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: This is precisely 
what I have said. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: Without 
educating the masses you are teaching 
ethos... (Interruptions)... 

SHRl RAJIV GANDHI: Madam, this is 
precisely what I have said. States such as 
West Bengal have left it out, as the 
honourable  Member, himself   has   said. 

SHRI   SAMAR   MUKHERJEE:  We 
have free  education up to secondary  level. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI; When I asked the 
honourable Member, he said "Leave it". And 
that is what they have 
done. 

... (Interruptions)... 

SHRI   SAMAR   MUKHERJEE: You 
are evading a reply. 

SHRI RAIIV GANDHI: That is why, 
because the States have not carried out their 
responsibilities we are being forced to step in. 

SHRl SAMAR MUKHERJEE: That is 
what you had done during Congress rule and 
that is why people have thrown you out and 
that is why they took left forces into the 
Ministry. That i6 why you have been thrown 
out there. Learn from your experience. 
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SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: That is why 
you had to change Houses. Remember, 
don't  forget... (Interruptions)... 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE: You are 
evading a reply... (. Interruptions)... 

AN HON. MEMBER: He has been 
defeated there... 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: If I remember 
correctly, by a young girl. Madam, no 
matter what we try to do in the coun try, no 
matter how much development we try to 
do, we are part of one big family that lives 
on this earth. We cannot isolate ourselves, 
just like no State can develop and grow in 
isolation. No matter what the hon. Member 
says, when it comes to help, it is the Centre 
that they come to for help. We are strong if 
we work together. We in the world are 
strong, if we stand together. Right from 
Panditji's time, India has taken this posi-
tion. We have said that there can be no 
divis'on of the world into this bloc and that 
bloc. There is no peace in the world, if you 
divide it into spheres of influence and 
zones of influence, with different power 
equations. There is only one way that this 
world will remain alive. And the question 
today is of reminding alive. It is not a 
question of one country developing faster 
and another cuntry getting left behind. It is 
a question of survival today, and that 
survival is equally relevant to our farmer 
whether he is in the middle of our 
Rajasthan desert fighting for his small 
output or whether he is in Punjab or. 
whether he is in West Bengal. It is equally 
important. If the world does not survive, 
neither does the country survive, nor do our 
poor people survive. There is nothing we 
can do to alleviate their poverty if we 
cannot even ensure that survival. It is 
imperative, in the interest of the poorest 
people of this country. It is  impertaive for 
the survival of India as a nation. It is 
imperative for the survival of humanity as a 
people that there is peace on this earth and 
that we work  towards  meaningful      
disarmament. 

It is imperative that we stop looking at each 
other in this world as Black, Brown, Yellow 
and White, and we start • looking at each other 
as just people, brothers and sisters, not 
different from each other. That is when those 
countries which 

stand on certain principle, those countries that 
are working to move their civilisation ahead 
will gain in importance and will gain in  
giving  the  direction. 

Today if we look at the international 
situation, many I know in this House, many 
in the country like to react emotionally. It is 
very easy to react emotionally, it is very easy 
to get angry and to fight back. But that is the 
very danger. It is too easy to take that route. 

Gandhiji taught us that you must stand on 
truth. Gandhiji taught us that you must stand 
on non-violence. If we leavie that path of 
Gandhiji today whether it is in our domestic 
affairs or in our foreign policy, we are 
weakening not only the nation, we are 
weakening a new thought that has been given 
to the world by Gandhiji. We are weakening 
the whole world by not supporting that idea. 
So, it is imperative that India stands firm on 
non-alignment, it is imperative that India 
stands firm on speaking out the truth in the 
world, that India does not deviate from non-
violen: e. Amongst the many non-aligned 
nations, In-d'a is perhaps the most outspoken 
on truth. We do not hesitate to speak the truth, 
even if it is expensive for us. We have suffered 
the consequences. We have not got the type of 
credits that other countries haye got. We have 
faced difficulties in various payments. We 
have been blocked from markets. We have 
suffered the consequences of speaking the 
truth. We suffered the consequences for being 
truly independent. It is not adequate just to 
have a House of Parliament here. There are 
many countries in the world which have 
Houses of Parliament, but how many Houses 
of Parliament have the freedom that-we have 
in this country to truly take our own 
directions? That comes about by having a 
certain standing in the world; that comes about 
by having a certain authority in he world; and 
India, today, has established that authority. We 
went through a very difficult period in the late 
70s when our total credibility was eroded, but 
in the past seven years we have built it back 
brick by brick. And today India's credibility in 
the international scene is the highest it has  
ever been. 
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n-i Rajiv Gandhi]have started a major peace 
initiat-h five other nations—the Six Na-: ve-
Continents. Initiative—and thatset the  stage  
for   the dramaticthat  were  tabled  at  
Reykjavik. 
very disappointed that the talksprove  
fruitful, but there still is; ause  the proposals 
are still on 
i. There are problems of  verific Ve, from  
the   Six  Nations, havevarious  methods  of    
verification.< be going deeper into this, and 
oe   that   with  modern   technology,be able 
to give what will be re-id something positive 
may comeIcome the recent proposals of the 
Union, General   Secretary      Gor- on 
the intermediate nuclear  wea- nd  the 
medium range weapons. It     ew initiative 
and we wish him all   We  hope that the 
response willthe     re positive to these new 
proposals.ation' 

rvfferei have been trying to improve rela-
tions with Pakistan, but serious problems 
still remain. A clandestine effort for a 
nuclear weapons programme has been 
gathering momentum there for the past six 
years. Those who have the responsibility 
and the means to halt this programme have 
failed to do so. Instead they have helped 
Pakistan to launch an ambitious 
armaments programme. The present 
situation i5 that, notwithstanding legal 
safeguards against proliferation, Pakistan 
continues to get assistance. It is quite 
extraordinary. Let there be no mistake 
about the determintaion and the capacity 
of the people of India to defend their 
sovereignty and integrity. 

Madam, we have been greatly pained at 
what is happening in Sri Lanka. The" Sri 
Lankan Government sought our good 
offices to try and get a solution to the 
ethnic problem in that country and to 
restore harmony. We have tried to help 
after long talks lasting well over a year, on 
the 19th of December we got final 
proposals. In a sense all the questions that 
we have been asking had been answered on 
the 19th of December. But before wc could 
present these proposals to the Sri Lankan 
Tamils, there was    some 

deviation, some hesitation  on the part of the   
Sri   Lankan   Government. We   were not sure  
any  more  whether they  would stand  by   
those  proposals  or  they  would not  stand  by  
those propsals. There was some vacillation. We  
asked  for clarifications. We   were   not  given  
clarifications.  public statement and an 
interview was given, to  some newspapers. We  
were not su're whether it was reported right or 
not  reported  right. We   do   not  expect 
answers in    bilateral     talks to come through 
a third    channel. More recently we have been 
given that confirmation to a great degree. But 
unfortunately, — this is what really makes me 
so sad in this delay of confirmling the 19th 
December proposals, a strong military     action     
has    been    taken and      many        lives     
have        been lost. Tremendous   suffering   
fo'r the people in  Northern  Sri  Lanka has 
taken place. We would  like  to see a peaceful 
solution to the problem and a negotiated 
settlement to the problem. We know that no 
ethnic problem such as this has a military   
solution. There   can   be   only      a peaceful 
solution. Military solutions      are only 
temporary solutions. They  do     not solve the 
problem. They only      suppress the problem 
and, if there is to be a solution, it must be a 
negotiated solution. We hope all sides will see 
reason, that  they will bring about  a cease-fire, 
they      will end the blockade which has been 
causing tremendous  hardship   to  the  
residents  of the  Peninsular area and they will 
all sit across the table and start talking on    the 
19th December proposals. 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Mr. Prime 
Minister, your three-point message has been 
rejected and torn away by Jayewar-dene 
Government. Now, the whole Tamil 
population is facing annihilation in Sri Lanka. 
Are you going to be an idle spectator to 
witness that decimation and destruction of the 
Tamil population? We want. your indulgence. 
We want you to take some concrete action. I 
am making this request, because the Tamil 
population there is getting annihilated. So 
what is your response? Your three-point 
message has been thrown away by Mr 
layewardene. Now, what are you going to do? 
You said that you are not going to      revive 
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your good offices. That means you are going 
to sit as an idle spectator. So please clarify. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: If you speak three 
times, let me clarify. SHRI G. 
SWAMINATHAN (Tamil Nadu): Sir, Tamil 
Nadu people want to know, what you are 
going. to do in the present  situation. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: You can hardly 
expect me to tell you what I am going to do 
here. It would be totally counterproductive. 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: If you mean that 
thing, we are very thankful to you. But unless 
you do something you are going to write an 
epitaph for Tamils. That is why we are 
agitated. {Interruptions) 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I want to clarify  
the  other  point. 

SHRI ALADI ARUNA alias V. AR-
UNACHALAM (Tamil Nadu): Sir, the point 
is unless the withdrawal of all the mediatory 
efforts is followed by an effective action by 
India against Sri Lanka, the suspension of 
mediatory efforts is going to be futile. It will 
cause more harm to the Tamils. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: Let me first say 
that trie note that we have sent has not been 
rejected in the manner that you have said. We 
have got a reply back. They have, in fact, 
reduced their levels of operations almost 
immediately on receiving the note. 
(Interruptions) Let me finish now. 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Mr. Prime 
Minister, kindly evcuse me. You ade 
misleading the country through this House.... 
(Interruptions). You are misleading the 
country. The violence has escalated. The 
violence has not come down. The violence 
has escalated after your message... (In-
terruptions)... 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit 
down. 

SHRI   RAJIV  GANDHI: To   the  best 
of my information, that is not true. The 
violence has reduced tremendously since the 
message... (Interruptions) I have not finished 
talking about it. I am not saying that violence 
has ended. I am only sayino 

that violence has reduced. I am not sav that is good. 
I  am  not saying that even  good enough. 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: The \ has escalated. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: The it violence has 
escalated. The violent has not escalated. The people 
in th are feeling scared and I am aware i 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Eve Mahashivratri, 
after your message, lives have been lost. Even 
temples been  destroyed. 

SHRI ALADI ARUNA alias UNACHALAM: 
Mr. Prime Minis you explain, in the absence of a 
response if it contiues, what your     will be? That 
ig what we want to Tiow^™™ Are you going to be 
a silent  spectator? Are you going to do only a lip 
service? 

SHRI ALADI ARUNA alias V. AR-that you 
are worried about genocide and mass killing in the 
north. We have a different assessment. We do not 
believe that this will take place in the north. We d0 
not believe that Sri Lanka will take on the Jaffna 
peninsula in that wav... 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: You refer to north. 
What happened in the eastern province?... 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: We cannot carry on a 
conversation... 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please don't   
interrupt, Mr. Gopalsamy. 

SHRI RAJIV GANDHI: I nave n0 doubt the 
basic difference is in my confidence and your 
confidence in the various people who are there. I 
have a lot of confidence that the people in the 
north are capable of looking after themselves. You 
don't have confidence in them. That is the 
difference... 

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: In eastern province 
thousands of Tamils have evacuated their homes. 
The eastern province is also a homeland of Tamils 
which has been destroyed, That is why I am 
referring to that... 

SHRI ALADI ARUNA alias V. AR-
UNACHALAM: The Prime Minister must clarify 
it. This is a vital issue. Don't undermine  the   
issue. You  are   deliberately 
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'And so, we have to labour and M work and 
work hard to give reality w our dreams. 
Those dreams are for India. But they are also 
for the world. To achieve this noble purppse, 
we all shalJ have to strive tirelessly. " Thank 
you. 

TH£ DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I shall now 
put the amendnto vote. 

Amendments No. 26 to No. 63 are in the 
name of Shri Dipen Ghosh. He is not here. 

Amendments No. 26 to No. 63 were put 
and negatived. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I shall 
now put the amendments, No. 64 to No. 
152, to vote. They are in the name of Shri 
Palaram. 

Amendments No. 64 to No. 152 were 
put and negatived. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I shall 
now put amendment No. 181 to vote 
which is in the name of Sardar Jagjit 
Singh Aurora. He is also not here. 

Amendment No. 181 was put and negatived. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I     shall 
now put the Motion to vote. The 
question is: 
"Hat an Address be presented to the 
President in the following terms: — 
"That the Members of the Rajya Sabha 
assembled  in this Session are deeply  
grateful  to  the   President for the 
Address which he has been pleased  to  
deliver to  both Houses      of Parliament 
assembled together on the 23rd 
February, 1987'. " The motion was 
adoptea. THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 
The House  now  stands adjourned   iill  
11-00 A. M, tomorrow the 5th March,. 

The House  then adjourned at 
fony-nine   minutes   past   four  of 
the clock, till eleven of the clock 
on Thursday, the     5th    March, 
1987. 

 
 
Shri Aladi Aruna alias V. Aruna-m] 

undermining  the  issue. You d  not 
undermine  the issue. I V. GOPALSAMY:  

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; No, you I 

go on record. You cannot go on 'ting 

like this. Please sit down. 

RAJIV  GANDHI: I     answered if 

those  points earlier. China, we have 

certain tensions on 

order. We   would   like   a   peaceful 
ent of the border issue with China. 
ill be needed is patience, restraint. 
statesmanship, perhaps, most   o[ 
n. We are two ancient civilisations     
s in this perspective that we must 
  a   solution.   
survival of any political order in a y 

depends on the strength of the itions of 
the moral order in that co- 

Our freedom struggle- was based  
moral principles put forward by iji—
truth and non-violence. It is on 
iriniciples that we have built     this 
Contemporary nation-building must 
tck for moral inspiration to our l and 
our heritage. We see res-r all 
religious, absorption of new : and new 
ideas, cross fertilisation . But this can 
only take place it 
a certain self-confidence. Today; 

fight for a region, when we fight 
nguage, when we fight about our 
within our country, are we fight-
eserve it because we are not self- 

in the strength of that culture? ot self-
confident about the strength nguage to 
survive? We must have ience. Ir   is  only 
then   that our our   langauge, our   nation, 
will n strength  to strength. It is only self-
confidence that this can take i need of the 
hour is unflinching , unity in our 
democracy, main-i essential values of our 
heritage. ve celebrate the 40th anniversary 
lependence. It will be an occas-V, an 
occasion for celebration; jps, more than 
that, it is an r introspection, for 
rededicating, ' 3 the values and objectives 
of     i i. Panditji said in his speech or: 

ded  


