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Ministry for implementation. These
proposals we're adopted by the AC and
EC and sent to the UGC in 1983. The
UGC passed them on to the Ministry
where they have been pending ever since.
Almost 500 teachers are not receiving
increments for, in some cases, as long as
Six years.

The January, 1983 agreement had
provided for a Rs. 3 crores housing
scheme for University employees and Rs.
6 crores housing scheme for the colleges.
In 1984, the Ministry had agreed in
principle to another Rs. 20 crores
scheme. All these proposals are awaiting
the Ministry's financial afllocation while
the overwhelming majority of Delhi
University teachers still have no housing
facilities.

The professional colleges of the
University of Delhi continue to be
outside the purview of Ordinance XII.
The promotion scheme of January, 1983
agreement was for all teachers of Delhi
University. However, the teachers of the
professional colleges have been kept out
of the ambit of this promotion scheme.

The University authorities have not only
failed to implement the Interim Report
of the Working' Group on
Democratisation but have consigned the
Working Group itself to cold storage and
attacked these limited democratic rights
by imposing a restriction of two terms on
elected teacher representatives in AC and
EC. Attempts by the Delhi University
Teachers Association to reason with  the
authorities through ~ various memoranda,
delegations and demonstration have
failed to persuade the authorities to
implement the 1983 agreement. The
Delhi  University  Teachers  Union,
therefore, resolved to go on an indefinite
strike from today. As a result of the strike
forced upon the teachers, studies of 1.5
lakh students will be seriously affected. 1
request the Government  to immediately
intervene in the matter and take steps for
a just and fair settlement of the  dispute.
Thank you.
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POWER STATION UNIT

MOTION RE. PRESENT
INTER-NATIONAL SITUATION

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL,
AFFAIRS (SHRI B. R. BHAGAT): Sir, |
beg to move:

"That the present international
situation and the policy of the Go-
vernment of India in relation thereto,
be taken into consideration."
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Sir, I would like to make a short
intervention on the South Asian As-
sociation of Regional Cooperation.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH (Rajasthan);
Why now? Why at this stage? The hon.
Minister may make a full statement on
the total international situation, but why
utilise this opportunity to make a small
statement on the SAARC conference? He
has said what he had to say in the Lok
Sabha.. .

MR. CHAIRMAN; You are a very
senior Member. The Minister is entitled
to make a statement at the beginning and
at the end, and in the initial statement, he
can touch upon one aspect. Therefore,
please sit down. Mr. Bhagat will go
on.

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: Sir, the
first summit conference of South Asian
countries was held in Dacca on 7th and
8th December, 1985. Prior to the summit
a meeting of the Standing Committee
comprising the Foreign Secretaries,
followed 'by a meeting of the Foreign
Ministers of the seven countries were held
on 4th and 5th December to prepare for
the summit. [The Deputy Chairman in the
Chair]

The Heads of State or Government of
South Asian countries adopted a charter
and a declaration and issued a joint press
statement containing certain important
decisions, on the last day of the summit.
Copies of the charter and the
declaration and the joint press statement
are laid on the Table of the House. 1 am
glad  to inform the House that our Prime
Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, was un-
animously requested to convene the next
summit meeting in India. Our Prime

Minister's offer, in response, to host
such a conference has  been accepted.
The Prime Minister's offer for

convening a ministerial meeting on the
participation of women  in activities at
regional level within the framework of
SAARC has also been accepted.  The
Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, met
all the participating Heads of State and
Government.  Both  bilateral  and
multilateral issues of mutual interest were
discussed. In
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the meeting with President Ershad of
Bangladesh satisfaction was expressed
at the present state of relations. Be
sides other matters, an understanding
has been reached that India and Ban
gladesh will jointly deal with the
Mizo, Chakma and TNVF insurgen
cies. With the King of Bhutan the
two leaders carried forward the dis
cussions held only a few months ago
When the Prime Minister visited the
Kingdom of Bhutan. The President
of Maldives extended an invitation to
the Prime Minister to visit Maldives.
This has been accepted with pleasure.
King Birendra and the Prime Minis
ter reviewed the development of re
lations since the King's visit to India.
It has been agreed that President
Zia-ul-Haq of Pakistan will come to
New, Delhi  for a day on  the 17th
December when  discussions on bila
teral matters will be continued. The
Prime Minister exchanged views with
President Jayawardene of Sri Lanka
on the Sri Lankan ethnic problem. The
summit can be rightly described as a
historic event. It formally brought
into being what the Prime Minister,
Shri Rajiv Gandhi, called in his con
cluding statement th, most populous
regional group in the world. The de
cision of the Conference to have mora
frequent meetings of the Heads of
State or Government and of the For
eign Ministers of the member-coun
tries has created a much-needed froura

for regional consultations at a very
high level. Such consultations are
expected to promote goodwill, under
standing and friendship among the
member-countries of SAARC which
will have a positive impact on the
bilateral  relations between  these co
untries. New areas of cooperation
have been identified and instructions

given to intensify South Asian Regio
nal Cooperation. The Heads of State
and Government have placed consi
derable emphasis on people-to-peo
ple contacts and their involvement in
the activities under the aegis of

SAARC. From nowonwards the activities

under SAARC will be vested with the

authority of the political will and

determination of  the mem-her

Governments at the hightest-



181 Motion re. present

level. Under the leadership of Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi India played an important role in
the summit conference. That role was well
appreciated and widely recognised. While the
summit conference has ushered in a new area
of cooperation among the South Asian
countries, we should not underestimate the
difficulties that we are going to encounter in
this ambitious venture. We have still to
overcome the bitterness of the past and
satisfactorily resolve some of the current
problems in ou'r .relations. There are also,
inevitably, differences in our p'reception of
both national interests and global issues.
SAARC proposes both a challenge as well as
an opportunity to overcome these difficulties.

The question was proposed.

SHRI SUKOMAL SEN (West Ben
gal) . Madam Deputy  Chairman, to
day when we are entering, into a dis
cussion on the international situation
the world, in fact, stands on the brink
of a nuclear holocaust. It is in such
background that we are discussing
the international siutation. Even after
forty years of he Second World War
the imperialists have not learnt a les
son as to what a war means. They are
again trying to drag the entire world
into another war, this time not a con
ventional ~war  but a  nuclear war

which will destroy the entire huma
nity on the globe. After the Second
World War the imperialists lost their
colonies; they lost control over the

subjugated people. Now, the present
crisis  has developtd out of the im
perialists' attempt  to regain  their
control ove'r the areas which they
have lost during the forties or the
fifties.  This attempt of theirs to
regain in which the control ove'r these
areas is actually giving rise to the
pHesent situation imperialists arte
frying to penetrate into and intervene
in all the countries in the world,
whether it is Latin America or
whether it is in South-East Asia, or
Africa or India or anywhere in the
world.
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Now, Madam, the present situation is such that
even in India we find that the imperialist
hand is very clear. rhey are attempting
to'create another world war. This attempt is
threatening the Indian population also. During
the Second World War, Madam, India was not
so much affected in terms of death and
destruction. But, today, if such a thing
develops, India will not be out of that
destruction which the entire Europe and ohre
countries witnessed. We find that the American
intervention in the various countries,
partciularly in the Latin American
countries, in the African countries and the
Asian countries has taken  the acutest
form. Now we find that wherever there is a
liberation movement, wherever there is a
democratic movement and wherever there is a
revolutionary movement, it is the American
hand which is trying to thwart the movement.
In Nicaragua, you find that the American
imperialsits are  intervening in a shameless
way and they ave now declared econmic
sanctions against Nicaragua. They have
even mined the Nicaraguan ports so that all
trade and other economic activities, come to
a stop and the Nicaraguan people are started
to cTeath and  are forced to surrender: We
rift! ffial sort of a thing in ofher countries too.
In Angola, we have found trSrt they are trying
to dislocfge  the revolutionary Government
there and are trying to help the counter
revolutionaries. In South Africa, the
American Government is shame'e-sly
supporting the apartheid regime. In Israel, the
American Government is  supporting  the
Government there, i supporting the Israelis,
and are arming them. And, Madam, it is only
the American Government which ha; openly
supported the invasion of the Palestinian Liber-
ation Organization's case in Tunisia. So, we
find that wherever there is trouble, there is
the American hand. The American hand i
there everywhere. In Lebanon, they tried to
divide that country, but they failed.. In the
Arab world, hey tried t,  divide the Arabs but
they foiled. = Bu they have not stopped heir
activities and
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LShri Sukomal Sen] they are again
trying to divide these nations, to set one
against the other, 1 so that they can the'reby
gain control over them. These are the
machinations of the American imperialism
everywhere in the world.

Now, Madam, we have seen that Iran is
lost to America. Previously *e Iran was
under the regime of the Shah and Ehen it
was e base for the American imperialists
and they used to operate n the entire
Middle-East from there. Since Iran is now
lost to them, the Americans have now found
another iase in Pakistan and from their base
in Pakistan they are trying to destabi-ize the
entire South-East Asia includ-ng India. Now
we find that the impe-ialists have assumed
in fact, the interventionist from and they are
intervening in our internal affairs and are
tiding ad abettig the seprationists. | ?hey are
aiding and aBetilng the ecessionists,
whether it is the Khali-tanists or the other
secessionists. | Vhether it iy the Khalistanist;
or the ither secessionists it is only the Amer.
can, who have abetted and assisted hem, not
only within India, but also mtside India.
Wherever the seces-ionists and the
separationists from lemselves into group,
whether in Canada or elsewhere, we Thid
that he American hand, the imperialist land,
is behind them. So it is the I Lmerican
imperialsm ,the head of all le imperialist
countries, which is reating trouble
everywhere and the ntire world is being
brought nearer ¢ the b'rink of a nuclear
holocaust.

Now, Madam, we find that after a t of
attempts and under world pres-ire new
develoHmerifs are also taking See. Big-
peace Movements have star-id and such
peace movements are weloping even
inside America also. Europe it is a
powerful movement r peace nad against
war, because ¢ European people who saw
what ar is, who saw what devastation the
ar brings—they saw it, they experi-iced
it—the Russians who fought ¢ Nazis know
what wa, is, so in all I ese countries a very
big peace move- t
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ment is developing for staying the hands
of tire imperialists who want to bring the
world to another nuclear war. Now, there
is a peace movement that is developing
everywhere, including America, and
because of the persistent efforts of the
Soviet Government, ultimately, Reagan
had to agree talks at Geneva in November
last. But even when we see even when we
look at the results of the summit talks in
Geneva, w”e will find Reagon's obstinacy
in continuing the star war programme.
Still obstinacy was there and Reagan did
not want to retreat from his position of
the so called research work on star war.

Six years back there was a summit
talk between the leadership and So
viet Union and American regime. Dur
ing the last six years there was no
talk between them, and the Reagan
administration adamantly refused" to
talk to Soviets. Th, Reagan adminis-
ration declared that it is their aim to
destroy the entire socialist world,
it is their aim to fight Marxism.
Even Hitler did not declare that. He
tried to fight Communism within Ger
many. But initially he did not declare
war against world Communism
and Socialism. But it is Reagan who
has declared world-wide war against
Socialism, and he openly declared that
he will try to destroy the entire so
cialist countries. And he also made

appeal to the so-called nationa
lists in socialist countries to rise up in
counter  insurgency. All  these

happened during the last six years, and
they refused to bow down to any pressure
and they wanted to continue with thier
programme of bringing the world into a
nuclear holocaust .

Now, Madam, after the peace move-
ment developed throughout the world,
particularly in America and several other
countries and the persistent efforts of the
Soviet Russia, Reagan had to agree to
talk with Corbachov in November last in
Geneva. We found a popular movement
in favour of peace. Just on the eve of the
summit
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talk in Geneva, it was broadcast even by the
All India Radio, that there wa, a huge
demonstration in Geneva by the people from
different countries, asking the two leaders to
talk on peace terms, so that the world is
relieved of tension and the world is assured of
peace. There wa; a huge demonstration
organized in Geneva itself. Now, only three Or
four days back—it was again broadcast—that
in New York there was a huge demonstration
of the American people. They were de-
manding of the American Government, The
Reagan Government that the Reagan
Government should renounce nuclear tests,
they should stop nuclea, tests and they should
declare a moratorium on nuclear tests on the
line that has been adopted by the Soviet
Union. Even the American people are now
feeling that it is the Soviet Union which is a
champion of peace, it is the Soviet Union
which wants to bring peace in the world,
which wants to relieve the world from this
tension,, and that is why the American people
demanded a moratorium on nuclear tests and
reversal of the policy of stockpiling of nuclear
armaments. Now, we find that Reagan
obstinately refused to hear the popular
opinion, public opinion, and it is the Soviet
Union alone that i taking a different path. Not
only today, when Brezhnev was alive, he
declared in the U.N. Assembly that the Soviet
Union will never use nuclear arms or a nuclear
Bomb as the first striker, they will never strike
first with nuclear arms. It was declared by the
Soviet Union in the United Nations General
Assembly session. But the U.S.A. did not
respond by making the same declaration that
the U.S.A. would not be the first to strike with
nuclear weapons. Had there been that response
from the U.S.A., the world would have been
relieved from this tension to a great extent.
But the U.S.A. refused to announce like that.
Even" China who has acquired nuclear
weapons, has declared that it will not be the
first to strike

with nuclear weapons. This is a very
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good declaration. If thig declaration
had come from other nuclear powers,
particularly the U.S.  Administration,
the world could have been relieved
from much of the tension that it is
suffering from. But that has not hap
pened. They are not doing it
Madam, the Soviet Union not only
declared that they will not be the
first to strike with nuclear weapons;
they have also declared that from
August 6 till the end of this year
there will be no nuclear test done
by the Soviet Union. Not only that,
in  October when Gorbachov visited
Paris, he declared openly that the
Soviet Union was ready to reduce the
nuclear arms that had been stock
piled in his country by 50 "per cent if
others also agreed to do it. The other
side did not respond to it. The Soviet
Union alone declared that they are
ready to ‘'reduce the stockpiling of
armaments by 50 per cent. There
was no -response from the other side.
Madam, not only that, the Soviet Union
was even prepared to eliminate the
entire  weaponry of nuclear weapons
gradually if the other side responded
properly. But that response did not
come.

If we look at the Geneva talks of
November, we find that it is good that
ultimately President Reagan had to agree to
the talks. It is a victory of the world opinion
for peace. It is a victory for the persistent
efforts of the Soviet Union for peace. But
Reagan, while talking to Gorbachev in
Geneva, made it clear that he will not refrain
from his programme of research in star war.
He says that it is a programme of research. But
that is absolutely wrong. Even the American
experts say that it is nor defensive but rather a
programme of aggression. The star war
programme giveg an advantage to the one who
attacks first. While Reagan is saying that the
star war programme is defensive, Mr. Robert
Brown, President for the Institute of Security
Studies, said in Washington, addressing a
panel on space weapons in June 1984: "Space
weaponry  supposedly being
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developed as a defence against nuclear bombs
would have no real effect against anything
other than silo-based missiles. The net effect
of such systems to both sides gives an
enormous advantage to the one who strikes
first." If mean, that it will give advantage to
them for striking first. Although the American
experts are saying that it is not a defence
programme, Reagn wants to mislead the world
by saying that it is ?¢ defence weapon. I would
like to say that in one newspaper even the
British experts have written that leading
computer scientists were expressing serious
doubts about the defensive nature of the star
war enterprise. They say that far from
preventing war, this programme will increase
the chances of accidental nuclear war. After
his return to Moscow, Gorbachev addressed
the Supreme Soviet and said that after the star
war programme being carried out any
computer going wrong will engulf the entire
world into a nuclear holocaust. After the star
war system is on, it will not depend on human
mind or the political will. Once the war is
started, no ethics or morals will work because
it is the computer that will work. If the com-
puter goes wrong a little way, immediately the
war will begin with irreversible consequences.
There will be nobody left in the world to
reverse the consequences. The war will start.
And retaliation will go on. In this way, the
entire humanity will be destroyed. So,
Reagan's plea that star war is a defence system
is an absolute lie, an absolutely bogus thing. It
iy perpetrated to mislead the world. And it is,
in fact, designed to destroy the entire
humanity. It is designed to gain upper hand in
the parity in military weaponry. He wants to
gain dominance over the Soviet Union. That is
why they are dogmatcally proceeding towards
the star war programme. Madam, w, find that
while America is doing in this ay, they have
got their allies to, the NATO allies. I am
ashamed to talk about
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Britain. They are ever ready to the line of US
imperialism. They have allowed their own soil
for deploying Pe'rshing and Cruise Missile.
Now, they have agreed to join the star war
programme also. And not only that. They ar,
following the American imperialism in all
other ways. They are helping them. If has
become the number two enemy, supporting
the American imperialism in all its nefarious
deeds. Now, American imperialism i trying to
drag Italy and West Germany also in their so-
called research programme of star war be-
cause France, under the leadership of
Mitterand has refused to the line of American
imperialism on the star war programme. That
is why they are trying to drag in West
Germany and Italy. This is what is happening
inside the Europe about the star war
programme.

Madam, while the American impe
rialism is dragging the world On 'to
the road of nuclear holocaust, on the
other side it is trying to intervene in
all countries which are trying to as
sert their independence. As I have
said, whether it is in Nicaragua or

in Angola or in India, everywhere
(hey are trying to intervene. And
now we find that they are forming
airing around India. In Pakistan,

they are forming a base. In  Sri
Lanka, they are trying to form a
base. Even they are trying to form o,

a base in Bangladesh. They are trying to form

a ring around India so that they can intervene

in India and try to disrupt the Indian unity and
dismember the country. But I am sorry to say,
Madam, that although our country, our
leadership is saying every time about the unity
of the country, they are not pointing out the
main danger the 'American imperialism are
trying to penetrate into India. If is high time
that We should point out the enemy, we
should name the enemy, and we should
identify the enemy so that the people become
conscious and people can fight it out. Madam,
our independence is threatened by American
imperialism  bo-
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cause of their interventionist activities whether
through inciting the Kha'listanis or through
other means. Our independence and our
sovereignty are in danger. That is why I would
urge upon. The Government to he more alert
and point out and identify the enemy and
rouse the people to fight against the
imperialist intervention. Madam, our India has
a glorious tradition of fight against
imperialism. Our people fought against it and
laid down their lives. Why not rouse the
people to fight against imperialism? Only
some talk at th, top level is not sufficient at
the present moment.

Madam, I am sorry that when all these things
are going on, our Government is also talking
in wrong terms-First of all, I would like to say
that NAM, the Non-aligned Movement has
made a great contribution towards
maintenanace of peace. It is a Movement of
peace essentially and we support. From our
Party, we have always extended our support
to the Non-aligned Movement. India is the
Chairperson of the NAM which has played a
good role, a significant role in fighting
against imperialism and in
maintaining worldi peace. But
CHOGM ha, played a different part. But the
difference that we find between the NAM
and the CHOGM is that while NAM is
fighting against imperialism, at CHOGM we
are accommodating all sort; of people and we
are compromising there. Regarding!
South Africa, we have compromised with
Mrs.  Margaret Thatcher at CHOGM.
So, while the NAM is fighting against
imperialism, in the CHOGM, there is also
the compromise with imperialism and its
neferious activities.  So, Madam, I would
urge that the activities of the NAM should be
more strengthened, and we  will have t,
rethink about our ties with ; the
Commonwealth and whether they are serving
any purpose.

Finally, Madam, I come to my last point.
Our Government is very much fond of talking
about two Super Powers. What is the fact?
The fact of life is that while the American
Government,
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the US imperialism is trying to engulf the
entire  world into another nuclear holocaust..
It is Soviet Union which is trying to save the
world from the nuclear holocaust and trying to
give peace to the world. But we find that
these two powers are put on the same footing
and we call both of them super powers. What
did Mr. Rajiv Gandhi himself say after his
visit to America andthe Soviet Union?
He is himself on record as having s%d that
Soviet Union is very much  friendly to India
and Rajiv Gandhi wants closer relations
and closer co-operation with the Soviet
Union, while in America we found that
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi did not get that much of
closer co-operation. So, everywhere in the
world we find that the Soviet Union is giving a
helping hand  to non-aligned countries, and is
helping the  Non-Aligned Movement, and
is  helping them economically and, if

necessary, militarily also, through"
technological and economic collaboration.
On the other hand, the American

imperialism is trying to subjugate the earlier
colonies. This is the difference between
the Iwo super powers. They are actually" try-
ing to mislead the people and hiding the main
enemy from the eyes of the people. If the
enemy is hidden from the eyes of the people. I
do not know how the people will be
roused to fight the enemy and without fighting
the enemy how our Prime Minister and
Foreign Minister can save  the country
from the onslaught (f the imperialists. So, I
would appeal to the Government that thTy
should stop talking of two super powers.
They should disinguish  "between ~th, "role
of the two powers. They should tell the people
that thig is the  Soviet Union, the friends of
the  socialist world, they are the friends of
the People, the friends of the oppressed
people, and this is the American
imperialism who are the enemies of the
people, who are the enmies ofthe entire
world. That should be

talked very plainly before the people of our
country and the world. (Time Bell iftngs).
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Now, lastly, our Minister has said
something about the SAARC. I welcome the
development that has taken place through this
meeting and [ hope in future the SAARC will
be able to play a significant and effective role.
I would suggest and T Would request the hon.
Minister to see whether the SAARC can b,
extended in terms of participation. There are
other neighbours who can be included in the
SAARC so that the SAARC becomes
effective for maintaining peace and stability in
the South Asian region, so that we can extend
economic cooperation and trade co-operation
among the countries. (Tirmz hell rings).

Another point I will touch and finish. If is
in this background that I would like the hon.
Minister to think seriously of the China
policy. India is being surrounded by a ring
where imperialist are dominating. It is in the
interests of Indan ppople. it i in the interests
of the Indian nation that we should be more
prompt in solving our dispute with China in
regard to our borders. If is in the interests of
both the countries, China and India, and both
the counfries should come together and in a
spirit of give and take both the countries
should settle their disputes so that in the Asian
region we can maintain peace and we can save
our people from impending danger. So, in the
South Asian Region and in the entire Indian
Ocean alrea Jar maintenance of peace we
should have closer cooperation with all South
Asian countries, including China. Thank you,
Madam.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes,
Shri Shrikant Verma.

SHRI SHRIKANT VERMA
Pradesh):

(Madhya

AN HON. MEMBER: You can come this
side.
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SHRI SHRIKANT VERMA:
Ieaarsfa wa‘teur st gFwa q7 A
TT7 W99 § 0Fr F18 i A FEl
(zameara)
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is not for you
to give him the permission, Mr. Verma. It is
the right of the Chair to permit any Member to
speak from the front benches. It is not your
right. It is my right.

SHRI VIRENDRA VERMA  (Uttar
Pradesh): I have not advised.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: All
right, sit down.. Do not do it again.
(Interruptions)  Very fine.

SHRI VIRENDRA VERMA: Some other
hon. Member advised.

SHRI SHRIKANT VERMA: I sought the
permission from the Chair.

wit sfiwtea At : gty WA,
":fq’t'tgﬁm
ﬂ dr dY | FfFT ’Tb'm fire
mH AW FT E T 15w 403Nt

W ons ot faw ow o o s gay
T wmr wAfe s S e

7% qoq aw froar wr oafe
T3 ¥ uT fgar st &% 1 37 F1
w7 mgqraﬁﬁeﬁ!ﬁ'wwﬁ
G F T ot 2wy fa
T qT O WRT gER qm@m
qar =y @t feer wrE fgeme
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ar§ goe a4t ¥ glagm o Adr 2
I ggmiEg; & A1 1 qaa
Far gAWT, IR FAEAET UF § UF
wst  Fr, glaard &, " e
®Y FETAT  &F AW AT W F oy
EC | W ®ET H qTa q|i A
qagl Taar #fgw & v 3z @9z,
qg AAA, UF AT A, A AT TE;,
W q wg afew 31 Ay A e
feqar w@r & | 347 WA I
ATE G €T A4 A0 A1 A g/
arg A1 gt q@a a2 59 av qwd £
@7 &1 g g fv qer A
Zrar  FaE dE F MT e £ ar
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Va.lampuri John,

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Ona poilt
of clarification,
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: MR.
Valampuri John, just wait. He is on a point of
order for clarification or something.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Madam Deputy
Chairman, on two separate occasions, firstly
on the occasion of the Prime Minister's visit to
Japan and subsequently when v.e were so
enchantingly informed about the well-being of
Asha and Daya by the Minister of External
Affairs, we have been deprived of the benefit
of an intervention bv the Prime Minister
himself. This matter was raised with the Chair
in the Business Advisory Committee and
again this morning. Therefore, I would like to
know, because Rajya Sabha was deprived of
the right to seek clarification from the Prime
Minister when the statement was made,
whether he is going to intervene in this debate
or he is not going to do so.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Foreign
Minister, do you have any information
whether the Prime Minister i; going to
intervene?

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: So far there is no
intention of the Prime Minister to intervene.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY (Tamil NacHu):
When the Prime Minister made a statement on
his visit to Bahamas and also the United
Nations, we were deprived of seeking clari-
fications on the statement that day. Next was
his visit to Japan and Vietnam also. That time
our hon. Minister, Mr. Bhagat, made the
statement. At that time also we demanded that
the Prime Minister should have come and
made the statement. Now on his recent visit to
Dhaka also our Ministe'r, Mr. Bhagat, made a,
statement. This time also we have been
deprived of seeking clarifications from the
Prime Minister. So, it is a very bad precedent
as far as Rajya Sabha is concerned because
this privilege does not exist in the Lok Sabha.
This is a prerogative in Rajya Sabha. It is a
very bad precedent. We are very
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much upset about the attitude of 4hia

Government.
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I understand
your point. I hope the Ministe'r of

Parliamentary Affairs will find out from the
office of the Prime Minister whether he is free
and will-\  ing to come.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: He is interested
in addressing parliaments of foreign
countries, not our*.

saagmafa © #FHET S 9aT TR
FICH | HEEA % FEwT H
e R (W @I THTT)
STRATIIT WEIERA, AIOT BT 42T
5 samwa qf aga wew R,
wasT fqed 97 gwaq: F W |
§ H9F1 ATEAIHT FT OSH qF qgET
1

g

SHRI.VALAMPURI JOHN (famil
Nadu); Madam Deputy Chairman, Mr.
Shrikaat Verma,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: On* more thing.
I do not want to Interrupt you. Today w,e have
been allowed six hours by the Business Adviiory
Committee for this discussion. It is i an important
discussion. So, I think thaf we should forgo the
lunch hour today.
SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Agree.
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is better so
that we can keep it withini  the stipulated time.
SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: We are always
co-operating with the Chai'r.
THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is for your
sake. I do not mind sitting here till any time.

SHRI VALAMPURI JOHN: Mr. Shrikant
Verma, in the course of his speech, made a
reference to the Prime Minister's initiative in
adding a new dimension to our foreign policy,
to our attitude and approach towards various
problems we face in foreign parlance. As he
was making a reference to the new dismension
that the Prime Minister had added, he said that
because of the initiative of the hon. Prime
Minister, M!r. Rajiv Gandhi, Indians today
can walk with their heads aloft in the streets of
Washington and in the streetg of London.
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[Shri Valampuri John]

I do not dismiss what Mr. Shri Kant Verma has
said as pentic exuberance; I do accept what he
has said, but with only one qualification j with
only one reservation. About our approach, our
attitude as far as the different communities of the
world are ceneerned, we may agree that the
Prime Ministers intiative has been so productive
positively productive. But as far as the Srilankan
Tamils are concerned, the Tamil Eelam is
concerned, I would like to inform the House and
I would like to impress upon the Government
that we cannot say the same thing. 1 do not even
for a moment say that there has been a change in
our attitude. I do not say that there has been a
change in our approach. I do not say that there is
a shift in our policy. ‘

' Since Mrs. Gandhi's time to our Honourable
Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi's time I do
not* say that there is a change.

I would like to draw the attention of the
Government to a very tacit fact that earlier
there has been a kind of fear in mind of Mr.
Jaya-wardne. The kind of killings were [ess.
But now we can find a strange adroitness on
the part of Srj Lankan leaders. Not only
strange adroitness but a kind of complacency
has also dawned upon Mr. Jayawardne. This
has been revealed in most of the statements
that have been doled out through their official
communique which have reached us. When
we talk to our friends of the movement we
have more information on the day-to-day
happenings in Sri Lanka than some of the
officers in the Ministry of External Affairs
have who are entrenched in the high pedestal
of this Ministry. I should not be mistaken. It
is not an outrage of
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modesty. There is a fundamental
reason for saying so.

Recently there were press statements what
we understand is that the Government is
entertaining a strange idea. They have been
saying it openly also. Even the Honourable
Prime Minister is reported to have said that
there have been flagrant violations on both
sides. I would like to take a very strong
objection to this kind of statement. When he
says that there have been flagrant violations
on both sides, it is very wrong. You cannot
equate a calculated machination against the
innocent people by Sinhalese army. On the
one hand it is , calculated attack on the
unarmed people—it is state of terrorism—on
the other hand, there might be isolated
incidents of violence by unarmed people in
self-defence. You cannot equate the state
incidents in self-defence. Even animals fight
in self-defence. So when nature concedes a
kind of prerogative for animals to fight in
self-defence you cannot deny the same right
of self-defence to our friends, Tamils there. I
want to impress upon this Government that
they cannot equate both at the same level and
say that there have been flagrant violations on
both sides.

The cease-fire agreement is very clear. The
agreement says that immediately after the
promulgation of the cease-fire there should be
a cessation of raids as well as searches in
Tamil provinces. This has been flagrantly
violated. The official communique issued by
the Srj Lankan Government may make a
claim. After June 13, that is after the
promulgation of cease-fire there have been a
number of occasions where these raids and
searches have taken place. The newspapers
which come from Tamil provinces says that
the Army goes there and cordons off the
entire area in Jafna, Trincomellee, Mattak-
kallapam. Vavuniya and so many
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other places. We have this information from our
friends there. They go and search every house
there. The first question they pose is; Do you have
girls here? The second question they pose is: Do
you have iewels? The third question they pose is;
Do you have Kancheepuram sarees'? The
Sinhalese army is posing these questions to our
friends there who are innocent and unarmed.

In Trincomelee, Mattakkallappam
those three wings of Sri Lankan
Armed forces—the army, the navy
and the air-force are on a spree of
killing Tamils. It is an informal mas
sacre. A total flagrant violation of
the cease-fire agreement. Our people
in the refugee camps at Trincomellee
Mattakkallappam and  Vavuniya have
fled away. Have you ever heard of
refuges fleeing away from the refuge
camps in other countries? They g0
voluntarily to the refugee camps in
other countries. This is clasic and

1

historical example where people flee

away from the refugee camps. These refugee
capms are worse than Nazi concentration
camps.

On the whole there are 104 camps. We can
And 1,23,000 Tamib in concentration camps
are there. After the cease-fire agreement we
have got reliable infomation that 80,000
Tamils have fled away from these con-
centration camps, because they are not
refugee camps. For example in
Mattakkallappam 400 houses have been
destroyed for a military aerodrome. Thig has
been done after the cease-fire. In Vavuniya 18
rice mills, 270 shops and hundreds of Tamils
houses have been dstroyed and razed to the
ground. In Kilinochi a super bazar belonging
to Tamils which is worth of crore of rupees
has been destroyed. In Paruthihurai Harleys
College which is one of the greatest
institutions for Tamils; and Methodist Women
College have been destroyed. The latter is
the in-
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stitution of higher learning. All these
incidents took place after the cease-fire
agreement, that is, June 18.

They have ©been captured by the
unscrupulous military and Tamil students are
prevented from pursuing their studies. In
Ambarai, Tamil women-forty of them-were
stripped off their clothes. They have been
paraded. They have been exhibited to the
human vultures there. 45 military camps were
created after June 18. There is a proposal to
have another military esstablishment after
every 10th mile in the Tamil provinces. Not
only the Tamil people are being masacred the
Sinhalese Government also by a kind of cal-
culated move prevented Tamil people from
executing their agricultural operations. Even
agricultural ponds are destroyed. So, a kind of
economic blocked is being hatched against the
Tamil there. This has happened after June 18,
after promulgation of the cease-gfire.
Fishermen are the worst effected. Most of the
fishermen villages look deserted because they
feel they a*e more safe in the mid-sea than on
the shore in the hands of Sinhalese. Students
are not allowed in most of the places in Tamil
provinces to pursue their studies. In the
Cease-fire Committee, there are three Tamils
and one Mr. Sivanathan, finds a place in the
Ceasefire Committee because he happens to
be the classmate of the Secretary of the
Internal Security Department. On this ground,
because he has gained the confidence of
Sinhalese, he finds a place in the Cease-fire
Committee. The other Tamils except Mr.
Shivanatha, are under surveilance. Their
telephones are being tapped. One Mr. Rod-
rige—a Sinhalese, who finds a place there in
the Ceasefire Committee though he is a Judge,
this Justic* Rudr|ge, even in his public utter-
ances he hag positively asserted that he has to
see one day or the other
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[Shri Valampuri John] that Sri Lanka is
free of Tamils. 1 have got quotations from a
number of Ceylonese papers—17 of them in
the past ten years, through which I can prove
that if you ar, a Sinhalese, you can find a
place in the Committee. If such people find a
place in the Cease fire Committee, what kind
of justice can toe expected by an unarmed,
innocent people, from the hands of Sinhalese
Government? Another term of cease fire is,
the stopping of the infusion of further re-
sources to armed services and police
establishments. This has been totally violated.
The following news item appeared in the Sri
Lanka government-owned newspaper the
DAILY NEWS of August 17, 1985, under the
headline "Danger signals in economy, says
Ronnie": —

"Finance Minis.er Ronnie de Mel
warned of "danger signals" in the economy
and said prospects for the second half of
the year did not "appear very favourable".
The 1985 budget was estimated to be in
deficit of over Rs. 5000 million, the
Minister said. This is a turnaround of Rs.
6700 million from earlier estimates of the
budget which promised a Rs. 1700 minion
surplus.

If we are unable to keep defence
expenditure down due to incr?a>-ing
tension in the country, our efforts to reduce
th, budget deficit and enhance -capital
investment will not be successful”, he said.

Mr. de Mel has gone on record saying that
th, country's  defence spending this year
exceeds Rs. 2000 million over and above the
budgeted Rs. 3800 million. Defence ex-
penditure cost of coun'ry Rs. 16 million a
day, he had said." Wow, I would like to
inform the House that it was June 18, 1985,
i.«. promulgation of ceasefire was on
June 18, 1985. This particular provision
that there will be no more infusion to  the
military as  we'l as
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pobce establishments hag been totally violated
as per the above question of the Finance
Minister Ronnie. I quote what  recently the
Hon'ble Prime Minister i reported to have
made a remark. I have great  regards and
respect for the Prime Minister but Hon'ble
Prime Minister  is reported to have said, we
canno. prevent the country from arming itself.
But i would like to ask through the
instrumentality of the External Affairs
Minister, from .he Prime Minister, when
Pakistan gets itself armed, we rais, a hue and
cry in this country but we are using another
yardstick for Sri Lanka because We have
inherent fear in  ourselves that the Pakistan
may attack us. We raise a hue and cry
whenever Pakistan  is armed but here, Sri
Lanka may no. be an Indian nation. We
may not have suzerainty over their land. We
may not have sovereignty over them. But what
is the land after all. Land is agglomeration of
people; it is people. When the people of
Indian origin are adversely affected and
against them the Sri  Lankan  Government
has increased the defence budget and it is
arming itself, our Prime Minister says, "We
cannot condemn them because we cannot
prevent a nation from arming itself." I would
like .o say to this Government:  we never
say there is a change in your attitude or there
is a shif; in your attitude. But I would like to
say that when the Prime Minister says this is
widely repor ed in the Sri Lankan press, which
results in mass Kkillings. Such kind of
references immediately embolden
Jayewardene and there is mass killing in
Sri Lanka again.

I find that there is another reference in the
cease-fire agreement that there will be no
more colonization. When they say there will
be no more colonization, what happens? New
settlements are allowed. From the 13th
century, a major demographic movement has
taken place in Sri Lanka. The Sinhalese
shifted
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towards southern, wesern and central regions,
and the Tamilg to the northern and eastern
coastal beles. The situation hay been virtually
frozen in this fashion for seven hundred
years. The Portuguese who ruieci os,, of Sri
Lanka since 1606 treated the North and the
East as Tamil territory different from the rest
of ene island. Similarly ;he Dutch from 1658
to 1796 identified the North and the East as
separate Tamil territory. The British too
administered from 1796 to 1833 the North
and the East eseparately. These parts have
been considered as Tamil provinces.

The earliest available census of 1827
shows that there were only 0.3.5 per cent of
Sinhalese in the Nortfi and 0.51 per cent of
Sinhalese in the East. Even in 1921 the
position had not chang :d substantially.

The Srt Lankan Government carry out
deliberate colonization and then deny the
Tamil people their right to own land. In
flagrant violation of the terms of the ceasefire
agreement, 10,000 new Sinhalese have been
settled in Mullaitiva. After the case-fire
agreement, 2,800 people ha\2 been murdered.
After the cease-fire more than 17,000 people
have been arrested. This is not our informa-
tion. This is not our imagination. This is the
claim of the official com-mumques in Sri
Lanka.

Even today, even at this moment. we do not
accuse the Government, that there is a shift in
your policy, that there is a change in your atti-
tude. But I would like to say that a kind of
adroitness has come to Sri Lanka and a
complacency has com'; over us. At the height
Of the Bangladesh war, in a television
interview. a British journalist asked Mrs.
Indira Gandhi. "Why are you helping the
guerillas?" And pat came the reply from Mrs.
Indira Gandhi; "How do you say so? Should
we not help the guerillas? Who attacked firs"?
Innocent people have been killed. The
Pakistani army was
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. on , killing spree. Then the I guerrillas came
and fought in self-defence. That is why we
helped them. W, cannot keep silent when such
crimes are committed and innocent people are
being liquidated." Again on August 27, 1979
Mrs. Gandhi in her letter to Mr. Vaikun-
lhavasan, Convenor, Tamil Coordinating
Committee in London says:

"I have just received your letter of 22nd
August and am horrified to see the
enclosures."

What were the enclosures? They were
photographs of the horrors that happened in
Sri  Lanka and Mrs. Gandhi said she was
horrified to see those enclosures.

"The Janata Party Governmeju is going
out of it; way to be friendly with the
present Government of Sri Lanka. I doubt
if they will wish t, take up the issue. th,
sufferings of the Tamils in Sri Lanka. At
the moment, all attention & on our election
but I shall see if it is possible to bring this
issue to the
notice of the public in some other
way. ”

This is what she has said. Again I i say on'the
floor of Parliament, Mrs. Gandhi on the 16th
August, 1983 called this kind of mass killing as
genocide. When Mrs. Gandhi has taken this kind
of a stand, I do not say there is a change in your
attitude or ' there is a shift in your policy. But I
would like to draw attention to the complacency
to this kind of courage, to this kind of strange
adroitness that has drawn upon Jayewardene
because whatever the Prime Minister says today
gets the topmost priority in the Sri Lankan press.
How does it happen? Why does it happen? All
along we have been saying that these people
have to live together. Bu; I may tell you—yon
mav dismiss my statement; you may I arch your
eyebrows—that you can never make the
Sinhalese and the Ta-
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[Shri Valampuri John]

mils live together because for years for
centuries together, they have been two nations.
When two nations are at war, you have been
sermonising them that they have to live
together. Can you make a lamb and a wolf
livetogether in a tent? It is impossible. You are
trying for something impossible. Even if this
century passes, even if India sees very many
Prime Ministers on the pedastal, this cannot
happen. We have been telling the whole world
that "°w there is a kind of an international
situation, that international ideas are changing.
Amnesty International has reported an MPs's
team has come from England, another team
has visited from Australia. It is time the
Government of India sent another MPs' team
from India to assess the situation there. There
is an economic blockade. For years together
the ve'ry economy of the Tamils in Sri Lanka
was mainly dependent on agricultural
products—potatoes, chillies and onions.
Agricultural income was the foundation of
their economy. But what happened now? The
Sri Lankan Government, because it imposes
economic blockade on the people, on the
Tamils, is not purchasing potatoes, onions and
chillies because the people of the Tamil
Province live upon these products. Instead of
purchasing from them, the Sri Lankan
Government is importing everything f“om
Indiaj, and India allows it. Now may I ask: Do
you have sympathy for Tamil in Shri Lanka- If
yaou have even a streak of sympathy, do you
allow this kind of an export from this country?
Purposely Ja-yawardene imports from here
potatoes, chillies and onions, only to impose
economic blockade on the Tamils. And
wittingly o, unwittingly you are helping the Sri
Lankan Government. You are answerable for
this, not only to us, to the whole world. When
there is a problem in Namibia you say we a're
with you. When there is a problem in Africa,
you say we are with you. What kind of an
approach this is
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I d not know. I do not understand why you
adopt such a different stance When there is a
problem in a distant place, you support the
people there, but when it happens nea'r here,
under your very nose, you are not prepared to
support the people's cause here. We have to
convince the world leaders. It is time we took
steps to convince the world leaders that there is
justification for a war against Sri Lanka. Sri
Lanka may be a very tiny island. But when
they are carrying on military operations and
police action, unless and until you find,
explore, possibilities other than diplomatic,
other than peaceful, negotiations, this problem
will not end because Jayawardene is
succeeding in convincing some of the officers
of the External Affairs Ministry that the
terrorism that is taking place there is deep
rooted, that he is having to deal with the same
kind of terrorism that we have witnessed in
Punjab. But between the terrorism we have
witnessed in Punjab and the terrorism that he
has unleashed on the innocent people of Sri
Lanka theTe is a vast difference, there is a
world of difference. There is a safeguard fo,
the minorities in ou'r Constitution, i, our
country. There is no safegaurd, there is no
safety, whatsoever for the minorities in Shri
Lanka. These a're two different things. But he
tries to equate the two. That is how he is trying
to convince our officers. In this situation Rajiv
Gandhi is our only hope. Today he is the
captain of the ship of our nation. We believe in
him. 1 tell you, it may not be today, it may not
be tomorrow, some day or other Tamil Eelam
will be the only reality. Today you may laugh
at it, but nowhere in the human history have
you heard innocent people being butchered
again and again for ethnic reasons. But the
people have never 'remained silent and the day
has come in the history of the world wh-en
people have risen. Even today I find they
themselves go for agricultural operations...
(Time bell rings) And today when under the
presidentship
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of Jayawardene Sri Lanka is behaving in this
fashion, it is time you recognised this kind of
a liberation army... (Time bell rings) and
unless you recognise it the world will look at
you with suspicious eyes.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Before I call
Shri Madan Bhatia. I request our new Panel
Member, Shri M. P. Kaushik, to take the
Chair. 1 hope everyone will cooperate with
him as they have been cooperating with
othe'rs.

The Vice-Chairman (Shri M. P. Kaushik, i,
th, Chair).

SHRI JAGESH DESAI (Maharashtra): Mr.
Vice-Chairman, . are very happy that you
a're presiding over the proceedings and I am
sure that your valuable experience will guide
this House. Ou, cooperation will be there with
you.

SHRI GHULAM RASOOL MATTO
(Jammu and Kashmir): i associate myself
with the sentiments expressed by my
honourable friend.

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHANDRAKANT
BHANDARE (Maharashtra): On the first day
you must give us the maximum time.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK). Now, Mr. Madan Bhatia.

SHRI MADAN BHATIA (Nominated):
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the history of
mankind in the post-Second World War era*
has been a history of contradictions. The year
1985, which is coming to a close, has been a
remarkable symbol of these contradictions of
this history.

Sir, the Second World War brought so
much havoc, destruction and death on the
world the like of which had never been seen
by the humanity before. On the sollering ruins
brought about by the Second Wo'rld War,
man aspired to build a new world, a new,
world free from fear of wa, and wa'r itself, a
world from which fear and hunger would be
totally eliminated, , world which will be free
from the courage of inequality
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and the indignity of racism, a world in which
every nation will have the right to stand up to
and rise to the full stature of her destiny. But
this did not happen. But what actually
happened? On the one hand, Sir, the world
saw the armaments race and the nuclear 'race
of a dimension the life of which the world had
never seen before and, on the other, we saw
man clinging to the precipice of peace with
the security almost of a razor's edge. On the
one hand we saw the emancipation of the
whole of Asia and Africa and, on the other,
we saw colonialism fighting the last— ditch
battles in different parts of the world. On the
one hand, we saw the struggle of man to free
himself from the shackles of want and hunger
and, on the other, we saw the forces of
imperialism seeking to prevent the new
nations from rising to the full stature of their
destiny.

I would respectfully submit, Sir, that on the one
hand, we saw the people in different parts of the
world seeking to co-ope'rate with each other ii
order to bring about a new era of peace and
prosperity and, on the other, we saw those very
regions gripped with tensions and conflicts. May
I respectfully submit, Sir, that the year 1985 has
symbolised all these contra-! dictions? On the
one hand, we have been a witness to the resolve
of the United States to carry the nuclear arms
race into the outer space and, on the other, we
have seen the Geneva summit at which the
United States chose to abandon the deadful
doctrine which had been enunciated by President
Reagan, namely, the winnability of nuclear wa'r
and joining hands with Mr. Gorbachov to declare
what was contained in the summit declaration
which I would like to quote here:

"The two sides, having discussed the key
security issues and conscious of the special
responsibility of the USSR, and the US for
maintaining peace, have agreed that a
nuclear war cannot be won and they will
not seek to achieve military security."
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Sir, on the one hand, we have seen the United
States and some of its allies continuing to
give support to the

racist regime in South Africa.........cccc.c....
and on the other hand, we have seen the
gleam of light in the declaration made at the
Commonwealth Conference which said, and 1
again quote:

"We, therefore, call on the authorities in
Pretoria fo'r the following steps to be taken
in a genuine manner and as a matter of
urgency:

—declare that the system of Apartheid
will be dismantled and specific and
meaningful action taken in fulfilment of
this..."

Sir, on the one hand, 1985 has ssen the
continued struggle of the people of Namibia
against the stranglehold of colonialism by the
South African regime, on the other hand, we
have also seen the Non-alignment movement
led by India making a declaration in concrete
terms that we shall come forward with
mate'rial support 1o the people of Namibia,
fighting for their independence. In 1385 we
have also seen the tragedy of the people of
Palestine, their struggle to secure for
themselves their hearths and homes and their
dignity. On the other hand, we hav2 also seen
1985 as a year in which 1'concerted efforts
have been made tc snuff out the flame of
struggle of the people of Palestine. In 1985 we
have also seen tensions and conflicts in diffe
‘ent parts of the world, and particularly the
South Asian region of the woiM. But it is
'remarkable that 1985 has also seen the birth
of South Asian Association for Regional Co-
operation. This is a unique development. I
respectfully submit. Sir, that one really
wondcr, how it has taken almost 40 years fo'r
this development to come about.

The -next quesSfion, . Stir, ,is,,
where does India stand with regard to these
developments iri 19175? My submission, Sir,
Js that it is a matter Of gratification and pride
fy'r India and Indian people that India was not
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only on the side of the positive forces which
operated in 1985 but was almost at the centre of
these forces. Take, for example, the nuclear
armament race. It was India which hosted the six-
nation summit at New Delhi i, 1985 January, and
it is this Summit which I had declared "We
reiterate our appeal for an all-embracing halt to
the testing, production and deployment of nuclea,
weapons and their delivery system." This
declaration was followed up by the visits of our
hon. Prime Minister to the United States and the
USSR. This declaration was further followed up
by a powerful call given by the hon. Prime
Minister of India at the United Nations, calling
upon the super powers to bring about—I just
quote a few lines from the speech of the hon.
Prime Minister at the United Nations; he
declared:

"All of us have a collective interest in the
preservation of the planet. Let us cure the
world of the insanity of nuclear militarism.
Let man's creative genius be utilized on
behalf of enrichment, and not destruction."

It is this contribution made by India towards the
political climate in the world which brought
about certain very positive steps. The first was
the unilateral declaration by the USSR of a
moratorium on nuclear tests for a period of one
year. The second was the proposal, again made
by the USSR j to the United States, for 50 per
cent reduction in the nuclear armaments. It was
this political climate created in the world, to
which India had contributed, which brought
about the Submit at Geneva between the two
Heads of States or the USA and the USSR, where
the two leaders got together and declared and T
again quote: "They agreed to accele'rate work
with a view to accomplish tasks set down in the
joint US—Soviet Agreement of January 1985,
Viz. to prevent arms race in space." It is true that
President Reagan declared to the nation that the
United States has no intention of
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abandoning this programme o;jJ star war. So
far as Gorbachev is concerned, he declared to
the Supreme Soviet that this may not be
treated as the last word, and I respectfully
submit, Sir, this may be so because of the
declaration which has been made at Geneva.
And what was India's contribution towards
this vital aspect of the nuclear armament race?
This wa, the declaration made at Delhi in
January, 1985. (Time bell rings,) Sir. Just one
or two more minutes. The declaration said:
"Outer space must be used for the benefit of
mankind as a whole and not as a battleground,
of the future. We, therefore, call for the
prohibition on developing, testing, production,
deployment and use of all space weapons."

Sir, in 1985; India decided to keep aside th,
regional tensions and conflicts and differences
between herself and Pakistan and play a
leading role to bring “about this association of
the southern region. I respectfully submit that
so far as this particular region is concerned, it
shares common culture, it shares common
history and to a considerable extent it shares
common languages. But despite all these
factors of commonality, these countries could
not come together. But now they have come
together. Take, for instance, western Europe.
Under the compulsion of economics, under
the compuision of 'h, consequences of Second
World War and under the compulsion of the
activities of the modern State as a welfare
State the western European countries came
forward and formed the Eurooean Economic
Community. Let us hope and prav that this
particular association in South Asia will be
the equivalent, the beginning of the equivalent
of the European Economic Community.

In the end, I want to submit tha' the famous

American philosopher Will Dur'ant once aid:
"The story of man is the s*ory of river

with banks. In the river the man has been
fighting, has been
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quarrelling, has been waging vvdis and
battles and has been sneduing blood. On
the bank the man hag uuiU nomts, die man
has sans songs, the man has loved the
maxm has talked of peace, the man has
helped his fellow human beings;

I respectfully submit tha. India a contribution
towards humanity in j.ioj has been a symbol
of man's story on the banks. And for this
contribution which India has made, Jet us not
deny the credit which is due to the hon. Prime
Minister. Le-us give him a hand and a saluie
and wisn him godspeed in the years to corns
for the persistent efforts which are being
made by the hon. Pr.me Minister to create a
new climate of peace, amity. co-operation,
and a new world order. Thank you.

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY
(Karnataka); Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I
welcome this debate on international
situation. But I only hope thi; will be a
regular feature in future also. As you know,
Sir, there used to be a debate in every session
of Parliament when Nehru was the Prime
Minister. It was given up. But I hope and
trust, at least, heteafter this convention is
observed, in every session of Parliament the
international siuation is debated. Sir, this is an
important debate where I expect the Prim,
Minister also to be present because several
Members here are praising him and prising
his role. I very much wish that he should be
present in the House to hear the praises and
flatteries and also provide ug an opportunity to
hear him. I feel that the Prime Minister should
come and intervene in the debate.

Sir, this is an important year which marks
the 40th Anniversary of th, United Nations.
This Anniversary has been observed all over
the world. India was a founder-member of
the United Nations and it has played a limited
role in the United Nations as well a, in
various agencies



219  Motion re. present

[Shri M. S. Gurupadaswamy]

of the United Nations. India also has been a
founder-member  of the  Non-aligned
Movement , leading member of the Non-
aligned Movement. Even there, it has been
playing a limited role. And in the
Commonwealth too, it ha; been associating
itself with all its activities. My point i that
India has been playing a very limited but
vacillating rol, on occasions. It has not been
very effective, it has not been very effective
because of certain

compulsions, or imperatives 2
P.M. inthe situation. Sir. we

are in , mad, mad, mad world where
power counts; values, ideals, objectives,
principles play a secondary role." They only
buttress th, nations which have miliary and
economic power. India i; adversely affected in
playing its legitimate role equal to its status or
commensurate to Us siz, and importance all
along. Our role has not been commensurate
with our location as a country, its history and
background. The credibility of any nation, Sir,
is measured in terms of military strength and
economic power. On both these counts India
canno equal some of the powerful countries of
the world. Take China. It has been playing
quite an effective role in the international
affairs. Sir, China was trailing behind India in
1949, boch economically and politically and
militarily too. But over a period of years it has
been able to build its might and it is causing
an uneasy feeling and a certain amount of con-
sternation even among great powers. Even
small na ions U*e Yugoslovia is hilding its
own against great power, Ssuper power,
because of its strong' leadership, because of its
economic strength, and because of its military
might. Today we have not been able to play an
effective role. very effective role in the United
Nations or in the Commonwealth or in the
Non-Aligned Meetings because of this fact
this drawback. No nation today' when power
and power alone is most important, can play a
very effective role and influence the poli-
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cies of other countries so long a, that country
does not  have the military strength or th,
necessary  economic might.  This hag been
our handicap. Take the case of Indian Ocean.
We have been saying for years that it should
b, a zone of peace. The Indian Ocean does not

wash the shores of great powers and it has
nearly thousand million people  surrouding
it, including India it has nearly 36 states,

na'ions, bordering th, Ocean. its shores. So
long and so far India has not been able to be
effective; it has not been abl, to check the
infiltration of the Indian Ocean by Super
Powers. Sir, Indian Ocean is an ocean of the
future; it iy an ocean of destiny; it is ocean
where there is tremendous wealth; it holds
the key for world communication.
Whichever power controls the Indian
Ocean, will have India at its mercy If we can
not match with our own power if we cannot
match the powers of other countries in the
India Ocean,I am afraid there will be
a terrible set-back, calamity, tragedy for
India itself. = We have not been effective to
check either the ~ Soviet Union or the United
States coming into the Indian Ocean. We have
failed there.

We hav, not been effective in Afghanistan.
We have been waivering, vacillating. Our
stands have shifted from time to time. Today,
Afghanistan's future is shrouded with un-
certainty. We do not know what will happen
to Afghanistan. During ihe days of the
British, Afghanistan was regarded as buffer
State for India. Tibet was regarded as a buffer
State for India. W, have given up these buffer
States. Afghanistan and Tibet, are very
important for the security of India." We hav,
been waivering and vacillating on Afgha-
nistan. We have accepted power of China
over Tibet.

Fortunately we have formed an association,
SAARC. I wish this, regional  association
becomes viable,
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credible, strong and dynamic in future. But
the test of our success in this iies in solving
certain basic problems .

Take th, case of Tamilians in sri Lanka
today. My triend made a reference. .. (Time
bell rings). T nave not spoken much. I
think.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK). I have already given 13
minutes.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY:; First day you
should be liberal.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M P.
KAUSHIK): I can't help.

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: 1
will finish within five minutes.

Sir, I was referring to Sri Lanka. My friend
referred to this issue. Please remembe” unless
we settle this issue amicably, unless the
Tamii-iang are made to feel that they are
secure and unless there is administrative and
political devolution of power for Tamilians i,
the northern and eastern provinces, I am
afraid this will 'be a problem for India and for
Sri Lanka. In Sri Lanka as you know, already
fereign powers have been intervening. We do
not want either Sri Lanka or any country in
this regional grouping for tha. matter to be a
hand-maiden of a Super Power. I think, we
should settle this issue, the Prime Minister
should take mor, initiative in this regard. He
has been rather weak hesitant, defensive, in
the ma'ter of setting the problem of the
Tamilians in Sri Lanka.

Sir, Pakistan is another country which is
important in this grouping. There are about 21
divisions in Pakistan. Out of these 21 division
19 divisions are deployed around our borders.
Only one division is deployed against
Afghanistan. This is not a happy situation. We
have to take up this issue with Pakistan. We
should create more confidence in Pakistan.
SAARC should not go the way =~ ASEAN
has gone. Today
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among tne ASIKAN countries uh<2 spim
wmch was mere wnen u was Lorniea, is not
prevailing. Way: because, tnere is ,, political
win. there is buueauciauc ineraa. 'lucre is
suspicion among these countries. Today,
ASKAIiM, thougn it iy m existence, is not
playing us historic role. I would like the
SAARC countries, to develop contacts with
ASEAI\ countries on the one side and GCC
countries in the Middie-Easi on tne other.
They are important. GCC countries are
another grouping in the middle east. These
groupings have got to combine so tnat the
great powers, the super powers, will not be
able to play havoc in this region. Please
remember, Sir, almost ail the conflicts and
wars after the Second World War have been
fought in Asia. Nearly sixty wars and confbts
have been fought there. There were no wars
in Europe. There were no wars in North
America. Almost all the conflicts have been
fought in Asia. Therefore, Sir, these group-
ings are important. SAARC, ASEAIN and
GCC groupings should combine, evolve a
common strategy, which will contain the
super power rivalry and confrontation. In this
strategy, Indian Ocean becomes important.
China is also trying to enter the Indian Ocean.
Japan is trying to enter th, Indian Ocean.
Already, Soviet Union and America are in the
Indian Ocean.

Sir, Jn the end, I would say to the hon.
Minister, my friend that regional groupings
have got to be viable, credible; strong and all
the misunderstanding's and suspicions have
got to be removed. There hag got to be greater
consolidation of these groupings so that the
Third World, and South Asia in particualr,
could be free from the super power rivalry,
could be free from the gunboat by diplomacy
which has been unleased by the super powers.
I do not make any distinction between
America and Russia in this. Both are in the
same category, at the same level. Both of
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them want to dominate the world. We do not
want to succumb to this domination. China is
also emerging as a super power. It considers
itse'lf that it is the heart of Asia. Historically,
China has been an expansionist power. You
should bear this in mind. Therefore, Sir, India
is surrounded by all these countries. China,
Russia, Americ, and others. These are th,
challenges which we have got to meet. The
only answer i the country has got to be strong
militarily and economically. The Prime
Miniser must evolve a consensus, adopt a
consensus strategy to formulate our foreign
policy.

Sir, in the end, I will say one thing. The
foreign policy of this country is,
unfortunately, shaped by individuals, not
institutions. Individuals are directing this
policy, not the institutions, like in the Western
countries. This kind of a thing should stop,
Sir, External Affairs Ministry is not taking
important decisions, is not shaping foreign
policy. It is either the Prime Minister's
Secretarial or the Cabinet Secretariat or the
Prime Minister at the personal level taking de-
cisions. This should not be there. The whole
thing has to be changed. In the days of
Jawaharlal Nehru the foreign policy was
formulated by the External Affairs Ministry
after arriving at broad consensus. That
method hau to be adopted now. Individuals
may be important, eminent, but they cannot
be given the power of formulating or shaping
our foreign policy.

SHRI VISHWA BANDHU GUPTA
(Delhi): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I am
thankful to hon. Mr. Gurupadaswamy for at
least one thing. The key, according to him, in
foreign policy is to remove suspicions
between nations and peoples. He also
referred to SAARC and the recent initiative.
We are meeting in a very happy atmosphere
of the birth of SAARC South Asian
Association of Regional Cooperation. Now,
there are many formations and groupings in
the world .already either for peace-
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ful or military purposes, lik. ASEAN EEC.
NATO, Warsaw Pact, etc., but I venture to
suggest that SAARC is, in many ways, unique
and, therefore', the circumstances of its birth
are happy and significant one. Sir, SAARC
hag been derided in some quarters as a
grouping of poor nations, but that precisely i
a unique and significant quality. Other group-
ings are of rich nations, trying to enlarge their
prosperity, well beyond super abundance,
where&o SAARC is of poor nations, but
proud and conscious of their development
strategy and their sharing of evolving techno-
logical knowhow. Therefore they can also
fruitfully prosper and progress.

Sir, as the Prime Minister put it succinctly,
the objectives of the SAARC are towards
attaining collective selff-reliance,
strengthening the forces of multi-lateralism
and worldwide cooperation. As the Prime
Minister also put it, the South Asian countries
had not sought to meet their bilateral
relationship into a common regional identity,
but rather to fit South Asian cooperation into
their respective foreign policy as an
additional dimension. Therefore, I am very
happy that this SAARC has been bom and I
think this in itself answers on, of the points
made by m, learned friend that it is an or-
ganisation to remove suspicions in this
region, to get further cooperation in this
region. And I am very happy that we have
taken a key initiative in thi; matter.

Here 1 would also like to clarify and
remove a misconception that India's foreign
policy has been radically changed or altered
or that a major shift has taken plac, in its
thust in the past years. If at all there has been
any shift it can only be in certain emphasis
but its basic principles remain unaltered from
the days when Jawaharlal Nehru propounded
the lasting philosophy of non-alignment and
peaceful co-existence. My  friend has
mentioned
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that we have failed not only in the Non-
Aligned Movement, but also in the
Commonwealth, in the United Nations. I
would like to know if the chairmanship
of the NAM i not itself a proof that we
have had a substantial contribution in the
Non Aligned Movement,

Sir, my friend referred to China as a big
power in this area and playing a very
effective role in world affairs. As far as
Ti can see China is playing only a second
fiddle to the United States and a second
or third fiddle to the U.S.S.R. They are
making every effort to try and continue to
bridge their gaps though they do not see
eye to eye with each other. I do not see
how even China can be called to be
playing a more effective role than India
in world affairs today.

Sir, the hon. Member, Shri Guru-
padaswamy, mentioned about the
oceanline that we have, which is very
large, and he wanted us to prevent by
force or otherwise the Super Powers from
entering this area. I do not know if the
Super Powers have been successful even
in keeping each other out frem their own
shores. I do not know India in the present
situation and at the present stage of
development can possibly keep the Super
Powers, who are rivals to each other,
away from this area. I agree with him that
the future of India, future of the World
perhaps, also lies in this area. It is a very
vital area for us and we have left no stone
unturned to bring this to the notice of the
Super Powers, as well as, I am sure he
would have read in the newspapers there
has been tremendoug support from the
Non Aligned Movement for keeping this
area as a zone of peace.

He also referred to Afghanistan. I r am
only taking a few points. Mr. Vice-
Chairman, could India have taken any more
diplomatic initiative in Afghanistan than
has been taken over the last one year? The
matter has been discussed by our hon.
Prime Minister both with the president of
USA and the Party Secretary
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of USSR and h, has tried to talk to them
to find an amicable solution and I think
there is some silver lining to the cloud as
far as Afghanistan is concerned after the
recent visit of our Prime Minister to the

USA.

Mr. Gurupadaswamy also referred to Sri
Lanka. I think I would agree with him that
Sri Lank's problem and Tamilian problem is
very vital for us, but in his whole speech
ra'a)3e today he has failed to make even one
single specific suggestion as a solution to
this problem. This house ha; debated this
problem many a time and there has been no
specific solution coming forward from the
Opposition, let alone I by my hon. friend. I
think the initiatives taken by our
Government, the Ministry of External
Affairs especially our Prime Minister, in
having dialogues with the President of Sri
Lanka have shown that we have made every
earnest effort to solve this problem and that
we are aware of the vital need of the
Tamilians to have a reasonable solution, an
honourable solution to this problem. I would
not take more than a few minutes, Sir.

Now, my friend also referred to
Pakistan. Again I have to say the same
thing. With regard to Pakistan, I think our
foreign policy has been very very
pragmatic. Their effort in making the
atomic bomb has kept us on our toes, we
have been very alive t, the question. We
have been very firm but very clear on
what we wish to do. We do not wish to
have a nuclear race, an armament race in
this region. This point has been made
clear to Pakistan at practically all levels
but at the same time, Sir efforts have
been made to build confidence between
the people of Pakistan and the people of
India and remove suspicions. One of the
reports says that the President of Pakistan
himself is coming here on the 17th to
have a dialogue and have the matters
discussed and sorted out across the
table. 1 Now, Sir I think that this
intiative and this foresight of our
Government, | our  Ministry  and
our Prime Minister is ample proof
that the
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approach of the Government of India its
foreign policy i to remove suspicions—
of which Mr. Gurupadaswamy had made
reference in the beginning.

I would only like to make one or two
points more. The major concern of India
has been and will continue to be t, see
that the world is at peace and wanting to
bring about development and prosperity.
Disarmament been a very major concern
for us, which involves the very survival
of th, human race. The arms build-up
and, particularly, the horrifying space war
concept not only imperils the millions of
the world but also retards all
development. Nations go on wasting
money and resources on these very
negative fields of operation. Thi is a
matter of major concern to us.

In the light of all this it is obvious that
India's foreign policy, as enunciated and
practised by the country today, is the best
we can have and, therefore, it merits the
fullest support of all the people of India.
Thank you, Sir.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, I cannot help reflecting
that whenever I have been a witness to
discussions and debates on our foreign
policy—and I have had occasion to say
this earlier—I am reminded of love-
makng between elephants; It is always;
conducted at a very high level it is
accompanied by a great deal of noise, and
we don't come to know of the results for a
least two and a half years. Except that all
the previous speakers have spoken about
India's foreign policy and had gone back
to World War II. I am glad they did not
go back to Ramayana and such other
mythical days. We are however really
speaking of the past one year, of the
steering of our foreign policy by the
present Government—therefore, we are
talking of the past one year—then the
peregrinations of the Indian foreign
policy and its chief architect in that one
year, is really the object of our inquiry,
interest of
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hilarity, depending on whichever way
you approach the matter.

Sir, unfortunately this is a point which
has been made by some other speakers as
well ag the Ministry of External Affairs in
India in discussions of foreign policy, is
really an irrelevancy. They are not the
architects of our policy quite often they
are not even the spokesmen of it.
Therefore. 1 find his whole aspects of
discussions on our Indian foreign policy
being conducted by the hon. Minister as
really a kind of shadow play.

I wrote recently, Sir that thig last one
year of the Indian foreign policy
iiresistably reminds me of a book which
was published in the mid 70 and which
wag called the Philosophy of Andy
Warhol From A to B and Back Again.
That is the impression that the Indian
foreign policy has conveyed in one year.
I do not wish to be epedantric 1. w,ill,
therefore put across to the hon. Minister
all the doubts that have arisen hi my
mind and would except that in the
process of clarifications, in his replies he
will attempt to clear some of them.

Following upon the get-acquainted visit
of high summer of 1&85 when the chief
architect of our foreign policy took a visit
abroad to get acquainted with various
people the next significant development
in the conduct of our foreign policy was
in the autumn of this year when tours
were again undertaken and when, leaders
from othe, nations also visited, the Baha-
mas and the UNO which process for
current year iy now over. I regret that we
were earlier denied of an opportunity to
clarify this autumn visit else some of
these queries would not arise. The first
casualty of these autumn visits was the
PLO. It was a very welcome initiative
that we had taken, that the Head of the
PLO Yassar Arafat, been invited to the
40th anniversary celebrations of the
United Nations. And then quite inexpli-
cably and with unbelievable pusillanimity
we capitulated under the
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bullying of the United States of America and
disinvited him. I do not think that the
invitation to the UN 40th anniversary
celebrations is quite the same thing as an
invitation by the Indian Youth Congress.
Therefore, I would like to know from the hon.
Minister what precisely happened. We took
the initiative to invite Mr. Yasser Arafat.
What exactly happened which resulted in our
dis-invit-ing him?

Then the sorry saga of South-African
sanctions. On this vexed question, on an
carlier occasion when we attempted to ask
clarifications from the hon. Prime Minister,
the chief architect of India's South African
policy we chose to lower the whole debate to
the level of a Doon School dormitory, jibe.
That is matter for him to decide. It is aso a
matter of choice. The question, however, still
remains, and I would, therefore, ask the Prime
Minister today at least to move away from hiy
Doon School dormitory come to the House
and explain to us, firstly, how you reconcile
comprehensive mandatory sanctions with the
limited object, purpose, intent, content of
recommending merely recommending not
mandatory, taut limited economic measures. It
was our understanding an assurance had been
given in the House that our aim as far as the
Pretoria regime is concerned, is the removal of
apartheid. It is not preservation of the illusion
of Commonwealth unanimity. How do you
therefore, call a comprehensive mandatory
sanctions a the same thing as recommending a
course of action?

Just one or two additional brief words
about South Africa. Let us experience what
are the steps being recommended. This group
of elder statesmen, who are more elder than
statesmen, after it gets constituted, for the first
six months thereafter will observe what South
Africa does and does not do. Then it will
recommend to all the Commonwealth coun-
tries and those which participated in the
holiday climate of Bahamas to stop buying
Kregerrand. Canada will
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be delighted if you stop buying krou-gerrand,
their sales will increase. Who constitutes this
group is not entirely besides the question. One
is Lord Anthony Barbar, a former Chancellor
of Exchequer, currently the Chairman, 0f
Standard Chartered Bank which has vast
commercial interests in South Africa. Julius
Nyerere declined to be a member of this
group of elder statesmen. Pierre Trudeau also
declined. We depute a venerated foreign
policy name, Sardar Swaran Singh about
whom I would not go further into that matter.
The point is that with his kind of
instrumentally we are attempting to put across
to the country that our policy on South Africa
as far as Bahamas meet was a great success.
And further that as far as South Africa is
concerned it has been a great success. | am
not convinced, I would therefore, repeat my
question. How do you reconcile the difference
between comprehensive mandatory economic
sanctions and merely a recommendation of
economic measures— those also to be
adopted after this group of six amongst
whom, I have just taken but one name have
studied and come up by June, 1986 with re-
commendations? i

My next point is what happened, during
these travels on the occasion of the United
Nations 40th anniversary? The U.N. statement
on this occasion raises large questions about
India and the United Nations. According to
me, two issues are invited. I would request the
Minister to clarify these points. Firstly, in the
UN. it was our initiative against that we
wanted a statement to be accepted on the
occasion of 40th anniversary of U.N. The
UN. General Assembly rose without
accepting any statement leave alone our
initiative- we had given considerable publicity
to the fact that we were taking the initiative
and yet that statement was not adopted. I
would therefore, like to know from the
Government—what were the particular
references in the draft that we had worked so,
hard on that met with diffl-
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culties, if so, why and from whom? What was
our response to those difficulties? Yet again
like in the case of P.L.O. What that made us
give up? Or alternative' /, why was this draft
not accepted?

Secondly, as far as India and the United
Nations were concerned, a very brief news
report appeared in the press on November 22,
which is a factual report. I would like the
Honourable Minister to explain in the wake of
this report, whether India was diplomatically
isolated by a group of almost impossible to
conceive of as alies who aligned against India,
the United States, Libya and Iraq (Time bell
rings) Mr. Vice-Chairman Sir, the next
speaker has agreed to give five minutes of his
time.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK): Sorry, Sorry. How he can give?

SHRI has

agreed.

JASWANT SINGH: He

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHANDRAKANT
BHANDARE: I have agreed to give time
tomorrow but not today.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK): You cannot give time to
anybody.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Anyway, the
United States, Libya, Iraq and Zambia not
only aligned against India but also against
non-aligned a; well as Commonwealth
countries.

On a resolution moved by Pakistan on the
question of nuclear arms free zone, the voting
pattern was 90:3 which stands with India,
Mauritius  and  Bhutan. Would  the
Government like to, comment, because; it is a
reflection of what India's position today is in
the United Nations.

On Indo-U.S. relations, I will just raise
four specific questions. We were
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, given to understand that following upon these
great visits to, the United States a new dawn
had broken out in Indo-U.S. relations. A Staid
Journal like the Wall Street Journal com-
ments, say break danced on the streets of
New, York" and devised pharaseo-logy which
suggested. Rajiv and Indian Reagan-
Thatcherism, whatever that might mean. My
specific questions therefore, are: Would the
Government clarify that they have taken up all
those matters with the Govern-men of U.S.A.?
If you have taken up these matters, what has
been the response of that Government? And
what is your response to the reaction of the
Government of U.S.A.? My first query is
upon the termination of the present agreement
with the Pakistan in 1986. U.S.A. will not
automatically grant the
Pak demand and these figures are

not clear. It is rumoured that they could be as
much as 6.4 billion dollars. Secondly, in the
context of this Arms Agreement, has the
Government of India asked the Government of
USA to clarify and re-define its obligation to
Pakistan under the 1959 Mutual Security
Agreement so that US involvement in an Indo-Pak
conflict is ruled out. (Time bell r*ngs). Sir, you
have to give me some more time. I will sum up
very quickfy. Thirdly, in this context of improved
Indo-U.S. relations, has the Government of India
asked the Government of USA to clarify that the
inclusion of Pakistan as one of the 19 countries
covered by the recently established Central
Command does not relate to contingencies involv-
ing India and Pakistan, and in your reply, iclude
the Indian Ocean also? Fourthly, has the
Government of India sought an assurance at any.
time during this last one year from the USA, that
in the new security relationships with Pakistan, it
does not involve any intelligence-sharing between
them J which could be adverse to the Indian
security interests?

1

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN
P. KAUSHIK): Please conclude.

(SHRIM. I
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SHRI JASWANT SINGH; Sir, T will
conclude in two minutes. So much for that I
will now conclude by touching' upon some
item of crucial importance, national security,
the Government's pronouncements on national
security and on the nuclear conundrum that it
has created. Because my time is limited, I will
not say what I have to say on the subject. [
will merely ask clarifications. During these
recent travels, the Hon'ble Prime Minister
made statements, while abroad, while out of
the country, of , Chemical Warfare threat from
Pakistan, of a chemical warfare angle to Indo-
Pak security—which chemical warfare threat,
angle, suggestion, question, all seem: to have
chemically evaporated eversince the Delhi
Gas leak. Would, therefore, the Government
clarify thi; as to what the Prime Minister
meant? How has that threat suddenly
vanished? Secondly, there were reports that
following upon the meeting with President Zia
in New York an agreement has been reached
of Nuclear Scientists to meet together, and
that was followed upon by a frenzy of
contradiction issuing. What is the correct
stand? I believe, Sir, that you will ring the
Bell very quickly. Before you do so, I will
also quickly conclude by pointing out in two-
three sentences, that this whole confusion that
has been created on the nuclear question.
Having unwillingly been forced into a
situation of acquiescence in conventional
weapons parity, a situation of nuclear weapons
asymmetry will not now be accepted by either
of the two countries. The options available,
therefore, to India are of either a resolute,
purposeful, controlled nuclear weapons pro-
gramme or an equally purposeful but a joint
programme for non-nuclear South Asia. The
Government of India does neither. The Prime
Minister says one thing, at one place, and
quite another thing, at another place. The
Hon'ble External Affairs Minister is
attempting to cover the track of confusion
which is spread on the nuclear question by the
Prime Minister, which further confounds

[ 10 DEC. 1985 ]

International Situation 234

the situation. I would appeal to the
Government, in all seriousness, that ambiguity
on as important a question as nuclear threats,
is not a good policy and whenever the
Government chooses to speak on nuclear
subjects on nuclear weapons matters and more
particularly, when it is the Prime Minister that
speaks he must speak seriously and only
seriously. That situation wherein you are
blowing hot and cold simultaneously on nuc-
lear matters is not a policy, is a non-policy. It
spreads alarm at home; it Spreads confusion
abroad. That really is the account of one year
of foreign policy of this Government in
action; confusion at home, confusion abroad. 1
would like to conclude with just one
sentence... (Interruptions)

SHRI VITHALRAO MADHAVRAO
JADHAV (Maharashtra): There is more
confusion in your mind.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK): No interruptions, please. Please
conclude.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: They cannot
understand. That is why they say like this.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: I would like to
conclude by suggesting . . . (Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P.
KAUSHIK): Ignore the interruptions
altogether. Please conclude.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: I would
conclude by suggesting to the Government, as
also to my friends on the Treasury Benches
who have honoured me by interrupting me,
that I could do no better really than, as I wrote
recently, by paraphrasing Oscar Wilde and
repeating what Miss Prism Whight have
suggested to her bunch of girl students,
teaching them elocution, to say: "Go back to
elementary  education.  Practise  saying
prudence in front of a mirror for half an hour
every day." Thank you.

SHRI SHRIKANT VERMA; I hope you
remember what Dorian Gray said before the
mirror.
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SHRI MURLIDHAR CHANDRAKANT
BHANDARE; Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, we
could not have chosen a more auspicious day
for today's debate. Today is the 10th
December. And on this day in 1948, the
United Nations adoped the Universal Decla-
ration of Human Rights recognising
thereunder the basic philosophy that inherent
dignity and inalienable rights of all members
of the human family are the foundation of
freedom, justice and peace in the world. And I
feel myself proud, despite what has come
from the hon. Members of the Opposition, that
no country in this period has endeavoured in
greater measure than India to ensure these
basic rights and to usher in an era of freedom,
justice and peace in the world. Secondly, there
could not have been a more, shall 1 say, signi-
ficant change or qualitative change in the
circumstances that existed last year when we
debated this question and today when we are
debating it again. Many things, not only of
national importance but of great international
consequence, have happened in this year and a
half. 1 think we disc wed this subject some-
time in May last year. Every year, whenever
we discuss the foreign policy, the internal
situation casts its shadow on the foreign
policy. Last time I found that we were all bug-
ged by the problem of Punjab and the problem
of Assam. Luckily both these problems have
disappeared and we have emerged much
stronger, and a greater nation. Everybody in
the world hoped that our democracy would
collapse, and this one significant beacon
which is shining in this part of the world, this
one beacon of democracy which is shining in
the world would be shattered when Indi-raji
was shot—this is what even our well-wishers
thought. They have now realised that that
beacon i glowing with greater luminosity and
shedding greater light to the benefit of the rest
of mankind. And it is a matter of eternal
gratitude that every drop of Indira's blood has
watered the flower of democracy in our
country and also elsewhere and that flower—
as we see

the chrysanthemums these days—is in full
blossom and full of fragrance. It is against
these changes that we have to view the
current foreign affairs situation. And when
people have chosen Prime Minister Gandhi to
lead the country, they have also chosen him to
lead the world in the same manner as Pandiji
led, in the same manner a; Indiraji led. I will
come to that a little later.

The second significant change which . has taken
place is that the two super power have started
talking with each other and, may I say, there is
some sort of a very welcome shift or, to put it
negatively, a drift towards catasrophe has been
halted. That is also a very encouraging feature of
this year which has gone by. And it is here that
India will play a very vital role, because if
anybody today is acclaimed as the leader in the
world for peace and peaceful development, it is
India and India's Prime Minister, Rajiv Gandhi. I
will come to the other parts a little later.

Firs let me deal with what the
honourable Mr. Jaswant Singh had
to say. I always listen to him with
great interest and very often with
great amusement. And today [ must
admit that his reference to the love-
making of elephants, the shadow play,
the Doon School dormitary, the bunch
of girls, has really left me amused.
But at the same time I am a little
confused and totally unconvinced of
what he had said. I wish he gets an
opportunity to deal with diplomacy
because I think what he does is he
conceats'what he ought to reveal and
he reveals what he ought to conceal.
Therefore, to come to my favourite
topic, because I started with the
declaration of human rights, we have
a proud record, we were the first to
challenge it, we were the first in the
international fora to raise our voice
against  the apartheid and 1
always felt if Mahatmaji were not to come to
our country, we may not have got
independence by now, but certainly there
would not have been apartheid in South
Africa. That is our proud heritage and,
therefore, it
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hag pained me that in this ignorance— and it
is Said to b, bliss—he has made all those
accusations which are totally unfounds 1. He
mut remember that CHOGM i not India, it is
a combination, it is a family of all Com-
monwealth countries, and the honourable
Member seems to forget that when members
of the ;ame family with divergent views—in
this case, almost opposing and clashing
views— meet together, to say that if a con-
sensus is arrived at and a consensus not to
give up what we stand for, but at consensus to
see that the opposite view which is the
extreme topp”site view, makes a shift and
comes in our direction, I do not think one can
call it really a compromise on principle. Sir,
no one is more conscious of this situation of
this position, than the Prime Ministers himself
because in a statement he made before our
House on the 25th November, 1985, he said
something' about the situation in South Africa
and this is what he has said about the situation
in South Africa: —

"The situation in South Africa wa, the
focu of our attention at the Commonwealth
summit in the Bahamas. Consistent with
our position, we called fo, comprehensive
mandatory sanctions. The Commonwealth
accord on South Africa was adopted..." the
most important words come now—"We
would have preferred a sronger statement.
But the accord represents a step forward
and nobody can take exception to it."

Anybody who knows the position of USA,
the position of Canada, the position of UK in
particular will take exception to this. I am
mentioning the UK particularly because 60
per cent of the trade of South Africa is with
the UK and it would affect the total economy
of Great Britain. So, to get a concession from
a coun-ry which is placed in that position, to
say that they will, over a period of time, get
over to the sanctions, I think, is a feather in
the cap. I think it is a shift, a definite shift, not
in our position, but in their posi-
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tion, because our position stands as it has
been. We are not going to resume trade with
South Africa and we are not going to lift the
unilateral sanctions which we have imposed.
Therefore, the objection to this which has
been raised is really without any susbtance.
Even in America you will find that there is a
great deal of disenchantment an what is called
the Sullivan principles or the doctrine of
constructive engagement and you find that the
Universities like the Berkeley, which have a
multi-million, if not a billion, dollar
investment in South Africa are pulling out and
are withdrawing their investments and all this
has been possible because of the hard stand
which India has taken as the spokesman
against apartheid and racism in this world.
Then, Sir, he mentions some other point and [
will leave it to be dealt with by the other
speakers because my time is limited.

Then, Sir, I come to my esteemed friend,
Shri Gurupadaswamy. I do not know what he
meant by saying that Afghanistan and Tibet
were buffer State; and we have given them
away. | do not know what his solution is.
Should we have a war with China? Should we
take on Pakistan and Afghanistan together to
keep Afghanistan? H, said that we were
wavering or vacillating. Now, in a situation
which ig never static, in a situation which is
ever changing, it the USA and the USSR can
come and talk together—they are again
talking on the 14th of January, according to
what I have read in the newspapers— I do not
think one can say that there is any wavering or
vacillation on the part of our Government in
respect of our foreign policy.Yes, he said that
today we are living in a world which is
dominated by power. But Sir, I think that to
go after that power will be totally suicidal. I
say this because, today, between themselves
these two powers ars spending over flv,
hundred billion dollars every year on
armaments and it is almost half of what we
will spend for the full Seventh Five-Year
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Plan of our country. Now, I do not know
what is to be done. The only thing which is
left to v i to exercise our moral authority and
that is why keep on remembering the words
of our Prim© Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, to
the United Nations; "We are not going to
fight with the nuclear arms." I will come to
this a little later. But this is what the honour-
able Prime Minister said while addressing the
United Nations-3 P.M.

"Let us fight against the shame of
starvation in a world of plenty."

And that is why India will continue as a
leader of the third world. And when I come to
that, kindly see in what manner, if at all, has
there been a shift in the negative sense. There
has been a more positive shift for peace, more
positive shift for cooperation. And I have
enumerated certain heads to find out where
we have made any shift in our foreign policy,
which Continues to be our pride and envy of
the rest of the world.

The first iy Non-alignment. In what way havg
we deviated from that? We still continue to bd
leader of the Non-alignment. The second is
Peace, peace in the world. I think nobody thinks
of anyone else as a champion of peace, excep
India as the leader to give them the lead. Thg
third iy Development. And, SAARC is a point
because, I think, the relevance of SAARC is alsq
a collective self-reliance of poor and developing
countries, and some of them are really under
developed. to combat the state of food and
agriculture, the woefully low rates of domestid
savings, the equally dismal rates of growth in
per capita income and de-pendance on ‘al
external forces. Then, we com, to the question of
Apartheid. We com, to the question of racia
discrimination. We talk of colonialism. We talk
of imperialism. We talk of mutual relations and
we talk of mutual trust. Wetalk of 1
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confidence, mutual confidence and
cooperation. On each of these points, if there
was a marking system we would get 10 out of
10 marks. And that is the way to evaluate. In
a debate like this, take the whole and take the
components of that whole and find out where
we have gone down and find out where we
have gone up and where we have remained
stationary. On each of these 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
a, 9. 10, 11 points; I find that we have gone
ahead; and we have not taken a step backward
on any of these points. Therefore, the policy
remains. Of course, there is a greater thrust,
there iy a greater realisation. And that
realisation is necessary because of th,
personality of the Prime Minister a; was men-
tioned in the Newsweek dated 3rd June 1985;
He is a model of modern India.. . a man
unfettered by bitterness and pain of th,
colonial days, a man eager to lead his country
into a new era. Now, if this new era is change,
then we plead guilty to the charge. Yes, we
are going into a New Era of faster
development, we are going into a New Era of
rapid peace and very extensiv, peace and we
are going into an era as SAARC has shown,
of greater mutual cooperation in regions,
because ultimately India is the only country
which has got its borders with all th,
remaining six members of SAARC. Nobody
else has that continuity of the border. And
therefore ™ this context if they say here is a
change, I plead guilty to that charge, for there
is a change towards a more dynamic, mote
vibrant and a more pragmatic policy within
the framework of the policy which has been
enshrined and which has been made by our
forefathers. There is no doubt in my mind that
the policy will continu, to give its benefits. |
have only two more points and I have done. I
have always had reservations about Sri
Lanka. It does not affect only the
Tamilians

who are Sri Lankans. In this country, we
have about 55 million Tamilians. Where is
Mr. Gopalsamy. He would correct me if I
am wrong.
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Now, what is happening in Sri Lanka—TI have
said it on the floor of this House and I want to
repeat it with all the anguish and emphasis at
my command—ig a negation of basic human
rights. Jayawardene i, a captive of the
Sinhalese Army and he cannot get out at all-
He talks one thing and does just the other. He
has no sanctity for the basic human rights. We
love Sri Lanka because we have many many
common cultural ties. It is a tiny country. It is
a democratic country and we want it to be
strong because if they are strong, if our
neighbours are strong, we are stronger. What
are the demands of Sri Lankan Tamilians?
One is acceptance of Tamilians as a national
minority. We accept national minorities in our
country. Our Constitution specifically
provides for the recognition of national
minorities. I do not see any reason why a
similar recognition should not be there of
Tamilians as a national minority. Then, there
are recognition of their homeland right, self-
determination, citizenship and the right for
Tamilions to live in Sri Lanka, all within the
four (Corners of the unity and integrity of Sri
Lanka. (Time Bell rings). What have we done
in Punjab? We brought about , democratic
solution. The Akalis are in power and we
never objected to it. There is no reason why
they should not, looking at the strong
sentiments of Tamilians, come to a solution, a
solution which is a political solution, a pa-
ckage deal which must respond to the urges
and aspirations of the Sri Lankan Tamilians.
As has been rightly pointed out by our friend,
Mr. Gurupadaswamy, it i necessary that there
should be , devolution of effective power,
administrative, legislative and political power
because they are a; much a part of Sri Lanka.
If they believe in democracy, then there
cannot be any objection to the sharing of
these powers.

Then 1 come to Pakistan. My hon. friend
Shri Jaswant Singh referred to it. I think
here w, have to have
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a close look. Of course, President Zia says
one thing and he does another thing.
Sometimes, I have been really pained by
his double i talk. O, the on, hand, they talk
of friendship with India. On the other hand,
they go on arming themselves in this manner.
I want to point out one particular aspect of it.
(Time Bell rings) Their military aid is over
3 billion dollars. But i this again is a
facade. Every item which is supplied to
Pakistan is a subsidised item. If a tank costs
one crore of rupees, it will be shown as I Rs.
50 lakhg and Rs. 50 lakhs will be a subsidy.
So, they get much more. I would like the
hon. External Affairs Minister to look into
thi; and ask both the U.S.A. and Pakistan
about it. If they claim to be our friends, let
them at least be honest with us and tell us
frankly what they are giving.

SHRI JAGESH DESAI: Do you expect
that they will tell you?

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHANDRAKANT
BHANDARE: At least the U.S.A. should tell
us. They said that there are new relations in
the offing. They should share this information
with us. I am disappointed. (Time Bill rings)
Two minutes more. I am disappointed that
President Zia refused our Prime Minister's
invitation to visit Kalpak-kam on 16th.

Look at the way they behave towards the
Canadian Sikhs, look at the way the Pakistan is
encouraging the extremists and the terrorists to
train them in Pakistan and carry on their
activities in India. And, I think, though we are
friends—and we should continue to be friends—
a time has come for us to tell ihem what the truth
of the matter is. And there is nothing wrong in
telling, even if it means sometimes a little
harshly and not altogether gently, th. Pakistan
Government that we do not appreciate all this
increase ™ the border inci-'  dents. At this
stage,  would like
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to make a distinction between the
Government of Pakistan and the people of
Pakistan. I think, the people of Pakistan want
to have the most friendly relations with us.
And it is only the Government of Pakistan
which is standing in the way of these friendly
relations. What ig necessary today is the res-
toration of full democratic rights to the people
of Pakistan and the restoration of democracy
in Pakistan. President Zia has already
postponed the elections which he had an-
nounced for January. And, I think, unless
democracy is restored in Pakistan ther, is no
manner of really being assured, and no use of
my friend, Mr. Jaswant Singh, putting all
these questions because he knows who is
coming in the way of restoration of demo-
cracy. That is another super power which is
trying to see, well that it remains a power
base by not becoming democratic. These are
the few views which I want to share with you
on this occasion.

All that T will say is that I must
congratulate the Government, the External
Affairs Minister, and the Prime Minister for
continuing on the glorious path laid down by
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and Indiraji, and
particularly the Prime Minieter himself for
even achieving a greater glory in such a short
time.

Thank you Mr. Vice-Chairman and
Madam Vice-Chairman.

[The Vice-Chairman (Shrimati Kanak
Mukherjee) in the Chair]

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI

KANAK MUKHERIJEE): Now, Shri
Kalyanasundaram.
SHRI M. KALYANASUNDARAM

(Tamil Nadu): Madam Vice-Chairman, we
ar, now discussing the international situation
and the policy of the Government of India in
regard to that.
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At the outset, I want to say that some
important event has taken place, that is the
Summit between the Unites States of
America and the Soviet Union. Th, fact is
that the US President had to meet the General
Secretary of th, Communist Party of the
Soviet Union for discussing not merely their
bilateral relations but the important question
of world peace and disarmament and to
secure a world without armg and war. That
wa the aim of the Soviet Union. And the
world know, what the aim of the US
imperialism is. When we discuss either the
international situation or the situation in our
region, w, should bear in mind what the US
imperialism is trying to do in the world and
in our region, so, what is their aim? It is
world domination and taking the nuclear
arms even to space.

In the Geneva Summit, although it is
important, the U.S. President had to sign a
statement that a nuclear war is not winnable,
it cannot be won, and there should be no
nuclear war or conventional war between the
Soviet Union and the United States. The
Soviet Union has been campaigning for it in
the whole world. The people who fight for
peace, world peace, disarmanent and the
diversion of military expenditure for the
development of the backward countries are
advancing. Even in America there are
scientists and workers and intelligentia who
are fighting against the warmongering policy
of President Reagan. We have also joined
with the forces which stand for peace. India is
not just a regional power. India is one of the
great countries in the world, not because of
its population and size, but because of our
culture, our tradition and the policy of non-
alignment and peace which we are pursuing
after independence.

Our Prime Minister, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi
during this short period of just one year had
risen on important issues to the occasion.
H, is hailed
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a, following the policy of Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru and Shrimati Indira Gandhi in
international affairs. But nevertheless I have
certain questions to ask. Ther, were my
predecessors who asked those points for
different purposes. In th, Commonwealth
Summit, it i asked why we could not succeed
in demanding a total ban on economic
sanctions against South Africa. Then, how to
trust those who are responsible for it, namely,
Canada and Mrs. Thatcher? 1 am only
surprised that the Congress (I) Member, Shri
Bhandare should go to the extent of defending
Mrs. Thatcher. There ar, others in this country
to defend Mrs, Thatcher and Mr. Reagan.
Why should the Congress (I) people go to the
extent of defending Mrs; Thatcher? It may be
that the Prime Minister for tactical reasons
might have signed that Accord but is it not th,
duty of the Congressmen here to see that it js
wrong and that we were compelled to do it
and should we not demarcate it? Then where
is the strength for this foreign policy?
Whatever our leader says, we say, yes. I do
not say that you should quarrel or rebel. But
the Congressmen should reflect the mood of
the people of the country. The Prime Minister
f°' reasons of international compulsion might
have signed that Accord. But I do not think
that his conscience will allow him to justify it.

SHRI JAGESH DESAI: Mr. Bhandare did
not say that. (Interruptions).

SHRI M. KALYANASUNDARAM: My
friend, please do not interrupt, you will be
diverting me. I can meet that point.

Is the trade with South Africa more
important than killing of black people there?
How can you justify it? But he justified it on
the ground that it will affect the foreign trade
and so. how can the economic sanctions be
imposed. That is what Eieagan also is saying.
That is a lame excuse. There are so many
other countries which will suffer and they
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ar, prepared to purchase thing; at higher
prices from other countries. If that is the
argument, then talk of economic sanctions
against Pretoria Government is senseless.
That is a different matter. That is why I am
asking the Prime Minister to tell the world. If
the Commonwealth behaves like this, how
can we advance our progressive foreign
policy by being a member of such Common-
wealth? At least thi; House should protest.
That is my point. My Congress friends must
understand this. The foreign policy cannot
rely on one single individual. It should be
taken to the people of our country. They must
be roused as We were roused during the days
of freedom struggle. Our foreign policy was
evolved not after independence; it had its
germs in the freedom struggle. Who built the
African National Congress? Where did
Mahatma Gandhi get his training? Where did
h. experiment his philosophy of nonviolence
and truth? It wag on that soil. So we must be
proud that we have always been with the
people in South Africa right from tho be-
ginning. Som, of those who are in the African
National Congress are Indians, people of
Indian origin. Even those who had worked
closely with Gandhiji are still alive.

Another important question is about the
conference on Indian Ocean. Indian Ocean is
the outcome of history which has conferred
the name of Indian Ocean on this piece of
water. It is not we Indians who call it Indian
Ocean. From times immemorial, it has been
of clear and vital interest for India and other
littoral countries. There are people in this
party, in this House, in thi; country who
equate the two Super Powers. Either they
should be ignorant or they should be
mischievous or they would like to shield
America. What is the Soviet Union doing in
Indian Ocea, although it has commercial
agreements *M"ith '36 littoral countries
whose shores are being washed with Indian
Ocean. They have even security pact, lik.
India and Vietnam. What
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is the interest that America should have in the
Indian Ocean—six thousand mile, away? Is
their interest more sacred and valid than
India's interest? Th, population of these
littoral countries is more than one-third of the
world population and out of this, India
accounts for more than 50 per cent. The U.N.
resolution was passed in 1971 that a
conference should be held in Colombo for
declaring Indian Ocean as the zone of peace.
Of course, India is everytime in the forefront
to demand that * conference should be held.
Even this year that ritual was done very
effectively in the forum of UN. Assembly
that the conference should be held. But who
is sabotaging it?

Is it not the policy of the Janata Party?
What does th, Janata Party want the Congress
(D) to do? They are still pleading for the policy
of equi-distance between the two super
powers and genuine non-alignment. It means,
surrender to imperialist manouvres and
intrigues. This is what my friend, Mr.
Gurupadaswamy, is trying to advance. No
Indian can agree to such a proposi-, tion,
whatever may be our grievances against the
Congress (I) and the Government. We may
blame them. We hav, a right to fight against
their wrong policies. But i, fighting against
the Congress (I) and its policies, we should
not give alibi to th. imperialists who are
furious against India because of its foreign
policy. Imperialism will throw a stone on the
Indian Government and the stooges will a'so
throw another stone from inside. This should
not be the attitude to take. Madam, Soviet
Union has offered bilateral discussions with
the U.S.A. on the Indian Ocean. They have
been repeatedly telling that no country other
than the littoral coun-ries should hold naval
exercises in the Indian Ocean, should have
bases in the Indian Ocean. This is the policy
of the Soviet Union. And you equate them
with the U.S.A. which has got 36 bases ha the
Indian Ocean,
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most powerful bases. The U.S.A. has three
spheres of vital interest; first, Western
Europe; second, Far-East and, third, Indian
Ocean.

(Time bell rings)

Please allow me a few more minutes.
Anybody who forgets this cannot serve
the cause of Indian security and Indian
independence. =~ We have vital interests in
the Indian Ocean and in keeping it as a zon,
of peace. The Sri Lankan tension should be
viewed in this background. No doubt, Sri
Lanka is a small country with a population of
just the size of Kerala. But we should
remember that Shri Lanka, geographically, i
located inside our coastal route.  Even
the Indian naval vessels from the Western
ports,  either from Bombay or from
Cochin, have to go south of Sri Lanka to reach
Madras, Visakhapatnam and Calcutta.  The
Palk Straits which separates Sri Lanka from
India is just about 20 miles. It is very
shallow. No vessels can go. Our naval
vessels and military vessels have to circuit
around  Sri  Lanka. Inside that coastal
route, the Jayewardene Government
allows hostile forces.  Just two  weeks
ago, one American naval vessel, called
Kitty Hawk, with 87 aircraft, some of them
even carrying nuclear weapons, was
anchored for more than two weeks in
Colombo. What does Jayewardene say? He
says, they came, we did not invite. Can any
country, conscious of ity security, do such a
thing?  If it has come uninvited, should he
not protest? Madam, the Voice of America
has the strongest base there, in Sri Lanka.
My friend from the All India Anna DMK was
giving  the details. 1donot want to
repeat them. The U.S.A. is vitally interested
ina base in Trincomalee, not satisfied
with Diego Garcia. The story is,
whoever gets Trincomalee and  Singapore
will dominate the Indian Ocean and even
advance towards Pacific.  Jayewardene is
playing the game of imperialism in his
country. Even the Sinhalese people
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are opposed to Jayewardene's pro-imperialist
policy in his country. It is what our friends
must realise. If the Sinhalese democratic
forces and the Tamils who are fighting for
their survival combine, there will be no
Jayewardene or killing of Tamils. The
Sinhalese democratic people and the Tamil
people should unite and resist. That is the
way to save the Tamils and save Sri Lanka.

Regarding the help that we should give, it is
an important matter. I have to say plainly
to the Prime Minister that he is unwittingly
playing into the hands of Jayewardene by
equating killings and the violation of the truce,
agreement.  During  the past six months
more killings have taken place  compared
to the last three years. That is how
Jayewardene has utilised the truce or observed
the truce. So, I want to know  what
Government of India proposes t° do to protect
the Tamils, to prevent influx of refugees from
Sri Lanka into India and to stop the killings.
Unless the killing is stopped, any talk of

peaceful solution is meaningless, it will
not yield results. Jayewardene should be
asked to seek a political solution, not a

solution through this military terrorism.  Until
. peaceful solution is reached, it should be the
responsibility of the Government of India to
give protection to the Tamils in our soil. If
they come, we should help them. In what form
they should fight, what should be their
demand, how they arrive at a settlement,
should all be left to the Tamils. They should
decide themselves. Our role should be one of
guarding their interests and giving them help.
This is what was happening during the days
of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi. She
understood the danger to  our country
through the Jayewardene Government.
Now that understanding is weakening, the
help to the Tamils is weakening, both
politically and materially. So, I want th,
Government to be vigilant of the danger and
thi; will have its adverse repur-cussions in
India too. It is a threat
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to India's security. What Jayewardene is
doing is a threat to India's security. Well it is
not a problem of Sinhalese or Tamils alone.
It is an imperialistic game which Jayewar-
dene is playing.

In this background, one more remark about
SAARC. It is also a re-jcetnti political
event. {Time bell rings). T welcome the
declaration and the Charter of SAARC, but 1
must warn about the dangers. It is on his
way to Dhaka that President Ziaul Haq
talked of Kashmir and it is on its way to Dhaka
that President Jayewardene allowed the
American vessel to visit Colombo. So,
these participants, these seven countries
which constitute the SAARC, have divergent
approach to  international problems. It is
not only on local issues we differ. What ig
the quarrel between us and Pakistan if it is not
through America? If you see Pakistan
without America, we will be committing a
serious mistake.  There ar, no reasons  for
us to quarrel amongst ourselves. We were
under bondage from the  common  British
imperialism. ~ We fought them—those of us
who constitute India today were in the forefront
in those days of freedom struggle, but thos,
who constitute West Pakistan and Sri Lanka
got freedom, because of our struggle.

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY
(Andhra Pradesh): Frontier Gandhi was very
active.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
KANAK MUKHERJEE)' Please don't
disturb. Let him conclude. Mr. Reddy, you
will have your chance.  Please conclude
now.

SHRI M. KALYANASUNDARAM: Yes,
yes, he will be coming here. He i; well known
as Frontier Gandhi. Excepting that I said
there were other provinces which were not so
active. Don't go by one or two instances.

1 SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN RBB-
DY. Let ug not ignore him.
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
KANAK MUKHERIJEE): Mr. Reddy, you
will have your own chance.

SHRI M. KALYANASUNDARAM: I am
concluding, Madam. Now on present
issues we have divergent views. We
should be vigilant and it will not be very easy
to observe the Declaration and the Charter.
But people in this region have to  be
roused. It is for that reason tbat I am saying
that we should take the people into
confidence. Thatis, in this region we must
help support this Charter and Declaration but
SAARC should not become a fetter in  our
help to the democratic movements in the
neighbouring countries. While it could be used
for building good neighbourly  relations
among our countries, tomorrow just
because Jayawardene is a member of the
SAARC, we should not stop  giving help to
our Tamil brethren. Similarly because Zia-ul-
Haq will be visiting us-and meeting and having
tea and nice conversation, we should not be
less vigilant about the intrusion of terrorists
from Punjab or about the border clashes in
Kashmir. That is what I say that there
should b, vigilance and greater vigilance,
while SAARC could be tried and experiment
could be made because the imperialists are
trying to  divide us, letus try to unite.
The economic reasons are there which
will make us unite because they are also
suffering from debt burden, they are also
suffering from uneven economic relations with
the advanced countries. Like the Latin
American countries, there is economic
basis for mutual cooperation and collective
self-reliance. They should accept the struggle
for new international economic order.
The struggle for removal of poverty and
unemployment in these countries is linked
closely with the struggle against
colonialism and for new international
economic order.  There fore, I appeal to the
Government to rouse the political will of the
people of our country, to see that peace is
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maintained in this region and a conference is
held about the Indian Ocean as early as
possible. If the imperialists sabotage that, I
will request the Prim, Minister to convene a
conference of the governments of littoral
countries and independently discuss and bring
pressure and build world opinion against the
imperialists who are sabotaging this
conference on the Indian Ocean and from the
Indian Ocean they want *° conduct
experiments for their Star Wars programme.
This is very vital for our security and for
strengthening the cause of our development.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
KANAK MUKHERIJEE)' I would request the
hon. Members to cooperate with the Chair,
otherwise we will not be able to complete the
discussion today at all. Shri Satya Pal Malik.
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SHRT SUSHIL CHAND MOHUNTA
(Haryana). Madam, Deputy Chairman, I
expected that the practice followed hitherto in
thi; debate regarding time would also be
available in my case.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, seven
minutes would be allowed to
you.

SHRI SUSHIL CHAND MOHUNTA; No,
people have been speaking for more than
fifteen minutes and even twenty minutes. Well,
I will not pray for that but at least, the ringing
of the bell will take it due course after .
sometime.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; You would
be allowed ten minutes.

SHRI SUSHIL CHAND MOHUNTA;
Thank you Madam

Madam we are discu'ssing today our
relations with foreign countries and the
success of our foreign policy during the last
one year or so and I must say that whereas
there is not much difference in the broad
outlines of the foreign policy which this
Government is pursuing but regarding its
implemen-
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tation, ity  pursuit, it,  execution, I have all
my doubts in my mind, which, | would be
trying to translate  into words. Madam, our
country has basic problems all around, and we
have been running to far off countries,
enjoying their hospitality, enjoying their press
Conferences, staying in good Places and
having a good holiday. But as far as our own
achievements are concerned, I do not think
they are of any great magnitude. For instance,
so far as our relations with America are
concerned, let me say one thing. We went
there, We enjoyed their hospitality, we were
broadcast on the television forum,
photographed and all that, but in fact, what did
we get out of that? W, know, for a fact that if
Pakistan is being armed today by = America,
it iy an eyesora for us>. It is America who is
not asserting its moral authority to dissuade
Pakistan from going nuclear in spite of the
protests. It is 4 P.M. America which has
stationed itself militarily and heavily in the
Indian Ocean and is not listening to our
protests regarding their stay in the Indian
Ocean. We also know that if in Sri Lanka, ther,
is the Tamil problem, at the back of it there is
some American influence or American support
to it. H the apartheid i; being continued in
South  Africa, there is moral support for it
from the United States of America. If there is
any problem for us from other sources,
behind all these problems we find the hand of
the United States of America. And yet, we
have not had the courage to openly say that the
United States of America, the American
Government is not being fair with us, is not
having a friendly  approach towards  our
problems and towards us; rather it is
creating problems and difficulties for us. We
find that the people of Bangladesh have come
into India, into Assam and West Bengal in
large numbers. We have not been able to stop
it. We have not been abl, to establish a
dialogue with Bangladesh so a;  to make
them take their people back. We also find
that a number of Tamilians, probably
over 50.000 or 70,000, have come into
India and
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they are now staying in India. =~ We have not
(been able to persuade the Sri Lankan
Government to take their people back, saying
that it was a type of indirect aggression against
India. W, have also found that Pakistan is |
training and sending terrorists  from across
the  border into India  and a problem is
being created in  India. But we have neither
been able to dissuade Pakistan from it nor
influence or make the United States of Ame-
rica recognise this fact that it must withdraw
its support, military  support to Pakistan, i am
asking yo, does the United States of America
know or not that the arms that it is giving to
Pakistan are mainly directed towards India?
And if (o, i it a friendly act on behalf of the
United States of America tcward us? If not,
why don't we have th, guts and the courage to
say it plainly and openly?

On the other hand, I must say that our
relations with the Russian block have been
very good. They have helped us. They hav,
been sincere with us. At all difficult times,
they have been helping us. But when we
compare the relationships of the two super
power blocks, we  try to equate them and
Put them on the same platform and thereby
we are trying  to befool ourselves and we
are trying to befool the whole people of this
country. Therefore, I am saying that in
foreign relations, our  achievements with
respect to the  Western bloc have been
more or less negligible. We have no; been
able to get the economic aid that we wanted,
the technical know-how that was needed by
this country, the moral support needed by us
for dealing with the gigantic
problems  of development in  this
country. Yet, at the same time, we
say that our visit to these countries hag been
very successful and has brought us great
gains and  great laurels. I doubt it.

Another aspect i* that we in this country
have been suffering for quite
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some time now because of lack of development
on the industrial ~side. When we ask fo, help in
term, of technology, we do not get the required
help.  Rather we get outdated, outmoded help
and that also i not sufficient to make the
common man  of this country come up to the
level of self-employment, to be self-employed
and to make himself sustain, in these difficult
times. Therefore, I am jay-ing that our foreign
policy has been given tilt in the wrong
direction. If we could only realise that our
foreign policy must be so directed as to be
realistic.... and to be in the best interests of this
country so that we can call a spade , spade and
value our friendship with those countries which
are sincerely and genuinely helping is and be
on guard against those countries which are
directly or indirectly trying to thwart ou,
progress, we will have achieved a lot. We must
be on guard against this. And our foreign jaunts
must be restricted. After all, if the Prime
Minister of this country goes to any foreign
country, he is bound to get a good reception
because this country is a great country and when
its Prime  Minister goes to a foreign country, he
will be given a good reception.  There is no
doubt But that by itself is not: sufficient. For
instance, he went to Japan ,nd we got a loan of
probably Rs. 160 crores. Considering the wealth
of Japan, the Budget of Japan, I say the loan we
got is a meagre type of loan which could have
been obtained by anyone at the ambassadorial
level in Japan and it was not necessary for the
Prime Minister to go there for this kind of a
loan. Now we are the head of the third world
countries. Yet it is surprising that during this
period  of nearly a year or so he has not visited
many third world countries. How many
third world countries hav, you visited? You have
visited the sophisticated, developed, Western
countries. If you have not visited those  third
world countries, is it not our failing in this
respect that We are trying to ignore those
countries which are with us, which have the same
problems as
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we have, which are thinking in line 1 with
us, but are visiting those countries which
are adopting , definitely hostile attitude to
us? I, therefore, request the honourable
Minister to clarify this point, whether or
not at this point the United States of
America is decidedly acting against ou,
interests, whether the Government is
aware of it and what safeguards they
intend taking in thi; regard.

SHRIMATI USHA MALHOTRA;
(Himachal Pradesh); = Madam Deputy
Chairperson I rise to speak on the in-
ternational situation and to support the
foreign policy which we hav, pursued for
th, last so many  years. It i , chain of
continuity kept up. I congratulate the
Government that under the stewardship of
Shri Rajiv Gandhi it has achieved a
tremendous  success. Only recently wo
have learnt about SAARc being
launched and India had a significant role
in the evolution  of SAARC. Before
dealing with the other points in the debate
I would like to say something on what
our honourable colleague across the
floor, Shri Gurupadaswamy, said, that
there has been no effectiveness in what
we have pursued and in the same breath
he said we  were the founder-members
of the UNO, we were the founer-anem-
bers of NAM...

SHRI M. S, GURUPADASWAMY:
There is no contradiction.

SHRIMATI USHA MALHOTRA:
Now h, himself says there is no
effectiveness. When NAM started, there
were J"st a handful of countries in it.
Today w, have the support of one-fifth of
the world's population with 101 countries
supporting NAM 1 am surprised and
shocked if h, still thinks his way. So far
as the United Nations is concerned, ha;
not India been spearheading so many
resolutions in favour of Namibia, in
favour of FLO? Has it not been able to
demarcate a place for them? Ha; not PLO
got the status of an Observer from the
point when it was referred to as a refugee
problem? Has Namibia not found a place
in the mention it ha, had in the successive
summits
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of NAM throughout? And today if the
whole thing culminates into the resolution
against Aparthied at CHOGM, is it not
something that we  have achieved under
the dynamic leadership of ou, leader, Shri
Rajiv Gandhi? I would say that you hav, to
take into account these successes and you
must learn to take these sua”ese™ i, youv
stride even if they belong to the opposite
party. Shri Jaswant Singh pointed out one
thing and asked -why we should refer to the
past. Now, you cannot just formulate
your foreign policy overnight any say that
here is an instant success of it. It is deeply
rooted in the Independence struggle that we
had and what was formulated at that time
by the party leaders of yester year, and,
today, we have to refer to that. I dy not
expect you to know about my party's
history. But I would certainly expect you
to know about th, country's stand, a
consistent one  and a continuous one, its
stand to adhere to the th, principles of non-
alignment. And you know what it
is: non-interference, peaceful coexistence
and all that.  What is bad in that? It is
because of the success of this policy that
you have not had war in this region
although we were attacked. I would say a
word more. India was never blamed at any
time for having attacked any country. To-
day, he even went to the extent of saying
that India, because of its great size, should
have done that. I am surprised at this.
How would the size of a country determine
its foreign policy? It is the position, the
geo-political position, of a country or a
nation which determines its foreign policy.
Now there 19 a propoganda being made
around the world that India because of her
size might attack or dominate, that it
has not done any thing of this
kind so far. You are trying to
feed some such ideas into the minds
of others which is not correct. The
effectiveness, I would say, has been
proved not once, but so many times, by
India and more so now when we have
entered a new era in which the success of
NAM and SAARC is before us and th,
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[Shri Sushil Chand Mohunta] world to be
seen. It is built on the i general
consensus of th, public opinion within the
country and without. No policy can be
successful till you carry the people with
you, and the very fact that India ha3
been supported at the NAM by so many
countries, by almost one-fifth of the
world's population, shows that the ideas of
the people of India in the form of their
foreign policy, are being reciprocated the
world over. This is what w, have
achieved. We have tried to win the hearts
of the people. My hon. colleagues asked
why we have entered the CHOGM and
why we should not leave it I am
surprised at this. Is it not eworthwhile
staying in an institution or an organisation
and working for certain goals rather
than coming out of it and isolating
your self? I seeno pointin that we
have a tremendous amount of support, let
me say emphatically, at the CHOGM, and
our leader ha; added  another feather in
his cap, and you must learn to take it in the
proper spirit.
Now, in pursuance of this policy of
adhering to the principles of non-
alignment, the greatest peace movement
of our times, we have played a very great
role in the establisment of SAARC. When
Bangladesh  was iacing the fury of the
floods—I am reminded of it now—it was
our hon. Prime Minister who, along with
the Sri Lanka President,  Shri Jayewar-
dene, went across to assist them  in the
relief plans. This is what we have been
working for, that is, for  good neighbor*
\y 'relations and, as a family, we would like
to move as one among equals. At no point
of time has India tried to steal a place for
itself as a leader because it believes in
collective participation, collective co-
operation, I would say, which would solve
the problems of this region.

And in pursuance of this policy,
SAARC, along, with Bangladesh and
other ¢ix countries, including India, has
emerged as the peoples and the countries
which want to rise above what-

soever pressures are on them, like the
collapse of certain global financial
institutions, the weakening of these

institutions. We have to be self-reliant and we
have to see that we carry one and a quarter
billion people who are facing starvation and
death. India is coming forward to extend a
helping hand of friendship, not as a leader but
as one amongst equals, let me emphasize this.
India has consistently adopted a positive
attitude towards SAARC, and the launching of
SAARC demonstrates  our determination to
cooperate regionally, to work together
towards finding a solution for our common
problems in a spirit of friendship, trust and
understanding. This alone can lead to an
atmosphere of understanding where all the
seven nations can put their resources, both
human and natural, in ameliorating the lot
of the people of this region.

The south Asian Association of Regional
Cooperation ushers in a new era of
cooperation, amity and friendship amongst
these  countries. The Summit is the grand
culmination of the process initiated by
Bangladesh. Yes, the credit goes to
Bangladesh, because it initiated it under its
previous leader and India was there to
cooperate instantly with it. SAARC brings
a new hope into this region. (Time-Bell
rings) At this point I would lik, to
congratulate our Government for having
a vision and foresight in working out
certain areas which it has identified with the
object of cooperation. I would say that we
would transcend those narrow barriers and
extend them to the outer world for global,
collective cooperation. We look forward to it.
SAARC has got the heads of the States
together so that the hearts could meet and
here we see what India has achieved. The
adoption of the Charter was unanimously -
accepted at the SAARC summit.

One of the important Resolutions
which came up focussed the attention of
the world on the deteriorating in-
ternational political situation and the
unprecedented escalation of the arms
race, particularly the nuclear weapons.
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That called upon the nuclear weapons States to
urgently negotiate a comprehensive test ban
treaty leading to complete stoppage of testing,
production and deployment at nuclear
weapons. A new era of understanding and
India's relations with its neighbours and big
powers has come about; whether you admit it
or not, it is quite evident. Shri Rajiv Gandhi
took over after a grim tragedy struck India in
particular and the world in general in the
assassination of Shrimati Indira Gandhi. She
crusaded, lived and died as a martyr for the
high ideals of unity, peace and understanding.
That was terrorism that struck the citadel of
peace she became , target. India condemns
terrirism and calls upon the international
community to crush it. State and individual
terrorism has no place in today's world. It is a
grave threat to all of us. Do we not remember
what happened to President Kennedy? What
happened to Lord Mountbatten? Have we
forgotten? What happened to the Olympic
stars at Munich in 1972. Was an attempt not
made at Margaret Thatcher's life! Was an
attempt not made on Poppe's life? this time, I
would appeal to the international community,
through our External Affairs Minister, to see
and to bring about an International code of
conduct whereby this grave threat is
eliminated. (Time bell rings).

The time-tested policy of India, the Non-
Aligned Movement which it is heading at the
moment, is the only hope that would lead us
out of a World which faces a collapse. I would
say it is criss-cressed with such tensions. It is
resting on the brink of a precipice and perilous
perch. We have to bring about an end to this
conflict and, therefore, in our policy we have
to stand by what we said earlier. We want
disarmament, nuclear and general. We are
against all sorts of violence. We are for world
peace and we are for peaceful co-existence.
When the U.S.S.R. and the U.S.A. met in
Geneva, we thought that we would 6ee a new
chapter being turned over
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and it was so. We hope that with a further
dialogue there will be a solution to the grave
dangers that face this world. India, as a
Member of CHOGM and as a member of the
United Nations crusades fox world peace and
it is known. Our credibility has been built up
and there is no denying from it. W, recall the
outstanding contribution made by Shrimati
Indira Gandhi. She visualised clearly the
dangers of the arm race. She carried the simple
message, the powerful message, to other
continents. She said; "Either we cooperate to
livt-together on this lovely planet of ours Or
we are condemned to die together without
human dignity. Her message, in fact, was an
immortal message of India through the ages.
Mahatma Gandhi, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
and other leaders of our freedom, struggle
always emphasised that Independent India
would be a bulwark of world peace and the
harbinger of the liberation of subjugated
peoples all the world over. We have always
adhered to these principles of non-in-
tervention, non-interference, peaceful co-
existence and of sorting out problems through
negotiations.

Peace is a prerequisite for development
anywhere and it is ve"ry true for us. All of us
are working towards that end. This policy is
based on sovereign equality, mutual
understanding and respect for each other.
Mutual trust is the bedrock of peace in the
region and the world (Time bell rings). Just
two minutes more, Madam Our Prime
Minister's tireless efforts and endeavours to
build bridges of understanding have borne
fruit. There is no denying it. The wOTH knows
that India has forged ahead with these efforts
and endeavours. We have not deviated from
our path of peace, world peace, which we seek
to achieve. India watchers must have noted his
pragmatism and his determination to solve
problems through discussions. He has visited
U.S.S.R. to strengthen the ties of friendship
and of cooperation which existed between the
two States. These ties are
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traditional and have been built up over the
centuries. The moratorium | placed by
U.S.S.R. on nuclear tests is a positive step
which should be responded to by the othet
side also India's approach to the Sino-Indian
relations has always been to normalisg
relations. With the boundary problems being
a central issue.

And it is also to see that the friendship
-which existed in the 50s is restored. I
hope that China will' not lag behind and
work hand in hand to see that that climate
is built up.

So far as Pakistan is concerned, we are
concerned ovefr the fact that it is being
supplied with sophisticated arms, nuclear
and general, which are a source of great
concern to us. We were attacked twice
and there are apprehensions that these
arms may be used against India once
again. And as such we would appeal to
the United States of America to desist
from doing so because this creates an im-
balance within the region. So far as
India's nuclear policy is concerned, we
have no plans, but at the same time it is
being "reiterated that if the security of the
country at any time is in danger, the
option is open as no country would have
it that way and be passive against
aggression by the people who attack us
and it would try to build up safety
devices. And India's position in that we
are not going in for it but if the security is
in danger, the option is open and the
challenge is to be met.

We are aware of the fact that the
international order shows wide cracks.
Our hon. Prime Minister has appealed to
the UN General Assembly to launch a
crusade for peace, freedom and equality.
International order and nuclear weapons
cannot co-exist freedom and racism
cannot co-exist; science and poverty
cannot co-exist. Madam, quite a lot has
been achieved after the World War II as
was mentioned by my hon. colleague, Mr.
Bhatia. And we have to refer to it because
whatever institutions were built up,
everything seemed to have

just turned to cinders after the world
War IL

Our Party has worked with conviction
for the Non-aligned Movement. And from
where it started, it also took up the cause
of the Namibian people fighting for their
rights. Whereas it did not even find a
mention in the 1st summit, in the 7th
6ummit, it was brough about that the
Pretoria regime has to dismantle apartheid
and has to handover Namibia to the
Namibian people. The Prime Minister has
accorded full diplomatic recognition to
SWAPO. India as the Chairman of the
NAM recognised SWAPO as the sole and
exclusive representative of the Namibian
people. Till Namibia achieves freedom,
there may not be peace and stability in the
region. NAM summits have helped
Namibia's cause throughout, and I would
say that at the 7th summit, a serious
violation by the Pretoria Regime was
noted in the Charter, and the political
independence of Namibia was stressed
upon. (.Time bell rings) There is one
more point, that is the Prime Minister's
visit to Bahamas for CHOGM. I cannot
leave that out because that is the most
important point. The Prime Minister made
it clear that South Africa compounds the
guilt of apartheid by the crime of
aggression against her neighbours and by
the illegal occupation of Namibia. The
situation in South Africa was focused
upon at the summit at the Bahamas.
Consistent with our position
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
were suggested. And there has been no
compromise on this. The wording might
be different but we are closer to the goal
which we had set forth for ourselves
during the NAM summits and over the
years during which our foreign policy was
formulated.

With these words, I thank you very
much, and I support the motion moved by
the hon. Minister.

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY:
Ma'l3m Deputy Chairman, so far as Our
foreign policy is concerned, it has been
evolved during our freedom
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struggle and even the policy of non-
alignment  was evolved in order to save
the world from wars and for peace. But
we have observed and seen that there is a
shift in our foreign policy and also erosion.
It is less dynamic and less  fruitful and
less tangible so far as results are concerned.
Let us look at it so far as recent
Commonwealth ~ Conference held at
Nassau (The Bahmas) is concerned. The
Commonwealth Conference  was expected
to do something for the long battle that the
people of South Africa are fighting against
the white regime, the racist regime, the white
rule in South Africa. The whole world,
the mankind, who are for peace and freedom
and for the liberty of the human beings, and
their rights were expecting that something
good will come out of this Commonwealth
Conference. We have even the Resolution
that has been adopted at the Conference was
very mild and the words that have been
persistently used by all the countries that
we must take economic sanctions against
South African regime, nowhere we find
those words, in the final Resolution "the
economic sanctions."  Instead of that we
find that the words used are "economic! 1
measures.” We do not understand what they
mean.  As a matter of fact, in spite of the
will of the majority of the members, nearly
40 nations have expressed the view that they
were in favour of taking economic sanctions
against the racist  regime of South Africa,
Mrs. Thatcher, the British Prime Minister
was able to pressurise the Members, and
even our Prime Minister agreed to her point
of view! and the result was that in the
Resolution the words used are 'economic;
measures' and not 'economic sanctions'.
I would like to quote the words of our
own Prime  Minister when he said during
his speech "Let not the Commonwealth  be
charged with cowardice in action and bravery
in words". I would like to say that keeping
in view the words used in the Resolution, it is
both cowardice in action and cowardice in
words.  This is the result or outcome of the
Com-
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monwealth Conference. So, we could not
impress upon the British Prime Minister
the need of strong action that be taken
against the South African racil regime.

So far as the Geneva Summit is
concerned, we expected, the whole
humanity expected, that something
good will come out of it. The meeting that
took place between the President of the
United States of America, Mr. Reagan,
and the Soviet Leader, Mr. Gorbachov, we
expected, the  whole humanity
expected, that some  concrete decisions
will be taken for world peace for the
distruction of nuclear weapons, complete
disarmament and the ban on nuclear
weapons. But because of the unhelpful
attitude of the American President no
decisions worth the name could be taken
and we are sorry for that. But, at least,
they could come together for a dialogue,
fo'r a discussion, and we hope that in
future, at least immediately, they will
respect the wishes of  the mankind and
they will take concrete decisions for the
complete  disarmament, for the ban of
nuclear weapons and for destruction of
nuclear weapons. So far as our relations
with these two countries are concerned,

America and the Soviet Union, we
have friendly relation.  But there is no
point in equating these two countries. The

Soviet Union has always stood by
India. The Soviet Union has alwayss
stood for the liberty and freedom of the
people all over the world, wherever there
was freedom struggle, wherever there was
injustice against the = humanity.  They
have always taken side with the people's
struggle.  We have seen in our own
region, our relations with Pakistan have
been strained and in the Security Council
America has always sided with Pakistan
but the Soviet Union has come  to our
help. In other matters also, both  in
the Security Council and in the United
Nations and out of the United Nations, the
Soviet Union has helped us and
stood throughout with us as a friend. But
America wants us to concede  on
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omething. We want to have friendly
relations with America but 'American
want that we should concede something
which cannot be done. So far as the visit
of our Prime Minister to United States is
concerned, we had expected some
tangible results would come out of this
visit. We welcome this visit but our
expectations out of this visit have been
belied. American President could not
change his views on the supply
sophisticated weapons to Pakistan and
these weapons have been continued to be
supplied to Pakistan. There is no change
in the policy of U.S. so far as Pakistan is
concerned. As a matter of fact. Pakistan is
being encouraged by America in certain
matters. We say that we equally want to
have friendship with America as we have
good friendly relations with the Soviet
Union. But it all depends on America how
it acts in relation to supply of arms to
Pakistan. That is a very important aspect
and until and unless that policy changes, I
don't think our real friendship with
America could develop.

So far as ou'r relations with our
neighbouring countries are concerned, I
would say that our foreign policy, or the
success of our foreign policy will depend
on our relations with our neighbours. So
far as our relations with Pakistan a're
concerned, there are two or three things
that come in the way Of real friendship
between India and Pakistan. The most
important one is Kashmir. A part of
Kashmir is still in illegal possession of
Pakistan and I don't understand how the
Government of India is silent over it> It
has not explained to the couitry and to the
House what its real stand is, whether we
are going to give up our claim over that
part or try to take it back and if we are
going to get it back, by what means and
how. Of course, Simla Agreement is there
that we shall have bilateral negotiations
for a solution of our problems. But
everythne Pakistan is insisting that
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Kashmir is a part of it and that it belongs to
them and that India has no right over it. .
Whereas We say that Kashmir is a part of it
and that it is in illegal occupation of Pakistan.
I don't understand as to what our concrete
policy is on this issue. Of » course, in words,
we say that whole of Jammu and Kashmir
including that part which is in illegal
possession of Pakistan, belongs to us. But that
is not sufficient. We want to know how we
are going to solve this problem.

Another important point is manufacture
of nuclear weapons by Pakistan and its
acquisition of sophisticated weapons from
America. Recently, there was a meeting
of SAARC. That is good. But what about
these issues Pakistan is a member of the
non-aligned movement. Why I say that
there is a slight shift or erosion in this
movement, because certain countries
which do not believe in the policy of non-
alignment, have become members of this
movement and there the shift or erosion
of policy arises. We meet in different
conferences with other countries and we
discuss these aspects but at the same time
there is no sign of any change in the
policy of Pakistan so far as acquiring of
weapons and manufacture of the atomic
weapons is concerned and Kashmir issue
is concerned.

I would now like to deal with our relations
with China. China is of ¢ course a great
country, our great neighbour. We want to
have friendly relations with China as we
want to have friendly relations with our
neighbours. I have been to China. Chinese
people have great respect for the people of
India. We have also great respect and regard,
affinity and love, towards the people of
China. In this connection, I would like to
point out to the hon. Minister and the
Government that we adopted a Resolution in
Parliament that even an inch of Indian
territory which is in illegal possession of
either China or Pakistan should not be
bargained for anything. We have to settle
this issue honourably
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without the loss of any territory of India
to any other country.

Then, Madam, a word about...

A ; 79, AT I TH 4%
e

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY:
One minute more. You have given so
much time to others. Let me take one
minute more.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I have
given many minutes to you.

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY;
As far as the Sri Lankan problem is
concerned, there was some hope when the
talks between the two, between the Shri
Lankan Government and the Tamil
leaders, began in Thimpu. But no tangible
results have come out of this. In this
connection, I would like to point out that
some proposals have come from Mr.
Thondaman. To break the deadlock, it
will be desireable to take up, as a starting
point for the discussion, the proposals
submitted by the Ceylon Workers'
Congress, popularly known as
Thondaman proposals. 1 think, the
Government should be in possession of
the details of these proposals. The
Government should look into it, and try to
infuence and presu-ade the Tamil leaders
as well as the Sri Lankan Government, try
to see if Jayewardene can agree to these
proposals so that we can try to find a
solution to this problem. (Time bell rings)
If you give the bell, Madam,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I have
got to. You do not know. There are 28
“speakers. You ehould also |give chance
to other Members to speak.

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY:
As far as the visit of our Prime Minister to
other countries is concerned, I have said
earlier also. We are not against his visits
abroad. We welcome such visits, if it
brings some tangible results. Some of our
friends were saying that the success of our
foreign policy is evidenced by the fact
that our Prime Minister is the head of the
non-aligned movement. This is not a
significant thing. Next year, somebody
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else will become the head of the non-
aligned movement. This is not a thing by
which we can judge the success of our
foreign policy. The success of our foreign
policy will depend upon the fact whether
we have been able to achieve what we
wanted to Achieve, whether any tangible
results have been produced, whether we
have succeeded. I would like to know
from the hon. Minister, let this country
know, let this House know, whether we
have succeeded. Of course, we might
have said brave words. We might have
made efforts. But what has been the
result, the concrete result? This is very
important. Thank you.

SHRI SANTOSH KUMAR SAHU
(Orissa): Madam Deputy Chairman, we
are discussing the foregin policy of our
country in the context of the international
stituation today at a time when the world
is full of horrors. The world is thereatened
with a nucluear holocaust and the danger
of star wars is looming large over the
world today. Mankind is faced with a
terrible disaster. Whatever my friends
from the other side may say about the
credibility of our foreign policy I would
like to point out that a great beginning has
been made when the leaders of the two
supper powers met in Geneva. It has been
widely acclaimed in the foreign Press that
India has played a leading role in bringing
the two leaders to the conference table for
discussions. We expect that in future also,
India will continue to play this role in the
interest of world peace so that mankind is
saved from the brink of nuclear disaster.
This is the measure of success of India's
foreign policy.

Now, Madam, criticisms have been
made in this House and apprehensions
have been voiced, about the Sri Lankan
problem; China, Pakistan and various
other countries have been brought in.
But I would say
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that foreign policy of a country cannot be
tested by questions. Some times there are
historical compulsion and sometimes
there are geographical compulsions. But
whatever might the compulsions whether
you like them or not, the question is that
in any civilived society in any inter-
national diplomacy there must be
negotiations we should try to sit round the
table to sort out all the problems. There
ought to be dialogue and understanding
for the peace and progress of mankind.

Madam, I would like to say that this
policy of non-alignment, which has
really been so, has a historical
background. It has come up successfully.
Ithas seen bad weathers and still it
has proved to be a very strong and sound
policy. If we look to the current history we
see how the non-aligned countries
have gathered stength how they are relying
upon the leadership of India. In the past
Madam Gandhi was elected as the
chairman of the NAM. Not only that she
was the  hope and aspiration for the
developing countries of the world.
After that, Shri Rajiv Gandhi was
elected as the President. It is not only the
nomenclature  of Presidentship but it is
the real hope of the developing countries
the depressed people, the people who have
freed themselves from colonialism.
They have relied the greatest hope upon
the leadership of India.

Recently 1 visited Zambia with a
Parliamentary delegation. I know how
much respect was given to our delegation.
Shri Agarwal, the Secretary-General who
was in the delegation is here. He knows
how Mr. Kaunda, the President of that
country had cancelled his appointment
when he heard that the Indian delegation
was coming. The respect that
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he gave to our leader was a question of
prestige for us. African people had the
greatest feeling for whole of our nation
because this is a continuous process. India
has stood like a rock for anti-colonialism,
anti-racialism and ecomic emancipation
of the poorest people of the whole world.
That is why we cannot forget the words of
Pandit Jawarharlal Nahru, who when he
was the Vice-President of the interim
Government in 1946, even Dbefore
independence, talked about non-
aligument. We cannot forget Jawaharlal
Nehru as and when we discuss the foreign
policy of our country. This is what he said
and I quote:

"We propose as far as possible to
keep away from the power politics of
groups aligned against one another
which have led in the past to world
war and which may again lead to
disasters on an eevn vaster scale. We
believe that peace and freedom are
indivisible and the denial of freedom
anywhere must endanger freedom
elsewhere and lead to conflict and
war. We are particularly interested in
emancipation of colonial and
dependent countries and peoples and
in the recognition in theory and
practice of equal opportunities for all
races"

So this is the fundamental guideine,
Nobody can prove it to be wrong. You
know it, Vietnam is a small plateau a
small empire where every inch was
bombarded by Americans but this could
not defeat the people because the people
there had the will and the national spirit.
So in any country if we have to solve any
political problems we have to bring those
countries round the table we have to
discuss, negotiate and ear» the goodwill
of the people.
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I would now like to come to other points
one by one. In the Northern region there is
China. The 1962 Chinese agression gave the
greatest shock to our policy of co-existence.
But it is necessary for the two neighbours we
are the two most populous countries in the
world to coexist to have sweeter relations. In
the recent meeting between the Prime Minister
of India and China at New York expectations
were roused that we will come to better
understanding about our hasder. Discussion
have continued, yet no result has been
achieved. The existing status-quo cannot be
agreed to for ever.

Let us hope this be the begin-ing to have
more economic and political relationship
between the two countries which will create a
new, er, of friendship and understanding
between the two countries of Asia and in the
whole world.

Coming to the other countries we have seen
how Indian Ocean has become a very
vulnerable point. The old imperialism and old
colonialism are gone. Neo-colonialism and
new super power domination have come
Diego Garcea is a naval base. It is a nuclear
warheads base, where, as the Indian
delegation at the UN said, they are
planning to have space war from that centre.
As such it is a potential danger to India.
About 140 crore people live in the littoral
State. Their wishes have been  vitiated.
They have not been consulted. It is a shame on
the part of human civilization that such
barbaric acts are being done. We are
being exposed to nuclear holocaust in future.
We have that apprehension. So I would like
to ask the Foreign ~ Minister that as
Madam Indira Gandhi had asked t*e UN to
convene a conference of the littoral States, that
should be convenel to see that Indian
Ocean
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becomes a nuclear-free zone. Efforts should
be made continuously to pursue the Super
Power bloc especially the Western b”oc, that
they should desist from such plans for future
nuclear war from the Indian Ocean where the
most under-developed pepple, the poverty-
stricken people of the whole world live. This
is one of the most important things that I
would like to emphasise which the foreign
policy of India should more try to achieve.

The other most important question is about the
non-nuclear pact in the South Asian
countries.  Of course, many Members have
rightly pointed out how Pakistan is going the
nuclear way. They have the reactors and
they are being assisted by big Western
powers. They have tried to build up nuclear
devices so that they can have a nuclear
bomb  and other things. Of course our
Prime Minister has rightly  said that we
are not planning for one. We are going on
experimenting with different reactors and
other things. W, had in the past exploded
one, but after that Mrs. Indira Gandhi, the
then  Prime Minister, had told and now
Shri Rajiv Gandhi has clearly  told that we
have no intention of creating war weapons, that
we are  going in for peaceful uses. So it is
high time that this understanding must
come to the people. So SAARC is the proper
beginning. I am very happy that at least a step
which  was not taken in the past even ~ when
the Opposition Government was  there—
which ~ was more for ASEAN than for
South Asian agreement.—has now been taken.
Now we have this Dhaka Declaration of this
Summit Conference in which they have said at
least one things: that the mistrust and conflict
in this region should be tried to be removed by
negotiations. A Secretariat has been
drawn up. This is the beginning as the Prime
Minister ha; rightly
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said, this is the dawn. He quoted the great
Poet Qazi Nazrul Islam, that man lives in
hope; he cannot live in mistrust. In the
encircling, darkening clouds, there is a
ray of hope. The people of the country
must understand this, as hag rightly been
pointed out by my friend, Mr. Malik. In
the darkest time of Bangladesh when
there was cyclone,' the Prime Minister of
India went there to meet the affected
people and the President of Bangladesh
said that he had endeared himself to the
people of Bangladesh. This understanding
between the peoples of the two countries
will force the Government to create better
understanding between the two countries.
This is one of the fundamental things that
we must emphasise in. our foreign policy.
We have been doing it and it is a good
beginning. It may take some time. But it
is more important to have better
understanding because the Western
countries are trying to magnify the
differences between the South Asian
countries for their ulterior motives. They
have created those places of conflict.
They want some problems to persist
between Pakistan and India, between
Bangladesh and India and Sri Lanka and
India, because they see India emerging a;
the most powerful nation in the Non-
Aligned countries to tak, leadership of the
under-developed and suffering millions of
the whole world. So, I would submit that
this is the real beginning. We must have
friendship with our neighbours. We have
to do it even at some cost.

Then, about non-alignment, we have
seen it in the past. There are certain
historical compulsions, I would say,
about it- Non-alignment is also dynamic
and flexible. It is not that we are standing
rigidly somewhere. Some people might
criticise us that we are doing a balancing
act, tilting towards right or towards left.
Madam, it is absolutely a figment of their
imagination. We know the history of
non-alignment
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since the beginning of 1947 when the
Kashmir issue came up—what the
western powers did and how the Soviet
people tried to help up and did help us
from the beginning. So, this part of
history cannot be erased from the Indian
history of today.

Now, for technical and other things, it
is good that the Prime Minister wants to
prepare India for the 21st century so that
the technological and other benefits could
be enjoyed by India. He has gone to
Japan to try and open a new vista for
technical cooperation. It might be that we
have not achieved many things today, but
if real friendship prevails they can be
attained. Nobody can deny that Japan is a
very advanced country in the whole
world today. People in the western
countries, even the Super Powers, are
afraid of competing with Japanese
manufacturers in the markets because th,
Japanese have developed such a high
technology. So it is high time that India
must have good relations with this coun-
try so that we can also develop tech-
nologically because we must ultimately
deliver the goods for the benefit of our
people.

Then, coming to the working of this
particular Ministry, I would like to tell
one thing. A Committee has been set up
to give a report about the working of our
Missions abroad. The Pillai Committee
gave a report 17 years before and,
consequently, the Policy Making
Committee was created in the MEA.
Now the Estimates Committee Report
has very clearly stated how a foreign
diplomat has given evidence that these
policy making institutions in the Ministry
of External Affairs are taken as a thick
wheel in the course of the chariot and are
not accepted. It is high time it is
developed. It has done something. But if
you want to make a headway in the
international relations and policies, thig
policy Making Committee in the
Ministry of External Affairs must be
institutionalized and it must have a
dynamic role.
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Now a new dimension has come in
foreign affairs which has got to be looked
into. The terrorism which is created in our
country is sometimes bred in foreign
lands. Not only that. Even our diplomats
are exposed to violence and murder. Mr.
Mhatre had been murdered. So, the
Ministry of External Affairs must
guarantee a certain protection and
security. At the same time, it must also fit
in with the modern espionage activity that
is going on. Now India has also been
exposed of espionage activity and it has
been proved by the different cases which
have appeared in the newspapers. So. w,
must have the modern techniques and the
External Affairs Ministry must so
organize itself that in the international
field we can keep ourselves on par with
the rest of the countries.

I hope the External Affairs Minister will be
able to tell us what concrete steps he is taking
in the case of Sri Lanka since we are
witnessing the racial carnage that is going on
against the Tamils in Sri Lanka. We want to
know actually what steps he is proposing to
take, how he wants to solve the problem. He
must enlighten this House on this. This is a
very important thing, and everyday we are
seeing in the newspapers that the ethnic
problem is erupting and the Tamils are being
killed.

Now India is emerging as the leader of
the non-aligned countries. So, we hope
that our foreign policy, under the
dynamic leadership of Prime Minister
Rajiv G'andhi. has progressed—viewing
the way he has proved in the different
meetings with the different power blocs
and tried to bring peace in the world by
bringing the two Super Power; to
understand each other. He is forging
India ahead to good neighbourly relations
and better understanding with neighbour-
ing countries, thus ushering in a new era
of peace and prosperity.

Thank you, Madam.

5P.M.

« SHRI SANKAR PRASAD MITRA
(West  Bengal): Madam  Deputy
Chairman, in this long debate on external
affairs, almost all important issues have
already been raised, and it is difficult for
anyone speaking at this stage to avoid
repetitions altogether. I would, however,
confine myself only to certain problems
which are threatening our day-to-day
existence in relation to our neighbours.

I am glad that the hon. Minister, in his
introductory remarks, started with the
latest event of international significance,
which has attracted the attention of
everyone of us, and that event is that the
Heads of States and Governments of
seven South-Asian States formally
adopted on the 8th of December, 1985
the charter of the South Asian
Association for Regional Co-operation.
The Association, we are glad to know,
would seek to promote collective self-
reliance and to contribute to mutual trust,
understanding and appreciation of one
another's problems. It was but natural
that these States should have come
together at some point of time or other on
grounds of the geographical contiguity,
ethencity, historic cultural affinity and a
common level of interactions arising out
of juxtaposition.

The Association has, no doubt, brought
these seven countries closer to one
another than in the past, and it is
legitimately hoped by many in this
country that, if not directly, it would
indirectly help the solution of some of
the major problems We are faced with.

For instance, so far as Bangladesh is
concerned—I come from one of the
north-eastern States—apart from dis-
putes on Farakka water, there is the
serious problem of continuous influx of
large populations into north-east India,
creating serious economic burden on,
and political problems in, these States.
We were told about the barbed-wire
fencing. How far that has progressed
is not clearly
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known. Moreover, the barbed-wire fencing
would not permanently solve this problem.
India and Bangladesh h'ave to evolve a
method on the basis of mutual understanding
to enable us to know how many persons are
crossing this long border every day, for how
long they are staying in India and whether
they ar, returning to their ordinary places of
residence. Perhaps, visas or permits granted
on the border itself would provide a solution
to some extent. But it would require
appreciation and understanding on the part of
Bangladesh of our problems in this regard

Secondly, how far i this Association likely
to restore mutual trust between India and
Pakistan either on the question of the nuclear
bomb or on that of the terrorist menace?

Thirdly, would this Association help in
promoting mutual confidence between the
Tamils and the Sinhalese in Sri Lanka and
eventually lead to a settlement of a grave and
dangerous situation in an area constantly
subjected to internalional pressures owing to
the interests of big powers in the Indian
Ocean?

Fourthly, would any attempts be now
jointly mad. to seek a programme of
permanent political settlement in Afghanistan
like Vietnam's commitment to withdraw from
Kampuchea in 1990?

Fifthly, would this Association help in
promoting Nepalese desire to be declared as a
zone of peace?

These are matters in which persons who
look upon the formation of this Association
as a dawn of hope would like to be concerned
with. It is my fervent appeal to the
Honourable Minister that in his reply—if he
Is in a position—he would kindly indicate the
reactions of the Government of India on these
issues. Thank you.

SHRI THANGABAALU (Tamil
Nadu): Madam Deputy  Chairman, I am
grateful to you for giving me
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this opportunity to participate in the
discussion on the international situation and
foreign policy of the Government of India.

Mad'am, at the very outset, I would like to
congratulate our Hon. Prime Minister, Shri
Rajiv Gandhi for successfully implementing
the tenet; of foreign policy which was
enunciated by the great leader of this nation,
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and our beloved
Shrimati Indira Gandhi. In 1947, speaking at
the Asian Relations Conference in New Delhi,
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru stated that there will
be no peace until Asia played her role very
effectively.

In the Congress centenary year, a beginning
has been made in the declaration of the South
Asian Association for Regional Cooperation
which says that the Heads of States and
Governments of South—Asian nations present
at the summit expressed their concern over the
escalation of arms race and particularly the
nuclear weapons. The Dacca summit is a
significant step in diffusing tensions for peace
and development in this region. For this
purpose, a permanent Secret .riat is being set
up for pursuing the objectives of the Heads of
Governments of the States who had met in
Dacca on the 7th and 8th of this month. I hope
that the inter-" national institutions will not
make simple things difficult and difficult
things  impossiible. ~ This  institutional
framework will help in the execution of our
political will accepted by the Heads of
Governments of all States who attended this
Dacca summit. Madam, I am sure, that this
summit will augur well for translating it«
objectives into action.

Madam Deputy Chairman, I would like to
point out a very important point. Pakistan's
President, Gen. Zia is a signatory to this
SAARC declaration. Yet he says in his
statement that India's big brother attitude and
approach stands in the way of regional
cooperation. He also says that India has
problems with all its neighbour.
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ing countries. Similarly, Mr. Jayewardene had
issued a statement just four days back saying
that if India

invades Sri Lanka and calls him for a discussion|
in order to arrest him— in such a case no Tamil
race will be in Sri Lanka. That means he i
cautioning us that the entire Tamil race in Sri
Lanka will be wiped out. At the same time, the
some leaders, both Mr. Jayawa'rdene and Mr. Zi
have stated in the Dacca summit that India is
great country and we respect the leadership o
Mr. Rajiv. Gandhi. These are the two faces o
thei'r speeches, rather contradictory speeches.
Madam, India must also understand the logid
behind these statements. Another very importan
thing has happened in that particular meeting
which was very effectively tackled by ou'r grea
leader, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, i.e. the maps of thd
seven Member Countries on the formal launching
of the South Asia Associa- 1 tion of Regiona
Cooperation were depicted on a special stamp
brought out to mark the occasion. In that Madam
Pakistan had shown Jammu and Kashmir as arj
independent nation and completely omitted thg
State of Sikkim in the Indian Map. Luckily, our
Prime Minister's intervened and he took up the
matter with the Chairman of the SAARC Mr.
frshad. Then those special stamps were
withdrawn. Madam, the SAARC summit repre-
sents 20 per cent of the human race. The few
measures other than measures against terrorism
and drug peddling ought to be identified to makd
it effective for closer involvement of all thg
Membe'rs of SAARC. If the agony and thg
teething troubles are to be minimised, thg
member', nations should subject themselves tq
self-imposed moratorium on the recent bilatera
issues involving SAARC Members. Madam, out
prime Minister, Rajiv Gandhi's initiative brough
about a cease fire between Sri Lankar
Authorities and the agitating Sri Lanka Tamil
but the Sri Lankan Authorities are committing
the violation of the cease fire day in and day out
Madam, you must be knowing
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and everyone of us know about the acts of
atrocities organised in Sri Lanka against
Tamils. The State terrorism against the Tamils
in Sri Lanka is not an ordinary thing. E*y-
day, thousands of innocent people are being
tortured and butchered and I can say, innocent
Tamil ladies are being raped. The Government
of India is taking very effective steps to stop
these atrocities. On the other hand, one Of my
hon'ble friend said in the morning that the
Government of India is changing its attitude
towards the Tamils but I apprehend that Sri
Lankan  Authorities,  particularly  Mr.
Jayawardene is taking undue advantage of our
friendliness and day by tUiy, they are
increasing their atrocities on Tamils in Sri
Lanka. Madam, this is a sensitive issue as far
as we are concerned. The Tamil brothers in Sri
Lanka are part and parcel of the Indian
community, as ou, beloved leader, Shrimati
Indira Gandhi stated when she was alive. She
said she could not tolerate any more incidents,
any more killings and each and every action in
Sri Lanka would affect the Indian community.
In the same spirit, our beloved leader, Shri
Rajiv Gandhi has taken it and he is trying hard
to see that a political settlement is achieved.
But Madam, according to our information, as
Mr. Kalyanasundaram just now mentioned
there is an American vessel, fully armed,
staying there for more than a week. And they
are saying that there is no intention of keeping
the vessel on their own. But why are they
keeping it? The Ame'rican vessel is there to
protect and to help of Sri Lanka in caBe of a
war at their doorsteps. The Government of
India and our Prime Minister have been saying
that there will be a political solution. We have
been telling this fo'r quite a long time. JVom
1948 onwards, the discussions are going on,
and continuously the Government of India is
trying to help the Tamils. But there is no result
so far. We ar, hoping to get a solution whereby
the Tamils will have a peaceful coexistence in
that
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land. Madam, I would like to state here one thing.
The Tamils and the Sinhalese cannot go together
hereafter. The saturation point has come. The
Tamil race and the Sinhalese can never go
together because the atmo- j sphere over there is
not such. We are 1 trying for a political
settlement. What kind cf settlement are we going
to give the Tamils there for a respectable living
Mor, than 2-1/2 lakhs of Tamil people are ir
Tamil Nadu and in the neighbouring States ang
day and night we can see thousands of peoplg
fleeing from Sri Lanka wher, they cannot toleratg
the atrocities of Stata terrorism.

Another facto'r, Madam, is that the Indian
Government has been advocating! for peace
and development all over the world. Our
policy of non-alignment has been , great
success to this sub-continent and all over the
world, Indias leadership is acclaimed and
accepted. Our great leader, Shri Rajiv Gandhi
has contributed to the success of accelerating
peace all over the world and he is doing his
level best to stop killings and massacres in
other parts of the world also. But even he has
stated in his speech on the 15th August that th,
pending problem before Us is the Sri Lankan
Tamil problem. I do agree. Madam, that there
is a fear among the Tamils, particularly in this
land. More than ten crores of people all over
the world of the Tamil community are
expecting that the Prime Minister of this
country, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi will come forward
with an amicable solution to the ethnic
problem in Sri Lanka. But the hopes have
gone. I can tell you, there is no hope for the
Tamil people in Sri Lanka because the attitude
of the Sri Lankan Government i; not in
accordance with the cease-fire agreement.
They have violated the cease-fire agreement,
not once but every day, every minute. They
are violating it with the help of the Sri Lankan
President, Mr. Jayawardene. Those reports
must have come to this Government. ~What
action has it taken?
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You have been saying that we are taking
action, we are taking action. But you are
taking action to kill the Tamils continuously.
This is what 1 can say. And the expected
political solution is not going to bring about
any reality in the Sri Lankan land because
before you come to a solution there will be no
Tamil race, the people who are to accept you'r
solution will not be there. I urge upon the
Government, particularly our honourable
Prime Ministe'r—the negotiations and further
negotiations by the Sri Lankan authorities and
the Tamil militants in the presence of the
Government are not going to produce any
results in the near future and the methodology
which is being adopted is not going to be
helpful— that certain new, measures, certain
new directions, have to be formulated and
applied. Then only the Sri Lankan
Government will understand the realities. That
is the only way for India to see that the people
of Sri Lanka, the people of Tamil Nadu, the
people of Inlia as a whole, are convinced. This
is a challenge and a commitment, to the Indian
diplomacy. If we fail in this, I do not know-
where we can stand, how fa'r our credibility
can be accepted. I would like to appeal to the
Prime Minister that a solution to the Tamil
problem has to be found without any loss of
time. Then only we will be doing justice to
our brothers and sisters ia Sri Lanka so that
the commitment of our great leader, Shrimati
Indira Gandhi, and ou, 'great leader, Shri Rajiv
Gandhi, will be fulfilled.

While on this subject, I would wish to say
something about the functioning of our Indian
embassies abroad. Except one or two
embassies, the others are not functioning very
effectively, they are not up to the expectations
of our leaders, and of the people of this
country. There must be certain norms of
conduct given to them for implementing the
aspirations of the people of this country by
bringing about people-to-people contacts. In
this respect—I have visited fifteen
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to sixteen countries—only in one . country our
Ambassador was able to give me a co'rrect
picture of the situation. None of the others could
tell me anything about the country. This was the
experience. So I request the honourable Minister
to strengthen our embassies abroad to make them
understand the challenges before us, and to tell
the world community that India stands for the
effectiveness of peace movements and other
important issues. (Time bell rings) i would make
a suggestion in this connection. Our bureaucrats
who are appointed as ou'r Ambassadors, are not
doing justice to our country. I suggest, therefore,
that the services of very important political
leaders who have contributed to the development
of the nation can also be drawn upon, such senior
people from public life should be accommodated
in these areas, so that they will be able to do
better than the people whom you have there.

Lastly, Madam, I would like to emphasise
one more point and it is this that our Prime
Minister has been trying to see that India's flag
flies high in the comity of nations. But our
friends on the opposite side have said that the
Prim, Minister is just rouing the world like a
tourist. I am sorry to hear this. He is not
touring as a tourist or trying to see the
countries abroad. But he is doing his level best
for the cause for which India stood in the past
and will stand in the future. Madam, he is the
symbol of not only the Indian community, but
he is also the symbol of hope of th, whole
humanity and almost all the countries of the
world are appreciating the initiatives taken by
hint We are proud to have such a leader like
Shri Rajiv Gandhi in this country as our Prime
Minister, and his contributions, his excellence,
his leadership, and his dynamism will have to
be strengthened, and 1 would like to say that
his contribution to the whole peace movement
will go a long way in bringing about peac, in
the world. For this our cooperation is required
and the policies of the Government will have
to be
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supported with the contact

programmes, etc.

mass

With these words Madam, 1 support th,
foreign policy of our Government and the
leadership of our beloved Prime-Minister,
Shri Raju’ Gandhi, and his efforts to see peace
in the world today. Thank you, Madam.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now Shri
V. Gopalsamy.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Madam, ! would
like straightway to confine myself to the
tragedy of the Tamils in Sri Lanka because
this is the only occasion on which I can
express my sentiments, this is the only
occasicri on which I can express my agony
and anguish, pain and pathos and this is the
only occasion on which I can express my
views. | say this because we Tamils have
become unfortunate creatures to such an
extent that even a debate ®" Sri Lanka could
not be permitted in this House or in the other
House.

Madam, my learned colleagues have
congratulated our Prime Minister and have
applauded the rol, f'"" our Prime Minister. And
they have also presented many bouquets to
him and they have called his as the champion
of human rights, as tire custodian of human
rights. Theyhav” also said that he raises his
voice when he goes to Bahamas, when he
goes to the United Nations, when he to
Dhaka, as a champion of hums:, rights. We
have now launched a crusade to demolish the
abominable structure of apartheid in South
Africa. Of course, I welcome it and I
appreciate it. But, Madam, they say that when
the human rights are violated, when the
human dignity is destroyed we will raise our
voies, whether it is in Namibia or whether it
is in Zambia or whether it is in
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toria or whether it is in Morocco. But Madam,
I am very much pained oint out that
Whenever human trossly v i the is
and of Sri Lanka, I do notid the
rationale behind the attitude of the
Government in noti- in the various
forums. raised the issue at Baha-
. Have you raised the,issue at United Nations?
Have you raised issue at Dhaka Are
they not an beings? That is my question. ou
say that wherever human rights are violated
who will raise our . then I will put a simple
ques-whether the Tamils in Sri a are human
beings or not.

Madam, is it not a crime of geno-that places of
worship of Tamils inuously
attacked and dest- d? Is it not a crime of
genocide temples, Hindu temples, ‘are
being destroyed? Is it not a crime
genocide that churches are dest-ed? Is it
not a crime of genocide mosques are burnt?
Isitnotacrime of genocide that the
great Jatna library was burnt? Ninety-six
and books were burnt. Was it arsenal
of arms? It was a treasure house of our
ancient literature. Is it a crime of
genocide that our womenfolk are
paraded naked in the streets of Jaffna
and raped? Is it not a crime of
genocide that our women are raped,
butchered and d? Is it not a crime of
genocide I our kids, our children, are kill-
riddled with bullets?  Is it not a no of
genocide? Why are our i ches, temples
and mosques attack-Why was the
Jaffna library nt? Why are our women
raped? Because they cherish their chastity
as - arer than  their life? Even then
have notraised theissue at Rahmas.

Madam, from the dawn of history Tamils
have been the inhabitants
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of Sri Lanka. They have had their ow,
kingdom. A, far as the role of India is
concerned, right from 1 day, of great
Jawaharlal Nehru, for whom I have got the
greatest respect. we have betrayed the
interests of the Tamils, because when the
most obnoxious legislation was passed in
1946 disenfranching one million
Tamils; we never raised our voice. When our
relationship  with China, when our
relationship with Pakistan deteriorated under
these circumstances just to befriend
Srimavo, a pact, th, Shastri-Srimavo Pact,
was signed, betraying the Tamils in. 1964. So
right from 1948 our people arc harassed;
right from  195a they pre killed. Right from
1961, 1971, 1974 1977 and right from 1981
they have been  continuously killed and
betrayal of India has  been going on. Then
we are very much shocked, Madam because
I find a very clear  shift in our attitude, a
great change in our attitude. The other day
when our hon. Prime Minister made a
statement, that the ball is now in Tamils' court
that was  welcomed widely in Sri Lanka.
The Press coverage was such that there was
SO much jubilation. The Sri Lanka
Government were so much jubilant about
the statement of our hon. Prime Minister
that Jayawardene in an interview in the 'India
Today' quotes his. ~ Madadm, there is again
a statement of our Prime Minister at a Press
Conference in Madras, about the arms build-
up by the Jayawardene regime in Sri Lanka
he says: Any Government could build up
security forces; it cannot stop a
Government from doing it.

[The  Vice-Chairman,
KMmar Sahu) in the Chair.l

(Shri  Santo.*

Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, you advocate
sanctions against South Africa for the simple
reason that a crude form of Apartheid is
being practical
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vocating that no countries should

Jhave  aay track, political—cultural,
economic or commercial truck—with
South Africa. But at the same time
Sir, this racist regime of Jayewar
dene is getting arms from  South  Africa.
When you are advocating that no
country should have any truck with
South Africa, what slopped you at
Bahamas to raise the issue with

Jayawardene that they should not
iy commercial links with
uth Africa? That is lion.

The Minister must reply to my question.
You are advocating that no country should
have any truck with South Africa. Sri Lanka
is getting arms from South Africa. What
made you not to take up the issue with
Jayawardene? Our hon. Prime Minister
said the  other day that Sri Lankan side has
given proposals, but not the Tamilians. Sir,
what are the proposals? Does the Prime
Minister realise or not that the very same
proposals were given during the days of
the British in 1928 in the name of
Provincial Councils. The very  same
proposals ~ were given again when there
was a pact between Ban-anaike  and
Chelvanayanam in 1957. There was
proposal of Regional Councils. What
happened to the  proposals? The proposals
were unilaterally abrogated by Sri Lanka
Government. The very same proposals
were again mooted out. Then there was
another pact with Dudley Sen-anayake in the
year 1955. What happened to those
proposals? Those proposals were also
shelved. The very same proposals which
were thrashed out threadbare many times
were placed again. At the same time,
after the ceasefire agreement, thousands of
Tamils have been killed. Even today, the
bombardment is  going on from
helicopters. Are we shutting our eyes?
Have we become blind? The bombardment
of civilian areas from helicopters is going on
even this day, this minute. You are shutting
your eyes.  You have become blind. Your
cars have become deaf. Sir, even then you
are saying
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that the proposals have been given by the Sri
Lankan side. We are telling til things not
for political ends. The ho] of our people have
been totally shattc Jayawardene compares
Madam Gaudhi uith. eour present Prime
Minister, Rajiv Gam I quote India Today of
December 16, 1985. The question posed to
him is: "Do you find any difference of
approach I ween Rajiv Gandhi and Mrs;
Gandhi to problem." Jayawardene says:
"The encc was due to the elections ir Mrs.
Gandhi was due to faelections in India
and Tamil Natshe kept her political interest
in Rajiv Gandhi need not do so the elections are
cover now." A: "l am * determined to
finish militants."  After  signing ement, he
says that he is del to finish the militants.
After signing ment, he goes to I statement
there that he will wipe out the militants. Having
signed the tire agreement, he goes
and he says: "I believe only in militai
The question is: "Should you nol

a political  solution?” You are sp
about political solutions. Many of my
friends including yourself  have
about political solutions. H. The

Tamil problem is more a military prob
lem. Any military problem has to.be tac
kled militarily." He also says: "We were
not ready earlier. Now we are acquiring
arms and getting our soldiers trained.
are getting ready for a decisive military
action. We are getting our own cadres
trained in Israel. Israelis are our friends.
I have my independent views on interna
tional politics. Israelis are helping my
soldiers." So, they are getting aid from
Israel. They are getting it from South
Africa. They are getting aid and assistance
from Pakistan. He is sending his soldiers
to Pakistan. He is sending his soldiers
to Israel. You know how much is this
years'. Defence budget of Sri Lanka-
budget 600 billion dollars. Tt is more
than 70 per cent more than the last
year's budget. He is getting Off
all over the world to wipe out our people. You
say that this is not the concern only Tamil
Nadu but this is the concern of the whole
countries. If so show your action and
reaction.
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What action? When (he genocide is be->ig
continuously perpetrated on our people, you
should come and say in the Parliament that
you condemn genocide. As the condemnation
was made by Madam Gandhi on the 16th
August.. 1983 will you come to the
Parliament and say that you condemn the
genocide? Then, Sir, after all these things...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): Please try to
j-onclude.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: I will only take
two minutes. Throughout the session we have
been trying to have a discussion on the
subject. This is the only forum, Sir, through
which we can express our views. Sir, I want to
know from the hon. Minister as to what the
credibility is of the proposals of Mr.
Jayawardene. What is the credibility? Has he
ever honoured the assurances given by him?
Never. Our Prime Minister has shaken hands
with Mr. Jayawardene at Dhaka, whose hands
are stained with the blood of our Tamils. Sir,
this is the 'Hindu' of today. Here. I am shocked
about the statement of our Prime Minister. I
quote: "Asked whether he discussed the Tamil
United Liberation Front's proposals to end the
ethnic conflict in Sri Lanka with President
Jayawardene, the Prime Minister said that he
had not seen the proposals." He says that he
had not seen the TULF proposals. They have
got the proposals. The TULF has given the
proposals. He says publicly that he has not
seen the proposals. So, you are betraying our
interests, you are selling our interests just to
keep up the diplomatic niceties with a racist
regime, with a blood-thirsty regime, with a
monster. You are selling our interests. You are
betraying our interests. Sir. lice again, I am
very much pained to hear when some of my
friends say that there is a vast difference
between the problem of Bangladesh and the
problem of Sri Lanka. Then the humanitarian
flag fluttered high. Why is it half mast now?
When the genocide is continuously going on,
you are not going to condemn it. When
Benjamine Molire, the great Negro poet was
publicly hanged, we all shed tears, including
myself. When the Negro
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poet was Kkilled, we have expressed our
condolences here. But, Sir, history is going to
judge us. When hundreds of Tamils were
killed in the Velikade prison, when the blood
was flowing like river in the prison, when the
detenus were killed, I would like to ask
whether the then Prime Minister or this Prime
Minister or the Government has made any
condemnation and whether any condolences
were uttered on the floor of this or the other
House. This is your attitude.

Sir, you say that we cannot have a truck
with the terrorists. Are they terrorists? They
are not terrorists. They have to live in dignity
and honour. They do not want to live as
slaves. That is why they have taken up the
arms. If you call them terrorists, then Bhagat
Singh is a terrorists. If you call them
terrorists, then Chandrasekhar Azad is a
terrorist.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): Please conclude
now.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Therefore, Sir, 1
would like to ask one thing from our hon.
External Affairs Minister. Sir, in reply to my
question on the 21st November, 1985 as to
how many assaults have taken place against
the Indian fishermen, against the citizens of
India on the high-seas by the Navy of Sri Lan-
ka, he says, "According to the information
available with us, the number of assaults from
January 1, 1985 to date is 58, that 96 assaults
have been reported since July, 1983: 6 deaths
resulted and many wounded." So, our Indian
fishermen have been assaulted 96 times. What
for are you keeping your Armed Forces? You
are spending Rs. 8,000 crores. I am also a tax-
payer. I have got every right to ask. If our kith
and kin are attacked and killed by the foreign
navy 96 times, what for are you keeping your
Navy?

Rs. 10,000 crores you are spending for
defence {Time bell rings). T would like to ask
the External Affiairs Minister are you going to
condemn the crime of genocide or not? Are
you going to give an ultimatum that genocide
should stop or else we will sever the
diplomatic relations? Are you going to help
the Sri Lankan racist regime or protect, the
rights of the Tamils there? (Time bel! rings).
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Sir, only one word more before i con- -I elude.
Our homes will become a shelter j for those
Tamils. I want this Government to help the
liberation group publicly. I say when you are
recognising the PLO, when you are recognising
the shirue ds- j mocratic republic, you recognise
the Eelam revolutionary groups, you recognise
the Eelam. You may not agree with me. But a day
will come when you will have to *Agiee. In the
words of Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, they are boys. But
those boys are determined. They will either
perish or they will succeed. One day the Embassy
of Eelam will be opened here in Connaught Place
we will join liberation movement. We will join it.
(Time Bell rings). | warn you, unless you change
your attitude, our people will never forgive the
callous attitude, the discriminatory attitude of this
Government headed by Mr. Rajiv Gandhi.

SHRI P.N. SUKUL (Uttar Pradesh): Mr.
Vice-Chairman, Sir, we aire considering the
international situation with a view to having
an apprisal. ..

SHRI VITHALRAO MADHAVRAO
JADHAV: Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, my name
was there first.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): Yes, we will see
that.

SHRI P.N. SUKUL: Sir, we are considering
this international situation only for having an
apprisal of our foreign policy, for having an
evaluation of our foreign | policy. Sir, as regards
our foreign policy, it has remained practially the
same, during the last about four decades. It has
remained the same. Our foreign policy is a policy
of peace and friendship of anticolonialism, of
disarmament and of peaceful co-existence. This
is our policy. This was our policy in 1947 also.

Sir, the success of our foreign policy Use in
the fact that today we are not tied up with the
apron strings of any power, any country, even a
super power. We are free to decide about our
destiny. We , are free to decide about our course
of action. We are not tied up with anyone. And,
Sir, if you will remember, almost all other
countries which became free with us Or after
us do not today have
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this freedom. The success of our foreign
policy also lies in the fact that by pursuing this
policy our leaders like Pandit Nehru and Smt.
Indira Gandhi, have been able to bring about a
sort of qualitative change in world politics,
and they have helped the emergence of a new
third force in the world, a strong force, and
that is why it is rightly said that today the
world is not only bi-polar but a third force of
non-aligned countries has already come. The
success of our foreign policy also lies in the
fact that today more than 100 countries of the
world have accepted India as their leader and
they look up to us for guidance. And the
success of our foreign policy lies in the fact
that we have lived and worked for certain
principles, not just for a handful of silver or a
little money, as many other countries have
been doing and that is how the Philippines or
Pakistan or so many countries are taking loans
and grants from America and they have now
become puppets in the hands of America. We
could also have done that but our leaders had
taught us to live by certain principles, to work
for certain principles and there lies the
ultimate success of our foreign policy.

The success of ou)r foreign policy also lies
in the fact that today with most of our
neighbours we are living in peace and
friendship and we are trying to promote
friendship amongst them. Even with China we
are having a dialogue, which was said to be
our worst enemy; but now the tension is
lessening. We have been having dialogue and
a time will come when our relationship will
normalise. And this is the burning testimony
of our foreign policy that even leaders of the
CPI (M) like Mr. Namboodiripad or Mr. Ra-
jeshwara Rao, leader of CPI have all been
supporting our foreign policy.

It is true that today we are living under the
shadow of a nuclear holocaust. If we are not
discreet and careful, if wo do not have a sence
of responsibility and if even by mistake
someone presses a button somewhere, the
entire humanity may be wiped off this globe.
That is why Pandit Nehru and Mrs. Gandhi
and now Shri Rajiv Gandhi had worked and
have been wdrking incessantly for peace
and
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friendship, for disarmament and for peaceful
coexistence with the neighbouring countries
and other countries.

As I was saying, our foreign policy is a policy
of non-alignment. Now, some of our critics try to
make a controversy as to what non-alignment is.
In this connection, I would like to quote from a
speech of Pandit Nehru delivered in Hyderabad
on 27 July 1963. "Take our foreign policy. What
do we stand for? Well, broadly we stand for
peace and friendship among nations. We stand
for the end of colonialism and for non-alignment.
That means, we do not attach ourselves to any
power bloc. By attaching ourselves to a military
bloc, we may gain some advantages but we also
acquire many disadvantages and our capacity to
work for peace will become tremendously
affected thereby." In this connection, I would like
to give a very small quotation from the speech of
Pandit Nehru when on 3 September 1963,
replying to a similar debate on international
situation in this very House, Pandit Nehru tried to
explain non-alignment. He said: "Non-alignment
means that we do not join military blocs which
have created lot of trouble and tension. We did
not join any of those blocs. Non-alignment gives
us freedom of action, freedom to function as we
think best, which is a part of our independence.
Whether we use our independence wrongly or
rightly is a separate matter and this we can dis-
cuss but this has nothing to do with non- I
alignment."

As regards our approach to the Super Power
blocs, as I have said, we are nonalig, but we
want friendship with both. Our friendship with
the Soviet Union does not mean that we are
enemies of all others or we cannot havei
friendly relations with others. That is why
Mrs. Gandhi went to America. That is why
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi went to America, just to
explain to them our stand and 1 think as a
result of the visit of our Prime Minister to
United States, there is now a Dbetter
understanding, a better appreciation of each
other's points of view and also there has been
an agreement about a joint research
programme. The
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trouble with U.S. is that it has invested a
colossal amount of money and material in
Pakistan.

That material, that money, which it has
already invested, it does not want to write off.
It wants to have certain benefits. It is having
certain benefits. It is, in fact, the U.S.A. which
is behind the strained relations, to whatever
extent it may be, between India and Pakistan.
The U.S.A. has armed Pakistan with F-16
aircraft. It has provided her with Harpoon
missiles. It has provided her with new and
pwoer-ful tanks, modern communication and
radar systems and what not. Therefore, with
all these American resources, Pakistan is now
a puppet in the hands of America. It is
behaving exactly the way America wants it to
behave. Pakistan is not free like us to decide
about its destiny, to decide about its course of
action. It is a facet that both the U.S.A. and
Pakistan want to destabilise and disintegrate
this country. (Time-bell rings) Pakistan, in
fact, is wanting to avenge its defeat which it
had to face in 1971. T believe—this is my
personal belief—Pakistan may try to wage a
war against India with all its ma-and arms,
which have been piltd up there. Although
Pakistan may be wiped off. Pakistan will, no
doubt, try. Today, ten divisions of the
Pakistan army are deployed along the Jammu
and Kashmir border. At so many points, there
are skirmishes every day, firing. Their war
planes are crossing our boundary line, the
Indian border. (Time-bell rings),

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): Please try to
conclude. The time is very short.

SHRI P. N. SUKUL; Then, Pakistan has the
Islamic bomb or it is going to have- one, as
our Prime Minister has repeatedly said. Jack
Anderson, fee American journalist, has also
said that Pakistan tested a bomb two years
back on the soil of China. They have tested it
and that is why, perhaps, the Prime Minister
also said that Pakistan has acquired the bomb.
In this connection, I would like to suggest to
my Government, because our Prime Minister
has already said that we keep our options
open; it depends upon Pakistan what we
should do; we keep o»r
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options upon. But I suggest that India must
make the bomb, Keeping the options open
alone will not suffice. Suppose they have the
atom bomb and they attack you. What will
you do? You will not have the lime to make
the bomb. Therefore, , ] would say, discretion
is the better part of valour. It is better to have
the atom bomb for self-defence purposes,
only for :'->lf-defence. Even Mahatma
Gandhi, the exponent of non-violence never
said that you should not be able to defend
yourself. India must be in a position to defend
itself, its people, its boundaries, I, therefore,
humbly request our Prime Minister, our
Extenal Affais Minister and the Government,
that we  should try to } have the atom bomb
as early as possible so that no country, no
nuclear power, can threaten us with atom
bomb. (Time bell rings). Since the time is up,
'with these words, 1 fully endorse and support
the foreign policy of India and once again
repeat my request that we should make the
bomb as early as possible.

DR. SHYAM SUNDAR MOHAPATRA
(Orissa): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the Foreign
Minister, Mr. Bhagat, has added many
feathers to his cap. One feather he added in
London, another in Bahamas, the third in
Washington, the fourth in Oman, the fifth in
Tokyo and then, of course, the last but not the
least, credit goes to him for the India-China
official level talks.

SHRI SITARAM KESRI: He is a
Hanuman. DR. SHYAM SUNDAR MOHAPAT-
RA: Sir, the foreign policy of a country is dependent
upon the policy at a time, as Mr. Castelveigh once
Foreign Secretary of Great Britain has said. Let me
take up the issue of India-China talks. There was a
time when India used to participate in the  anti-
imperialist ~ struggle in China. I remember
Madam Sun Yat-Sen and Jawaharlal Nehru
speaking 6 P.M. in Brussels in 1937 and after which
the Indian National Congress had volunteered to
send corps and we sent the medical men to China,
Dr. Kotnis, Dr. Basu and others. That was the
policy of the Tndian National Congress that was
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followed till today by the Government of
India under the Congress. The question is, the
talk was on the border issue. Madam Gandhi
always used to think of the friendship
movement. I am quoting Mrs. Gandhi when she
was talking to Mr. Chu-tunon? who came here:
"It is like putting one brick on the other to build
a friendship house." in fact, she thought that the
boundary issue can be kept away for the present
and we can have collaboration in industry, in
science, in technology, in education and
culture and all that. Well, Mr.
Venkateswaran is a very seasoned diplomat
who led the delegation of India, but what is the
net  result of this talk? The Government of
India has, of course said, "Achieved a clear
understanding of each other's position." Good.
Again, they said: Useful and condusive for a
better understanding between the two
countries. Very good. And third time, the
spokesman said: Talks were held in a friendly
and cordial atmosphere.  The  result
should have been something very concrete.
Mr. Deng Xiaoping's package deal
probfebly means that they think that all the
14000 sq. miles in the Chinese occupation will
be given to them. They want to take Sikkim,
they" want to take Arunachal, they want to
have their sphere in other places, but we cannot
forget that we have passed a Reselution in this
Indian Parliament that we should try to bring
back every inch that we have lost. Mr.
Minister, things are changing very  rapidly.
We have to make a compromise. We have to see
the reality and come to a position so that we can
solve this vexed problem. Well, the new Prime
Minister, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, spoke in Lok
Sabha that the most important thing is the
boundary issue. Now the most paramount point
that I want to impress on you is this that if we
go logically, then it should be on "as is and
where is" basis in regard to the area of actual
control. If they say that the Government of
India has tacitly agered to a position of actual
control in Kashmir, why not here? But much
can be done across the table, much can be done
behind the scene. If our Foreign Minister talks
to their Foreign Minister and Mr. Gandhi talks
to Mr. Deng Xiaoping, behind the screen, much
can be done. I will request the hon. Foreign
Minister to make a visit
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[Dr. Shyam Sunder Mohapatra]

to China because their Foreign Minister has
already visited India and their Prime Minister
has invited our Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv
Gandhi, for a visit there. Unfortunately, again
some other spokesman said: Adequate steps to
find a solution to all our outstanding problems
between the two countries must procede such
a journey. It is a queer legic, as has been told
in an edi-torail of the Indian Express. Mr.
Minister, we have to visualise the reality.
Unless both these leaders sit across the table,
unless Mr. Rajiv Gandhi and Mr. Deng
Xiaoping talk behind the screen about this
question of 14000 square miles, this vexed
problem will never be solved.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Do you think this
question will ever be solved?

DR. SHYAM SUNDAR  MOHA-
PATRA: Well, something can be achieved.
Otherwise, we cannot continue with this
vexed problem for an unlimited time.
{Interruptions). I think you have already met
with some success in Japan. I must say a few
good words about the Prime Minister's visit to
Japan. When I was there in 1982 1 was
probably the first among six or seven important
people who had visited Japan in those days.
They remember Rabindra nath Tagore, Rash
Be-hari Bose, they remember Subhas Chandra
Bose, they remember so many people. But after
all, who went from India? Mr. Ja-wahlarlal
Nehru, Mrs. (Indira Gandhi. There have
not been many visits of important people to
Japan. And Japan remembers Radha Binod
Pal's verdict on the Tokyo crimes trial. Let me
quote a few lines from it: I would hold
that each and every of the accused must be
found not guilty of each and every one of the
charges and should be acquited of all
charges. This is one of the statements of Dr.
Radha Binod Pal which the Japanese people
remember till today. They do remember the
elephants, which you mentioned. You have
given four. Two elephants they do remember.
But they remember the galaxy of leaders who
have bound India and Japan in cordial bonds.
Your visit to Japan and that of Prime Minister
will certainly be a milesstone in the progress of
Indo-l«pan friedship.

We have to have economic and technological
collaboration with them. You know, Japan is
bound to USA by a treaty which forms part of the
constitution  something  unprecedented and
unheard of in any constitution of the world. But
yet I must admit that Japan has never supported
the United States in their gunboat diplomacy
anywhere—not in the Middle East, far less in
Latin America or Central America, not even in
Africa. I must say they have maintained a seat of
isolation and that is where they and we stand.
Today we find that it is not only the Ma-ruti
Suzuki that you have but you have ' Suzuki,
Yamaha, Honda, Mazda and so many factories
that are having collaboration. It is an automobile
revolution and if you want high technology, don't
go to the West. USA has already transferred 56
technologies to you, but Japan can give you about
100 technologies. Our Prime Minister is called a
Hi-tech Prime Minister and a Computer Prime
Minister. But I can chn tell you that the age is for
high technology and you must depned on Japan,
far less depneding on the United States, France,
United Kingdom or Germany. That will be the
starting point of our relations with Japan.

Today the whole world is divided between
collective security and collective self-defence.
So far as collective security is concerned, you
have the NATO powers and you have, on the
other side, the socialist powers led by USSR
Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia and all
the East European countries—and the Warsaw
Pact. Then you have the ASEAN where you
have counttlSssaligned to the United States of
America. Now you have GOC— which is
called" the Gulf Cooperation Council. Then
you have the States under the US influence in
Latin America and Central America. You have
the OAP, Organisation of African Unity. Well
the whole world is covered with blocs. And
now you have NAM also. The question is that
the whole power remains with the stronger
element. Either you must go to the Soviet bloc
or you must go to the US bloc. There is no
halfway house. And if there is a half-way
house—the NAM— you have all the failures
that you have.
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In the case of Iran-Iraq war, for the last five
sears it has been raging. In a recent interview
the Prime Minister has told some journalists
that he is withdrawing from the peace move.
That means you have failed. How can you do
it in Iran which has a fundamentalist govern-
ment? You cannot equate Iraq and Iran. Our
Congress Party has relations with the Arab
Baath Socialist Party of Iraq lasting 40 years.
Mahatma Gandhi in 1938 wide in the Harijan
that the Arab Baath Socialist Party was much
nearer to the Indian National Congress. ]n this
background you are supporting the
fundamentalist government which has killed
nothing less than 50,000 people in the last 4
years and put all their leaders in jail. Women
are being killed because they want to come
out in the streets. I was ihere in Iran when the
Shah was there. I had an interview with His
Majesty. I do not like imperialism, and far less
appreciate monarchy. But at that time the
women were free. They were in hospitals, they
were in colleges, in universities, they were in
the buses, in the cars. You could find an
egalitarian society, a modern society emerging
in Iran. And yet Khomeini has taken the
country 50 years back. And you want to
equate Iran and Iraq; Because India wants
friendship with both. And the NAM has failed
and the Prime Minister feels frustrated be-
cause he is not able to do anything.

About Nicaragua and Latin America [ want
to pose a few questions because I may be the
last but one speaker. We have been linked to
Latin America for the last 30 years. During
the Bnadung Conference, there was pressure
on Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru to invite a few
leaders from Latin and Central Americas but
because the Nazi leaders were trying some-
where to remain in the Military Council in
Argentina, Bolivia, Guatemala and the
Honduras, they were not called, because they
were protecting the Nazis. Again I can tell
you that when I visited Argentina after the
Falklands War, invited by the President of
Argentina, I found again that Rabindranath
Tagore was as nearer to the Argentinians as
he is to us. One person, Rabindranath Tagore,
from Japan and China through United
Kingdom, to USA to far away Argentina at
the end of the globe, had popularised
Indian
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culture. And, Sir, let me tell you, your NAM
could not support the Argentinians when they
stood up against the might of Margaret
Thatcher. For the stay of hardly 2,000 people
in the Falkland Islands, the British
Government wanted to use nuclear arms
against the Argentinians. When Jack
Anderson threatened to publish everything in
the Washington Post, the world became aware
of the danger the Argentinians were facing,
and Mr. Gal-teiri had to go down in history as
a reckless person. But Galteiri was told by
Alexander Haig at that time that America
would come to support the Argentinians. That
was the mis.take Galteiri made. Mr. Alfonzin
is the new President of Argentina. He came
here and invited our President to Argentina;
he had gone there. What I say is, try to
befriend the Latin American and Central
American people.

Nicaragua today is in danger of liquidation.
Nicaragua today is facing the might of
American force. Everybody from aeroplanes
they are bombarding people, from helicopters
they are bombarding hospitals and they are not
leaving even the civilian population free. So,
at this moment, what is the Non-Aligned
Movement goine to do? Mr. D'Escbto, their
Foreign Minister, was here a few days back. I
had been to Nicaragua again in 1984, and I
was the second person of India to have visited
that country after . Mr. Narasimha Rao. What I
found there is that the entire population
consists of people who are in the age group of
15 to 35. The older people have been killed.
All went to dictator Samoza outside of
Nicaragua. The new President, Daniel Ortega,
is hardly 39 years old. These young people are
trying to save the honour, security and
sovereignty of Nicaragua. Our Minister of
State was our Ambassador in the United States
a very competent Ambassador and I had been
to the United States in 1984. It is unfortunate
that the Senate and the publicmen in the USA
today are supporting the Reagon Government,
and the Reagon Government is today
empowered with billions of dollars to support
the Centres group, which is a mercenary group
trying to liquidate the sovereignty of
Nicaragua. This is the situation.
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J appreciate the Cuban people who, ler Fidel
Castro, had sent forces —vol-onteers—to
Tight in other lands. You are telling about the
Tamils heing crucified in Sri Lanka. Why not
you send volunteers, if the Government can't
to die on the soil of Sri ra

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: We are going to.

DR. SHYAM SUNDAR MOHAPATRA:
Sir, the question is, what is good today may be
bad tomorrow, and what is bad today may be
gooa”omorrow. The world changes. When
Russia intervened in Afghanistan, it was good
because socialism was to be protected. They
were mighty people; they did it. And when
Iraq, under Saddam Hussain, tried to crush the
fundamentalist Khomeini regime, he was right.
And for 2,000 people only, 'Margaret Thatcher
wanted to conquor Argentina.

What I intend to say is, we are at the
crossroads. While complimenting the Prime
Minisler and the Foreign Minister, I say, they
have hard tasks before them, mighty tasks.
insurmountable tasks. They should not stand
on prestige. They should noi think that non-
alignment means timidity, that non-alignment
means cowardice. India will be proud if they
can show their might in cases where the liber-
ty and independence of people is threatened.
Thank you.

SHRI VITHALRAO MADHAVRAO
JADHAV: Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, after
listening to the inspiring speech made by Mr.
Mohapatra who has recently gone to several
countries he has covered so many points;
actually he was to initiate this debate from this
side; he is expert on foreign affairs I would
like to fully support and welcome the Motion
on the present international situation and the
policy of the Government of India in relation
thereto moved by our honourable Foreign
Minister.

Really, when we think of the international
situation, several questions come to our mind.
The international situation is quie tense. We
are living under the shad-
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ow of a nuclear holocaust. There is ., nu
clear weapons race in the world. An\erica
and other advanced countries are devel
oping theories of star wins. There are
chemical weapons, biological weapons, and
the Super Powers have got the power to
destroy the world more than thre.
red times. Il is a mad, mad race
arms. Sir, in this situation. | am “roud
to say that India has given the meassage
of peace centuries Buddha and later on
M Gandhi who started the freedom
movenie fundamental principle Sir, at the
time of the N MoveniCiit Conference,
our belove der Smt. Indira Gandhi,
defined non-alignment. Non-alignment is the
movement for independence; non-alignment
is the movement  of peace; and non-ali
is the movement of human existe]
coexistence. Madam Gandhi statin the
Non-aligned  Movement Conference,
Madam Gandhi was such a towering
personality in this world that 102 coun-
tries came under her leadership. She has
contributed a lot. She has sacrific whole
life. And at the end every drop of blood
of her body went for the cause of suffering
human race from this mad, mad arms race
of this world.

Sir, there are two big democratic tries in the
world. Oneisthe  United States of America,
and the other is India. Sir, there is a lot of
difference, fundamental difference, between
these two  democracies because India
always belli co-existence, India always
believed £ct the non-alignment policy,
and A though it claims that it has got
democracy for more than a hundred -
'cars, could not make its own country de  tic.
For that i will read out what their President
said. Very  recently ther: was a summit in
Geneva. What they otfld bring out is:

"A nuclear war cannot .betweea and
must not be fought."

It was the agreement between th» Soviet
Union and the United States of America. It
said:

\... and pledged not to seek military
superiority and showed earnestness to
reduce nuclear arsenal."



313 Motion re. Present

Ths day following as my friend. Dr.
Mohapatra, said, following the conclu
sions of [be summit, the U. S. Senate

he delivery of aircraft, trucks
;ua rebels Two days earlier
they . oied to overthrow ihe Government
of J President Reagon, they

said, would personally resume the direct
to .Nicaragua “«pjbels early next .year. It
was the resolution by :;he American
Senate.

Almost sirhultanously, the U. S. President
endorsed covert aid to Savimbi, an instrument
of the South Africa's racist regime to
overthrow the Government of Angola. The
President also called for Congressional
support for his plans for a military build-up.
"Without this", he said, "The world would
become more dangerous again. Unless they
have a military build-up, the world would be
more dangerous, he said. This is the belief of
the American President.

Sir. this is the follow-up action. The U. S.
President, a couple of days earlier earlier, has
challengingly asked the Soviet Secret ary-
General:

"V/ill he join together to bring about a
peaceful resolution to the conflicts in Africa
and Central America?" It was the talk
between the Soviet Union and the United
States of America. The days later, he made
this statement in America. Sir. both the
U.S.A. and the USSR must be aware that it is
impossible to wpge a nuclear war against any
nation, without waging it against the entire
human race including one's own. Sir, nuclear
war can never be won. To borrow Norman
Cousin's expressions,

"The winds are the conveyor belt of
mass death. The nuclear gun contains three
barrels, one is pointed against enemy, a
second is pointed against people who are
not enemies and third bends completely
and pointed squarely at the holder."

These are the consequences of nuclear
. weapons.

Sir, Theodore Roosevelt, who was one of
the most progressive Presidents of the United
States, has written in his biography and has
admitted that lher, has been a
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i iot of individuals materialism in the U.S.
system under which complete freedom for the
individual turns out in practice to mean
perfect freedom for the strong to wrong ihe
weak. President Woodrow Wiison in his book
'"The New Freedom" says that freedom of ihe
individuals was meant domination of the
economy by big business and special interests
that were ruth-in their exploitation of the
human and the natural resources of the
nations and that it was the tyranny that
deprived the people of their natural rights and
opportunities.

Sir. these are the statements by their
own Presidents. They have writtentheir
autobiographies.

As 1 said earlier, Mahatma Gandhi was a
great hero and champion who has given the
principles of the non-aligned movement to
the entire world.

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru wrote about
Mahatma  Gandhi's autobiography that
Mahatma Gandhi had instilled courage and
manhood in his people and discipline and
endurance and The power of joyful sacrifice
for a cause and with all his humility, pride.

What is the actual policy of non-alignment
that we arc having? Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
has said that by aligning ourselves with any
one power, you surrender your opinion, give
up the policy you would normally pursue,
because somebody else wants you to pursue
another policy. I do not think that it would
be a right policy for us to adopt. If we did
align oiuseJves, we would only flill between
two stools. He has said this in Parliament in
1951.

Sir, now coming to the international
situation, our young Prime Minister, Shri
Rajiv Gandhi has visited the Soviet Union, the
USA. the United Kingdom, France Oman,
Vietnam, Japan and Bangladesh. Recently
there was a SAARC conference at Dacca also.
We know that some of our neighbouring
countries like Pakistan are under the influence
of the United States. The whole trouble has
been created by this imperialistic big power
country setting up its bases in Diego Garcia.
They have brought their nuclear submarines
and other spohisticated weapons into the
Indian Ocean. (Time bell). 1 would
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just take only two minutes and then conclude.
But our young Prime Minister is a very
outstanding leader of this world. He is
pursuing constantly to build up our friendly
relations with all countries.

India is one of the biggest and powerful
countries in the field of science and
technology. We are having the knowhow to
manufacture nuclear weapons. We have got
that capability, but we do not want to
manufacture it.

We believe in the policy of non-alignment.
(Time bell rings) ~ Sir, with one *quotation of
Madam Indira Gandhi, I will conclude my
speech. Madam Gandhi said:

"The struggle for freedom began
when the first man was enslaved and
it will continue until the last man is
freed riot merely of vjsible bjondage
but of the concepts of inferiority due
to race, colour, caste or sex." So
that was the belief of Madam Gandhi.

Lastly, the entire third world counrties

are fighting against  colonialism. Madam
Gandhi said about colonialism and I
quote:

"Colonialism is dying but its ghost will
haunt the world until political in-
dependence is matched with economic
viability. Non-aligned nations have a
positive and a creative role in promoting
economic, development and social change
and in protect.,ig developing nations from
external pressures."

Sir, this is the policy of our Government.

Sir, some Members from that side always
align with the capitalistic countries and they
blow up whatever has appeared in the press
from New York and other places. These
Members want that our Government must run
after those news reports. If we run like that
what self-respect we will have? We have won
our freedom after a great struggle. We are fol-
lowing the path of non-alignment and we are
also fighting for the third-world countries. We
know that about 90 per cent oi the
democtittic countries are under the
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pressure of this group or that group. The catre
human race is under this pressure or that
pressure. So our Prime Minister is trying very
hard to ease the tensions in the world. I wish
him all success in his efforts and lend my full
support to him.

With these few words, 1 endorse the
statement made by the Honourable Minister.

Thank you.

SHRI GHULAM RASOOL MATTO:

Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the success of our
foreign policy has been menifested , in the last
meeting of the SAARC. Sir, ' one must have
friendly relations with j his neighbours. The latest
achievement of our Government of this SAARC is
the biggest achievement that we have adaeved
during the last one year because the South Asian
Association, for Regional Cooperation is to
promote collective self-reliance and to contribute
to mutual trust, understanding and appreciation of
one another's problems. This is very important to
promote intra regional collaboration and mutual
assistance in the economic, social, cultural
technical and scientific fields. The Charter also
provides scope for cooperation among themselves
in international fora, on matters of common
interests and to cooperate with international and
regional organisations with similar aims and
purposes. I must say, Mr. Foreign Minister, this I
is our greatest achievement during the last one
year and T attach great importance to this. Sir, I
have to state one important thing. I had been to
China in June lust lor two weeks. Righi from the
North to the South, when we visited China, I had
an exchange of views with diplomats and other
dignatories of that country. I did not say with any
fear of contradiction that the Chinese people, at
the present moment want peace wiih India. They
want solution of the border problem. But in this
context, Mr. Vice-Chairman, I was disappointed
with the speech made by the Hon'ble Foreign
Minister, the other day. Now. with regard to the
border issue, we have had official level talks and
he stated in this House
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that these official talks will continue. Then the
question of Foreign Ministers level will come
and then the Summit will come. I am afraid,
this is not the correct approach. Mine may be
alone voice in this House but certainly after
my visit to China, i have realised that this is
the most opportune time for settling our border
dispute with China. We must authorise our
Prime Minister to sit across with the Chinese
Prime Minister and the Chinese President and
settle this issue. It is a fact that when such
issues are resolved, give and take is always
there. We must not bind the hands of our
Prime Minister that we do not want this thing
to happen or we do not want that thing to
happen. This attitude is wrong. Then, no
settlement will come. The second submission
that I have to make in this connection is that
the impression that 1 have got from China is
that right now, we are fortunate in having the
strongest Government in India and the
strongest Government in China. This is the
most opportune time in which we can solve
this problem. If we do not solve this problem
now, we will not be able to solve this problem
later on. Sir, our relations with U.S.S.R. are
very cordial. They have stood in good stead in
times of need. There is no doubt about it but
our policy of non-alignment is there which we
have been following right from the time of
Jawaharlal Nehru. We should not, therefore,
emphasise and over-emphasise our relations
with a particular power, at a particular point of
time because when we over-emphasise the
relations with a particular power, (he other
powers feel that we are getting away from
them. Our policy should be gone the non-
aligned. That is possible only when we do not
over-emphasise our relations with a particular
power. No doubt, there may be certain areas in
which we are having closer relations with any
other country but that should not be over-emp-
hasised in the interest of non-alignment policy.
Sir, I must congratulate the Government
because the whole Arab world is with us. Our
policy towards the Arab world has stood us in
good stead, has given us the greatest number
of friends. The Palestine policy is one which
has brought laurels to our foreign policy. We
must, therefore, see to it that our
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policy towards the Arab countries, parti-
cularly the Palestine problem, continues.

The last point that I want to make, Mr.
Vice-Chairman, is that we should not over-
emphasise certain things. For instance
Pakistan is making a nuclear bomb and we
know it. As our Prime Minister and our
Foreign Minister have stated, wo have got
circumstantial evidence to prove that they
have got nuclear programmes. Now what does
one do about it? Ou Prime Minister talks to
General Zia and our Foreign Minister talks to
their Foreign. Minister. They deny it. They
have denied it. We are not convinced. That is
all right. It is for us to keep ourselves ready.
Bu! We should not over-emphasise that we do
not believe them because the other part;' will
say that they have denied it and they are not
having such programmes. But we must not
yeild to any sort of pressure.

The last point is with regard to Kashmir. As
Mr. Satyanarayan Reddy has stated, in the
negotiations that we aro going to have with
Pakistan, we must definitely take up the issue
because we have committed ourselves under
the Simla-Agreement that we shall have a
peaceful settlement of all our outstanding
issues. So according to that, we must talk to
them about the area that is under their illegal
occupation. There should be come way found
for a peaceful negotiated settlement so that
the territory which is under the illegal
occupation of Pakistan is also restored to
India. But that, I emphasise, must be done in a
friendly atmosphere.

Lastly, I want to talk about the Sri Lankan
issue which is agitating the mind* I of the whole
people of this country. Our Government should
also make it known to the Sri Lankan authorities
that enougn is enough and that we shall not be
able to take much more of it. Some sort i a mild
warning to Sri Lanka is indicate-' and needed at
the present moment because of the genocide that
is taking place there. And daily we are hearing
that 30 or 40 people have been killed. So this
aspec" must be brought to their notice and they
must be told that we are not going to tolerate it
any more. Thank you.



3I8Motion re. Present

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: Mr. Vice-C hair-
man, Sir. the hon. House has debated the

international  situation for now, I think,

nearly seven hours and half hours, and

include my speech, it will be more
hours. 1 am happy that as

many as 22 Members participated  ini
bate and made very valuable contribution on
all aspects of the foreign po-ind the situation
in the world today. S,r. many Members
from this side and Members from that
side  generally supported, some in full
measure and some in very large measure, the
conduct of the foreign policy in face of the
challenges by the international situations
and particularly the captaincy and conduct of
the foreign policy by the Prime Minister. have
been very well appreciated. I rate-fill to the
hon. Members. Some Members have
expressed some doubts. The first is about
the necessity or the essentialness of the
Prime Minister's I in the last few months to
a number of countries. Some Members
have said that it is not the Foreign Office or
the .Ministry of External Affairs that is con-
ducting the Foreign Policy, it is the
Minister's office that is conducting the
Foreign Policy. T would like to clear the mist,
if any. There is no. mist about matters.
Before I proceed to the other subjects, so
far as PM's visit is adeemed, one of the
points raised was thai PM has not visited the
third world countries, as if he has visited only
the more industrialised countries. Purely
on this is not true. The Prime Minis-ter's
visits included as many as seven countries,
developing countries or non-aligned
countries or third world countries, as you
may like to describe, countries like Egypt,
Algeria, Bangladesh. Bhutan. Cuba, Oman,
Vietnam. Then the other countries he visited
were the USSR—the SovietUnion -- which
stands in a special category, then , the USA,
the UK. Holland and Japan. Apart from
that, there were very important multilateral
visits, the visit CHOGM meeting, the
Commonwealth Heads of Government
Meeting, in Bahamas, where 46 or 47 Heads
of Government of the Commonwealth
attended. It m an important meeting and
the Prime Minister's visit was a necessity, a
matter of duty and responsibility: similarly,
his
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visit New York in connection with the>
Fortieth Anniversary of the United Nations, in
which, apart from all the member-countries
participating, as many .as sixty Heads of
Government participated. If you analyse this
you will find that there was not a single visit
of nine Minister which you can say not
necessary. And every one of his

visits projected the correct image of the
country which was very necessary; it has also
served the national interest. You are aware
that India is the chairman of the non-aligned
movement and our Prime Minister is the
chairman of the non-aligned" movement.
There are certain special responsibilities cast
on him in this mailer. As “ou know. the
nonValigned movement under India's
leadership* hfcjs| assumed a dynamic role. I
could not see even a single Member who has
questioned the role, the efficacy or the
dynamics, of the non-aligned movement under
Indian leadership, first under  the
chairpersonship of our late Prime Minister.
Shrimati Gandhi, and presently under the
chairmanship of Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi.
And there is a special responsibility cast on
the Prime Minister in this role. The non-align-
ment movement grapples with some of the
most urgent issues 'that the world faces today.
And I am happy some honourable Members—
although we do not take special credit for it—
were good enough from the other side to point
out one good thing. And, Sir, it is this that
there is a silver lining under the dark clouds
which are thereatening the world with a
nuclear holocast, and the silver lining was the
summit meeting in Geneva between President
Reagon and Mr. Gorba-chov. The Non-
Aligned Movement, since J 983, from the
Delhi Declartion, was trying to do its best and
it identified two main issues in the world. One
was the question of nuclear disarmament and
peace and the second was the question
connected with the ne,, international economic
order in which both the developing and the
developed countries are able to maintain a
momentum of development on an equal basis.
The present international organisations,
particularly, the monetary, trade and
financial and other arrange-
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merits, created just after the Second World
War, do not serve the interest particul
arly of the developing countries where
the very process of growth is threatened,
is under a serious jeopardy, and also, Sir,
the developed countries are none too bet
ter. They are facing a serious economic
crisis in the farm of unemployment,
intlation, popularly known as stagnation
and unutilised capacities and, therefore,
both the developed countries and the
developing countries in the world as a
whole are facing a serious economic cri
sis and the international organisations and
arrangements like protectionism, GATT,
multilateralism, free trade, etc., these in
ternational economic systems and arrange
ments, are failing. It was in the Delhi su
mmit that the NAM pinpointed these two
issues and then came the declaration. The
declaration was that the two powers or
the big powers or supers, call
them by  whatever name  you
like, those powers who mainly own the
nuclear arsenals of the world, must meet and
must decide about the disaster that the world
was facing which might end the life on this
planet itself many times over. Some Members
rightly described the situation and said that
life on this earth, on this planet, would be
destroyed several times over if there is a
nuclear holocaust and it was this declaration in
1983 which said that these powers must meet.
Then, you know, the initiative was taken by
the late Prime Minister and then came the
initiative in 1984 when it was suggested that
the two super powers must talk. There was no
dialogue. The whole world was going towards
disaster and complete end and nobody was
talking. Therefore, you know, this call came
and the lead was taken by the then
Chairperson of the NAM and then it was
followed by the six-nation appeal in which
they asked for a moratorium and in which it
was said that there should be a complete test
ban, a ban on testing, on production and on
deployment of nudear weapons. The six nation
appeal came and asked for a moratorium on
this and it said that they must meet. As a result
of this pressure, particularly the initiative
taken by the Non-Aligned Movement with
India as its Chairman, we must be happy that
the Geneva summit took place
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which has been welcomed by all sides of the
House. We knew that unless they met, it
would not produce the results. But the very
fact that the two leaders have agreed to
continue the dialogue is itself a matter of
importance, and they will continue the
dialogue. The proposal for a reduction by fifty
per cent of the nuclear arsenal, as suggested
by Mr. Gorbachov, the fact that they will
consider the other aspects like non-use of
force, the declaration that they will not be the
first to s'rike, etc. are all. important. The
question is that with the advance that has
taken place, the first and second strikes do not
Oflve any meainsng t*cause the difference
between |he first and the second strikes is a
matter only of a few minutes, less than ten
minute and, in some cases. it is even less than
that. So the first stage is that they are going to
talk on this. This is one dynamic aspect, and
that is why we talk of peace. NAM' has been
described by Shrimati Indira Gandhi, our late
Prime Minister, as the biggest peace
movement in history. And 1 am very happy
that India is associated and is in the captaincy
of this movement which is playing a role
which can make all the difference between life
and death on this plannet. This is the No. 1
issue.

Similarly, the issue of development is
connected with all the economic issues that
compounds the picture of gloom and doom in
the world today. Again, the initiative has
turned to the North-South dialogue. There is
no progress in the North-South dialogue
between developed and developing countries.
But let there be progress on the South—South
dialogue. Let the developing countries build
up what is called the concept of collective
self-reliance. This, again, came from the Delhi
Declaration, and we are working towards it.
Some people may not be satisfied with the
progress. But the fact is that we are in the
right direction. We are progressing. And you
have welcomed the SAARC. South Asian
Association of Regional Co-operation, the
Charter of which was signed only the day
before yesterday. It has been described by the
Prime Minister'as the biggest, most populous
regional organisation in the world today. One
billion people are involved. I am happy that to
give it strength there is the
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support of this august House. There have been
some warnings, too. But we are aware
of these pitfalls, the  difficulties. There is
the collective wisdom among the leaders, the
seven leaders of this region, and there is
the political will that they have launched
this organisation, a regional organisation.
They want to make a success of it. They
have identified the first group of subjects,
and then they will go to another group of
subjects, and then ultimately they will make it
a viable, dynamic and lively organisation,
because we need it in the chain, whether
we need security in one or peace in one region
or any larger region or in the Indian Ocean as
it has been discussed. It is necessary that
whetever  opportunities or institutional
framework that are created, if they art-
worked properly and in the right spirit
and constructive cooperation is created,
then, I think, it is a fact of peace and
stability.

Some Members suggested that the SAARC
must be strengthened. Somobody compared it
with EEC. The conditions are different in
different regions. But the fact is the necessity,
the desire, strong desire, for cooperation so
that it helps development of each country of
the region, a number of States and of the
region as a whole. On the basis of this, if they
are able to work, I think the SAARC is going
to be a success. The optimism and good
wishes expressed and the support given by the
Members  will further strengthen the
leadership in the region for making it a real
success.

Sir, the other question that was raised—all
Members here are such experienced people
with a vision, and statesmen, many of them—
was who conducts the foreign policy: is it the
Prime Minister's office or is it the External
Affairs Ministry? [ think this is relevant.
Under both the systems, under the
Presidential system, the Cabinet is appointed
by the President.

In Westminster, the system that we are
practising, all appointments are made on the
advice of the Prime Minister. The foreign
policy is laid down by the Prime Minister in
all systems. Who lays down the policy in the
Soviet Union? It is the party in the Soviet
Union. Who lays
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down the policy in the American system? It is
the President who lays down the policy. In our
system, the foreign policy is the sole
prerogative of the Prime Minister of the
country. The External Affairs Minister or the
Ministry of External Affairs implement that
policy. I think this arrangement is the only
arrangement which has been evolved through
historical experience, through long tradition
and it is everywhere. Therefore, it is only the
ignorant people who ask this. I don't think this
ignorance can be there in this august House,
All the hon. Members are very distinguished
people. It is a non issue. I won't say more on
this. I am running against time. I have to deal
with many more questions.

Then I come to ideological questions
about foreign policy. Mr. Sukomal Sen
and some other Members on the other bids
said that we are compromising with im
perialism. He said that we are compro
mising with this country or that country.
We are  compromising with  none. We
pursue our policies. ~ What is India's for
eign policy? India's foreign policy is one
which has been born out of the Indian
freedom struggle. India's foreign policy
was fash'oned by our first Prime Minister,
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, taking the ethos
of the Indian struggle for freedom. This
is the hundredth year of the Indian Na
tional Congress. No other organisation
emerged in history which is for anti-im
perialism, anti-colonialism and which is
for the liberation of the people of the
world. The policy formed by the Indian
National Congress cannot compromise with
any such form, whether it is imperialism
or colonialism or neo-colonialism or he-
gimonism or of any other kind. It is ba
sically and essentially against any such op
pressive domination of the weak by the

strong. This has  been our record.
Nobody can cast any doubt
on this bright record of  the Indian

National Congress and India's foreign policy.
NAM Movement hts emerged out of that. As has

been described, it is the biggest peace movement.

It is for the national independence of all the

developing countries which emerged and became

independent after the Second World War as a
onialism
in the world. Together they have
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formed the organisation to maintain national
independence, independent development, to
build up their national self- reliance and
economic self-reliance. There are platforms in
the U.N. There are platforms in the NAM. It is
a progressive platform. They have friendship
with the socialist world. They have friendship
with all the progressive movements where
they are peace movements, where they are
movements for a just and equal society, not
only within the country but in the international
framework. This is the ethos and this is the
main bulwark of India's foreign policy. There
can be no compromise on any of the basic
things, on the oppressive trends and negative
trends. Whatever remains in South Africa or
in the P.L.O. or in any other place, whether it
is apartheid or racism or oppression based on
colour economic domination of any kind, we
will continue to struggle till the last remnants
of colonialism or oppression or subjugation
are wiped out.

And that last phase has begun. And our
vision is clear when we decided in CHOGM
in Nassau. We have given a chance. We have
given the last chance to these forces who are
subjugating the people in that area whether
you want the process of dialogue, whether
you want to end it by a process of dialogue.
That is the essence of the Declaration. I do not
know how people, out of some mis-
conception, can express that it has not been
progressive. T think there is no compromise
on the decision in the CHOGM in Nassau.
The decision is that apartheid has to be
dismantled. The final phase of the struggle
has emerged. A group of prominent persons
has been created to continue the process of
dialogue between the black majority, the
coloured majority and the Pretoria regime if
they want to have a dialogue and settle this
matter peacefully. If they do not, then the
mandatory sanctions and other measures and
the struggle will be continued. And we will
provide all help. We have provided all help.
We are committed to provide all help. So,
there is no compromise on any of these basic
issues. And let there be complete clarity about
that.
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Sir, there have been so many points raised
by the hon. Members. They have touched
almost all th, aspects and all the events and it
is very difficult to deal with all of them. But I
can assure the hon. Members that those who
have given their constructive support, ,¢ are
grateful to them. And those who have offered
their suggestions we will certainly examine
their suggestions even if we are not able to
deal with them here. That leaves the last
group, those who have raised some issues and
wanted some clarification on some of the
issues. 1 would like to deal with them now.
Well, hon. Member. Mr. Gurupadaswamy is
there and I have always geat respect for his
views because on almost all points we are on a
very common wave length unless he is
sometimes, maybe, influenced by some
subjective considerations. And it is one of
those things when he described our role in the
40th Anniversary of the UNO as very limited
and that it was a very vacillatory role we have
played. Then he said and he almost expressed
a truism that our limited role is because we
have not that military and economic power
which is understood and recognised in the
present day reality of the world. I do not know
what ho means that we have not that military
and economic power. [ think, he tried to
compare it with China. Maybe China's own
perceptions of their role is different from ours.
But our perception is very clear. We do not
seek any domination. Others may say so. And
they may work towards that. But it is a fact
now that as far India's credibility on this
matter is concerned, it is absolutely accepted
universal”® that India does not seek any do-
m'nating role in the world. And, therefore,
whatever military muscle that we have or
military strength we have it is entirely
defensive and for peaceful purposes. So, there
is a difference in this. And we do not want tq
use military power for pursuit of our
international relationships. That precisely what
we do not want because one of the axioms of
India's foreign policy is that we do not seek
military solutions to any problems.

What we seekis peaceful co-7 P.M.
existence and political negotiations  in
the settling of



327 Malion re. Present

I Shri B. R. Bhagat]

all disputes, i.e., through negotiation. And in
Una respect, you know, the concept of
military power that you think that a nation
must have to play an effective role is very
different from what we think of India's
projection, as we think India to be a modern
military machine. Every State must have that.
And our military strength is commensurate
with our national security and the perceptions
that we have of our own national security and
of the defence of our country. Similarly, in
economic power. India is emerging as an
economic power in the sense that we are a
self-reliant economy. I will give you two
examples. One example is very well known.
We are now the tenth country in the
industrialised countries of the world. We, have
the infrastructure. The sinews of economic
strength is (he science and technology and its
application and modernisation and already
India has achieved in science and technology
the third biggest structure only after the
United States and the Soviet Union. In
agriculture we are not only self-sufficient but
we are surplus in certain- cereals and others.
And. in the potentialities if we are able to use
our all water resources, in another 15 or 20
years, India will emerge as a big grain
exporting country after meeting the needs of
the people. First we have to provide them with
higher standards of nutrients to our people,
caloric requirements by raising them. Well.
India has emerged as one of the large
agricultural commodities exporting countries.
That is the potential and we will do it and we
are determined to do it and we have planned
for that. But (he most important thing is that if
you see our economic management, financial
management, the whole world is under the
grip of economic crisis, debt trap. What are
our own resources? One example I am giving
of our national self-reliance and that gives you
the self- confidence to play that role. That is in
the Seventh Plan all the resources that we
need will be ours, domestic resources. only 6
per cent will be externa! resources. We have
the least external debt in the world to.'Jay and
that is why we say that if our defence
requirement is under control w, c»n divert the
funds to economic
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development. If we seek friendship in our
region, that is the main thrust of the Prime
Minister, Shri- Rajiv Gandhi's policy, actually
we are seeking friendship in all our
neighbourhood, not only in the Indian Ocean
area but even beyond that, there need not be
any diversion of resources from agriculture
and economic development to defence, which
is hurting us. At the same time, we have to
provide for defence because there can be no
compromise on the basic security of the coun-
try or the defence of the country. At the same
time the country also needs for economic
development, to maintain a rate of growth,
commensurate with India's requirement, the
requirements of 750 million people, to fight
for anti-poverty measures. India's example is
quoted in many quarters. Wel* I did not tell
you. You ask any organisation. Well, the
World Bank is not a very popular thing with
our friends of the Left. But they have been our
supporters. They have been critical. But from
the U.N. or any other organisation you can
hear that India's example is the best example
of development on the basis of self-reliance
and building up of India's self-confidence and
economic power as you call it. India's
economic power is the best example and the
way India's policy has been pursued they have
been able to harness their resources, which is
the best way in full freedom. There is no other
example in the world of (his size and di-
mension. So. (herefore, I am surprised at this
remark that our role was limited, vacillatory,
when he said so about the 40th Anniversary. 1
think he has this in mind, a remark made by
some other Member. 1 think he did not spell
it.

I think our friend Mr. Jaswant Singh said
that it characterises failure of India, that India
failed in the 40th anniversary to bring about
declaration on this historic event I'rom the
U.N. as there was no declaration, there was no
statement and he says that it is our failure.
Probably my friend Mr. Gurupadaswamy may
be having in mind that-"-our role wis very
limited because we followed a vacillatory role,
because we neither have the military muscle
nor the economic power. Let me clarify that
situation, as to what happened there and
the correct assessment
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about it. A preparatory committee had been
established by the 30th U.N. General
Assembly to consider substantive issues
involved in the preparation of the com-
memoration of the 40th anniversary and an
informal drafting group was entrusted with
the task of elaborating on the text of
declaration to be adopted by the
commemoration session. Regrettably, owing
to the inflexible position taken by certain
States, no consensus could be reached.
Negotiations on the draft declaration broke
down mainly on the question of Palestine
although there were some other relatively less
contentious points of disagreement. Syria and
some other Arab countries were intent upon a
reference to the right of self-determination of
the Palestinian people. The U.S. delegation re-
fused to accept such a referance and insisted
on formal reference to Security Council
Resolutions No. 244 and 388. This was
unacceptable to the Arab countries and
ultimately the exercise was abandoned. When
it became clear that a consensus would not be
possible. In the U.N. General Assembly, if
you do not reach a consensus, you do not
adopt a resolution or any such thing. In the
General Assembly it is not done. But this is
not our failure. laswant Singhji has openly
said that it is our failure that the U.N. General
Assembly could not adopt resolution or
declaration on this important occasion.

Similarly another point made was about
Stars War. Well, you know our position on the
Stars War and SDL U.K. has sided with the
USA and therefore this is supposed to be, by
inference, our failure that we could not
persuade U.K. not to sign the Stars War agree-
ment with USA. The fact is that U.K. and the
USA have signed what thy call Memorandum
of Understanding on UK's participation in the
SDI research programme. This is entirely upto
UK. and USA to reach an agreement as
sovereign countries, or arrive at an under-
standing which they deem appropriale. II
would not be proper for us to say anything
about this understanding. However, on the
general question of the new outer space
weapons system, our Prime Minister in the
U.S.A. in the major press club, the National
Press Club of Washington, came
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out openly against the SDI or the Stars War
programme of the U.S.A. and therefore we
hope that this problem will be solved because
we firmly believe that outer space should be
for peaceful purposes and it should be
inherited by the entire mankind and it is not
be used as a platform for future wars, nuclear
wars o, the laser beam wars, or other wars of
micro computer technology and all these
kinds of things that are being done at the
moment.

In the same connection, another point was
made about the U.S.-U.S.S.R. summit at
Geneva, in regard to the non-use of nuclear
weapons. Members wanted to know the latest
position on this. We do not know what
happened in the discussions. We do not know
whether the discussions came down to every
detail. But I can inform the House that so far
the Soviet Union is concerned, their position
is that 'no first use of nuclear weapons'. They
want to retain the option to use the nuclear
weapons for retaliation. The U. S. and their
allies do not accept the non-use proposal. This
is on the ground— this is what they say—that
the Soviet Union is far superior in
conventional weapons. Therefore, the U. S.
and their allies, particularly, in the European
context, cannot prevent an U.S.S.R. invasion;
they feel that they can deal with the superior
conventional weapons of th, U.S.S.R. only by
using nuclear weapons. This is the latest
position as far as these two countries are
concerned. So far as we are concerned, our
position is quite clear, that all nuclear
weapons are an evil. There should be no use at
all of these weapons under any circumstances.
This stand is based on the principle that
nuclear weapons are an evil thing and they
should not be used at all. Secondly, after the
first attack, as I said earlier, nothing will
remain. Therefore, where is the question of
using nuclear weapons in retaliation? We have
submitted a draft convention on the non-use
of nuclear weapons and every year in the U.N.
General Assembly and in the conference on
disarmament, we press for negotiations on
this draft.

Now. Sir, 1 would like to take up one or
two important aspects. Members have spoken
on Sri Lanka. The question of India-China
relations has also been  mentioned,
particularly, the border talks. 1
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would not like to go into the details of other
aspects. But there are one or two things
which our hon. friend, Mr. Jaswant Singh,
has raised-

SHRI P. N. SUKUL: There are only ihree
Members in the Opposition.

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: But I would
like to deal with two important aspects, Srj
Lanka and India-China relations.

Hon. Member, Mr. Johan, referred to the
developments in Sri Lanka. This was followed
by a number of other Members, Mr.
Gopaisamy and other Members on this side
also. He was good enough lo concede that
there has been no change in our policy, in our
active interest in seeking a fair and effective
solution to the ethnic! problem in Sri Lanka.
Our friend, Mr. Gopaisamy, made a very im-
passioned speech....

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY:
Mr. Gopaisamy is on this side.

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: He made a ref
erence to genocide, and violation of human
rights in Sri Lanka. May I assure the
hon. Member that the Government is not
insensitive to the human sufferings in Sri
Lanka or anywhere else? We are very
deeply concerned over these sufferings
and I would also like to reiterate that
this concern is felt all over the country,
not only in Tamil Nadu or in certain
sections. Reference was also made that
the cease-fire violations were more justified
on one side than th, other. Violations by
any side cannot be justified. All must res
pect the cease fire. The main victim of
these violations are the civilian population
and what is a matter of deep anxiety for
all of us-------

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: The main vi-
ctims are Tamilians.

SHRI B.R. BHAGAT: I am coming to that.
Please hear me. What is a matter of deep
anxiety for all of us is that such population is
mostly of Tamilians.

We have tried hard for the observance of
the cease-fire. The setting-up of the cease-fire
Monitoring Committee was an effort in that
direction. We have been stressing on the Sri
Lanka authorities the need to made the
Monitoring Committee
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more effective and the importance of con-
trolling the security forces. It is Sri Lank's
responsibility to prevent violence against
civilians. They must protect their own
citizens.

The dangers of an escalating cycle of
violence are obvious. We believe that there is
no alternative to a negotiated political solution
acceptable lo all concerned. We have stressed
to the Sri Lankan authorities the futility, and
the enormous cost in terms of human lives and
sufferings, of seeking a military solution. We
are aware of the genuine grievances and
demands of the Tamils. These will obviously
have to be addressed if we hope lo achieve a
lasting solution to the ethnic problem. We
continue to be in touch with both sides and we
hope that all concerned will continue to work
towards a peaceful po'itical settlement and
will eschew violence.

SHRI V. GOPALSAMY: Mr. Minister
would you kindly bear with me? I want to
ask a specific question. (Interruption!)). At
that time he was not there and I do not know
whether the information has been passed on
to him or not. That is why 1 am asking
this specific question.

I want to know whether our hon. Prime
Minister has taken up the issue with Mr.
Jayewardene not to have any commercial
truck with South Africa because we are
advocating economic measures against
Africa. Whereas Sri Lanka is getting arms
from South Africa. So, has the Government
taken up the issue with Jayewardene?

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT: We have taken up
all relevant issues. (Interruptions). We are in
close touch with the President of Sri Lanka.
(Interruptions)

Now, finally, Sir, on the India-China border
talks and the relations, the relations are more
relaxed and there are exchanges at all levels.
As you know, there has been meeting at the
level of the Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi and
the Prime Minister Zhao Zhiyang and I had
met the Foreign Minister. They had the sixth
round of talks. There are legations coming.
We had the trade delegation also coming
here. Our position is that the settlement of the
border question is the central question and at
the instance of the Chinese side we have
agreed to pursue relationship
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in other areas also.  There are cultural de-
legations, cultural contacts and also some trade
is flowing. All this is going on but the point is,
and we have made it very clear to our Chinese
friends that unless this question is solved, there
will not be a full normal relations between our
two countries. At the moment, the relations

are good, friendly. However, at the
sixth  round of official level talks
they have reciprocated the sen-

timants but I want to say that at the sixth
round of the final level talks which took place
in Delhi a little while ago, ihe Chinese side
has shown no flexibility at all on the boundary
question. Any settlement on the boundary must
necessarily take into full account of the just and
the legitimate position of India on the Sino-
Indian border which is based on historical
evidence, treaties, traditions, customs and
usage and had not been disputed by the Peoples
Republic of China up to the late 50s. Hon.
Members have referred to and we are aware
of the resolution of the Parliament  on
this question and the pledge and we said so.
On this question, the legitimate national
interests will be kept in mind in settling this
matter.  We shall continue our efforts in this
direction to find a peaceful solution through
negotiations.

Sir, with these words, I again express my
deep thanks to the hon. Members for their
participation in this discussion.
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): Now the discussion
is concluded. Now Secretary-General.

The Sick Industrial Companies (Special
Provisions) Bill, 1985

SECRETARY-GENERAL: Sir, I have to
report to the House the following message
received from the Lok Sabha signed by the
Secretary-General of the Lok Sabha:

"In accordance with the provisions of
rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha I am
directed to enclose the Sick Industrial
Companies (Special Provisions) Bill, 1985,
as passed by Lok Sabha at its sitting held
on the 9th December, 1985.

Sir, I lay a copy of the Bill on the
Table.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SAN-
TOSH KUMAR SAHU): The House stands
adjourned till 11 a.m. tomorrow.

The House then adjourned at
twenty-one minutes past seven of
the clock, till eleven of the clock, on
Wednesday, the 11th December,
1985.



