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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta]

pens. It is very essential. Don’t rub
the Manipur people. You are doing
it all the time. This is what I say.
I think, you should convey to the
proper quarters because there is only
one decision-making point under the
Government of India. There is only
one decision-making point. We have
a Cabinet. But the Cabinet is not the
decision-making body. It is concen-
trated iy one person. Ang kindly
tell that person to take the right
decision in this matter and also in
other matters that she 1is leaving
behind during her foreign {our.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:. Now,
we take up further discussion on the
working of the Ministry of External
Affairs. Shri Bhupesh Gupta, you

. have to make a speech.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Only
five minutes are left. Let us start
after lunch.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIEMAN: There
are seven minutes still, You just
start and then we will continue after
lunch. . i

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Then
why is this ritual? It is not good.
Do you think it is good?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There
is some time left.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Then,
you please ask somebody to speak
now.,

ME. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Would
you like to speak?

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN
(Nominated): No, Sir.

MR, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Janardhanam is not here. All right,
you start after lunch, Shri Bhupesh
Gupta. There are three speakers
only. I think, we can ask the Minis-
ter to reply at 2.45 p,M. That will be
better.
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The House then adjaurned
for lunch at fifty-eight
minutes past twelve of the
clock

——

The House reasserabled after lunch at
three minutes past two of the clock,
Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair.

DISCUSSION ON THE WORKING
OF THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS—contd,

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN
(Nominated); Mr. Deputy Chairman,
Sir, our annual attempt to comprehend
the broad dimensions of India’s
foreign policy is one of the most en-
chanting and rewarding exercise in
democratic consciousness and deepen-
ing our own awareness of India’s role
in increasing the inter-dependent
world affairs. Sir, I am happy that
the national consensus aspect of
India’s foreign policy has not only
been well-maintained, but, I may
add that it has been deepened by the
working of tte Ministry in the last
year and a haif. ) may be permitied
to sound a personal note that the way
the Foreign Minister, Mc, P. V. Nara-
simha Rao,...

SHRI DINESH SINGH (Uttar
Pradesh):  Another man from
Hyderabad.

PROF, RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:
...also a product of Hyderabad’s
diaspora, has functioned, it can be
said that the diaspora from Hydera-
bad have manifestad themselveg in
different ways.

/T FF [F ATARI EH THGATZTAL,
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Some of them have manifested
themselveg in flowers among which I
recognise our Foreign1 Minister a'so.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): If we are taken to Hydera-
bad culture. we ghcll be absolutely...
(Interruptions).

PROF. RASHEELDUDDIN KHAN:; I
would also like To pay complimentg to
the civil servide-which normally comes
for the negative eference in this
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House. But T fiust say the way the
Ministry of Externa] Affairs, under the
dynamic, suave and purposefu] leader-
ship of the Foreign Secretary, Mr.
Sathe, has worked, it hag brought cre-
dit to the image of India and it has
to be mentioned by a non-party man
like me who hag no axe to grind,
However, T would like to say that
while India’s foreign policy has right-
ly acquired the respect and endorse-
ment of the broad masses of our peo-
ple and has also achieved a high de-
gree of appreciation by the decision-
making elite in different parts of the
world, we are face to face wilh one
of the most dismal scenarios of the
world politics in the lagt thirty years.
It will be overlooking the fact if we
say that our foreign policy today is
moving on an even Kkeel because the
world situation is fairly normal; it is
not so. I is an international situation
which I would like to hypothesize, as
marked on the one side by fluidity of
a gtrange character and on the other
side by increasing rigidities of postu-
ring. TS apparéntly contradictory
approach of fluidity of circumstances
and rigidity of approach, requires a
most careful analysis on our part if
we are to comprehend how world
powers are moving., Several major
issues of potential threat to peace and
security in the world and the regions
in the situation which I will call a
twilight zone, where diploraatiec per-
suasion, where Building up of enligh-
tened public opinion, might still tilt
the balance in favour of reason, huma-
nism, peace and detente. While it is
true that the first hundred days of
Reagan Administration have been
marked by increasing Tbellicosity of
proclamation, but maybe, that belli-
cosity of proclamation is an attempt
to fing out how the world responds.
There is an in-built dichotomy of
approach between the West~-European
powers and the TUnited States of
America itself on major problems like
oil, like energy crisis, how to deal with
the Middle East, how 1o deal with
Indian Ocean, and so on, which have
been reflected by the Foreign Minister

this morning itself in the meeting of
the Consultative Committee. Now,
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this alteration of posturing between
the western powers itself is a happy
sign because monoliths of western
pewers are no more. In fact, dichoto-
mieg ang altering posturing are very
helpful and this should be taken care
of, especially by middle powers like
India which has %8y nportant role
to play. Here, 'Mr. Deputy Chairman,
I would dlso like to mention that
while from one afgle we are categori-
sed rightly as middle power because
of our industrial ‘development at
technological 1ev@l, Bn the other angle
India has the most pivotal role to play
in the shaping of regional and global
policies of the contemporary world’s
situation. I wouM like to say this,
particularly, because, sometimes, out
of modesty of heart, sometimes, out of
fear that we might appear to lord over
a large number of Third World coun-
tries, we hesitate to take action. I
would say that India’s role is predi-
cated at least on three major objective
factors.

,India is the largest, the oldest, the
most consistent and the most dynamic
non-aligned power in the world. After
the demise of President Tito, and the
removal from the scene of all the
stalwarts of the non-aligned move-

ment, India acquires the image and
prominence which is realised and
which has to be acted upon. The

second factor iy the geo-political stra-
tegic significance of India in the entire
Indian Ocean region. starting from the
eastern flanks of Africa, covering West
Asia, the Gulf, South-West Asia, South
Asia and reaching out to South-East
Asia. T wag happy the other day,
when the Prime Minister said that
India is not only a continental power,
but India has also large islands; on
the one side, you havg the Maldives,
the Andaman and Nicobar Islands and
we are also reaching out to Indonesia,
which is almost hundred miles away
from our jslands in the East. With
India’s position ag such, it is impos-
sible for world powers which are
reasonable ang intelligent not to take
India as the only working participa-
tive system and ag the only viable
industrial society in the third world
for its importance.
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Thirdly, I would say that India, for

its diplomatic skill, for its political

credibility, for its authority to mode-
rate between two extreme positions,
is now well-recogniseq universally, by
all the leaders of the First World,
the Second World and the Third
World. I am emphasising this, because,
unless we take into account these fac-
tors, India will never be able to play
the sort of role which India should
play. I am happy that this role is
being played. Quiet diplamacy is
paying off in the Gulf, in the Iran-

Iraq conflict, in trying to help the

Soviet Union get itself away from the

enmeshing interference in Afghani-

stan. I hope the word of caution which
has been added to Washington will
also have its reward. But it ig there.

While the report of the Ministry
this year is somewhat different from
the format of last vyear—this has
been mentioned by the Foreign Mini-
ster himself in the Lok Sabha—what
I am more worried, however, is about
its political introduction, which is
good in large parts. But while it is
good in large parts, I would like to
say that all foreign policy processes,
for that matter, any policy process,
are -based on four factors. Firstly,
perception of issues, events and cir-
cumstances. Secondly, formulation
of policy options. Thirdly, the arti-
culation of thig policy and fourthly,
operationalisation. These are the
four things. While our perception is
while our perception is
is not too bad, while our ope-
rationalisation is also fairly
successful, formulation ig somewhat
weak, and that too in a country of
Brahminic and Vedantic wisdom.

This report has startedq from a
major hypothesis, which, if carefully
examined, will not stand careful seru-
tiny. It says that the World is passing
through an unhappy period and so on
because of rivalry and competition

between the great powers. Part of
the formulation is right. But this
equi-distant approach is unhelpful

for India to understand as to which
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India and which are the powers which
are not. It is a question of under-
standing of India’s interests. Let us
clearly judge the role and response
of each country, big and small by
a simple test and this simple test is
the test of national interest. National
interest, in three stages, is funda-
mental. Firstly, national integrity
and stability, secondly national deve-
lopment process and thirdly, natioral
security. Let us judge what is the
policy of the U.S. the Soviet Union,
Czechoslavakia, France, Britain, Zmm-
babwe, Indonesia, etc. in terms of
India’s integrity and stability, in terms
of India’s development process, in
terms of India’s national security. If
this simple exercise is done, it is not
possible any more to maintain either
avowedly and openly or by surrep-
titious method this equidistance
method. This equidistance approach
is ag unfair as when the world used
to have this approach between India
and Pakistan. T hope all of us remem-
ber that for a long time we used to
say: please do not equate Indiz and
Pakistan all the time. It was one of
the obsession with the world that
whenever they talked of South Asia
they used to equate India and Paki-
stan. How unfa.r this equation was,
is equally true when we say it is not
correct to equate the USA and the
Soviet Union, or Warsaw Pact powers
and the NATO Pact powers, or for
that matter England, France, Germany
on the one side and the USA on the
other, or for thzt matter the Soviet
Union on the one side and China cn
the other. Thercfore, I pleaqg :hat
what is important ig to understand.
Within the context of evolving or
understanding tte world situation,
how we should adjust our foreign
policy. In the light of this it is im-
portant that the framework of peace,
detente, disarmament on the one side,
decolonialisation development and
stability on the other side have re-
mained six broad goalg of world pnli-
tics, but in the last one year 12 major
events have happened which should
make us think very carefully as to
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how we should work out India’s
foreign policy. The first is, there is
a basic shift in U.S. global approach
and the premises of the United States
foreign policy. There is no doubt
about it, whatever the pundits might
say. The last phase of the Carter ad-
ministration coupled with the frst
phase of the Reagan administration
1s quantitatively different from the
policy  formulation of U.S. until
1978. Something happened after the
NATO Summit of 1978. This is ap-
parent in geveral ways. I would know
it better then. Mr. Deputy Chairman,
quote the official records, The Uaited
States Defence Secretary on March
4 asked the U. S. Congress for a 5809
million dollar budgetary supplement
for fiscal year 1981 and 25,800 millicn
dollar amendment to the fiscal year
1982 budget. The Defence Secretary
in a statement made to the Senale
Armed Services Committee requested
that these increases of 4 per cent and
13 per cent are over the budget of
the Carter Administration’s days. It
js also mentioneq at another place
and this is very important, Mr. Cos-
per Weinberger says: We must not
pursue a defence strategy that anti-
cipates and permits us to take full
advantage of Soviet vulnerabilities,
Certain geopolitical relities, he savs,
should be kept in mind. The umbilical
cord of the industrialised free world
runs through the Strait of Hormux
into the Arabian Gulf and the nations
which surround it. That area, Souta-
west Asia and the Gulf is and I
repeat, is and will be the fulerum of
contention for the foreseeable future.
And when he adds—this is the major
operation of the policy—that we can-
not deter that effort from seven thou-

sand miles away. We have
to be there. We have to be
there in a credible way. Then he

says: We must have a presence in the
region, and above all, our vital in-
terests are involved there. And
of course, the vital interests are
of our Allies and we will confront by
miiitary force, if necessary, any Soviet
or Soviet inspired threat to those
combined interests. This is the state-
ment coming from the U.S. Defence
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Secretary, Caspar W. Weinberger.

Mr. Caspar Weinberger then speaks
about rebuilding of US military stre-
ngth in the whole region. Speaking
about the Middle East and the South
West Asia, he says:—

“Yes, I think it is essential that
we have a presence in the Middle
East, or Southwest Asia, as it seemns
to be called more and more now...
If we have some facilities and ad-
ditional men and material ejther
placed there or nearby, it will act
ag a deterrent to the Soviets...

The other thing that we can do
and are doing is to acquire the capa-
bility to project American forces
that long, 7,000 mile distance rapid-
ly and effectively.”

The involvement of United Statcs
in this whole region has been men-
tioned by the five-year project of
American Pentagon of March 30, 1981,
They say:—

“The United States has begun
a five-year project to improve mili-
tary facilities in Egypt, Oman,
Kenya, Somalia and on the Indian
Ocean island of Diego Garcia”, U.S.
Defence officials said on March 12.

“The ‘great strategic value’ of the
Indian Ocean/Persian Gulf region
has been stressel repeatedly by

Secretary of Defence Caspar Wein-
berger.”

Then they add: T

“U.S. Defence officials said the
five-year Plan would cost the
United States well over 2,000 mil-
lion dollars.

The Reagan Administration in-
creased amounts already planned
for improvements to facilities in the
region by the Carter Adrninistra--
tion. ..

One of the largest projects in the
Plan is the improvement of the port
and military facility at Ras Banag
in Egypt. Ras Banas is situated on
the Red Sea opposite a key oil ter-
minal in Saudi Arabia.
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The largest project for oman will
be reconstruction of an old British
airfield on the persian Gulf island of
Marsirah, off oman’s coast, This is
expected to cost Some 75 million
dollars.”

“The Omani airfield at Seeb,
which is situated near the entrance
to the Strait of Hormuz in the Per-
sian Gulf, will be enlarged to hand-
le air transports, fighter planes and
surveillance planes.

Other Omanj facilities scheduled
or improvement are the airfield at
Thumrait and the ports of Mufrah
and Salalah,

The project at the Somali port
of Berbera will cost 24 million dcl-
lars and will include repair of oil
storage and other facilities.

Also the airfield at Berbera on
the Gulf of Aden will be improved
and the port and airfield near the
capital city of Mogadishu, on the
Indian Ocean, will be used by U.S.
air and naval forces.

‘

Funds totalling 26 million dollars
will go into improving the Kenyan
port at Mombasa.

The Indian Ocean island of Diego
Garcia ig scheduled for 237.7 mil-
lion dollars in improvements...
so that it can handle large trans-
port and cargo  aircraft such as
C-141 and C-55.”

It is in this context that supply of
arms to Pakistan comes in. Here
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
Morrig Draper supported by Deputy
Assistant Secretary of State Jane
Coon mentioned that “Pakistan is a
frontline state facing 85,000 Soviet
soldiers across its borders in
Afghanistan. TMen they said that the
largest recipient under the American
Administration aid programme is
Israel, followed by Egypt. I do not
know how they can support Israel
and Egypt both. Then comes Pakis-
tan, about which today’s papers have
mentioned that 2.500 million Jdollars

have been agreed upon, although our
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information is thet it can go up to
8000 million dollars.

These are facts which are not un-
known to our Foreign Minister or to
the Prime Minister because the
Foreign Minister himself in his speeth
in the Lok Sabha on the 31st March
had mentioned that arming Pakistan
to the teeth would create new ten-
sions, start an arms race and cause
a set back to Ind>-Pak relations. T
think the Prime Minister wag more
forthright, Mr. Deputy Chairman, in
her speech in which she said that
Pakistan developing nuclear weapons
would have grave and irreversible
consequénces for the Sub-continent,
She further said:

“Now, Pakistan’s defence seems
to becoming part of a larger stra-
tegy alignment.”

The “strategy alignment” gbout which
the Prime Minister is talking is the
same thing which the Pentagon nas
mentioned as a “strategic consensus
getting built”. That consensus is in
the formative stage; 1t has not get
built up. Once it gets built up, it
will upset the entire equilibrium.

It is not that India ig afraid of his
situation. As has been mentioned
again and again, what is important is
that India just cannot take a silent
view of the picture. We have to
reactivise the non-alignment move-
ment on the one side and our bila-
teral and multilateral relations on
the other side and take a véry forth-
right view. The thesis T would like
to advanc is this. At the contem-
porary stage of international develop-
ments. India’s basic national and
regional interests come in sharp con-
flict with the United Slates globkal
perspective and interests. This is not
to shy away from the USA. I am not
saying that. USA is a major world
power, We have to account cchesive
bilateral relations with the USA, We
have to work out relations which will
help the USA also To open a reason-
able line. Leét s M equate them
because on the onhe side yFou have this
and on the other the speech by Brez-
hnev in the 26th Congress of the
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CPSU—I am not going into that—
where very consfructive proposals
have been made not only about the
Gulf but also about Afghanistan. On
one side they say that they are pre-
pared to examine the political impli-
cations of Afghanistan either with
reference to India or otherwise. India
has a role to play...

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: ...on the
international side. ~

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN XHAN:
In so far as the international side is
concerned, this matter is rather im-
portant. In fact, Sir, I have marked
ocut the portions and if you permit
I wil] read something,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
leave out that something. Mr. Gupta
hag also said it.

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:
All right. What you have in mind
is that Brezhnev’s report must have
been read by all the members of the
party. The assumption being facile. I
do not want to dispute it at__ this
moment. 1 will enq by saying that
at the moment what required is to
work out a policy in terms of bilate-~
ralism. One of the biggest errors of
foreign policy formulations in the
Janata period was—and I could men-
tion it at that time to Mr. Vajpayee—
undue emphasis on Dbilateralism
almost to the exclusion of
multilateralism. While it is not
possible to emphasise one or
the other, too much emphasis on
bilateralism vitiates global concern.
The momentum of foreign policy can
only be maintained when bilateralism
is taken as input into multilateralism
and multilateralism ig taken as part
of a highly shrunken inter-dépendent

world. India has a historic role to
play. The Foreign Minister is well
poised; the country is with

him, Initiatives are to be taken; and
we do not have much time to go
While the attack on Reagan had, of
course, upset some of the conclusions,
is it possible to overlook that you
have as Vice-President a man who was
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head of the CIA, you have as Secre~
tary of State a man who was head
of NATO Command, you have Casper
Weinberger, one of the most hawkish
members of the team, and Reagan
himself a memher of the McCarthy
period in American history where
liberalism is hunted out? It is a very
ugly situation in which you are work-
ing. If any reminder was called for,
it was exhibited by Madam Thatcher
who in her personality matches her
physical charm with ugly orienta-
tion of a foreign policy. We also
heard Brezhnev and we heard Mr.
Thatcher. I do not know why Mrs,
Thatcher was at all invited. Anyway,
she was invited and she came and she
helped us to understand her by her
performance in the Central Hall. It
was a beautiful performance, a true
performance. It was like a Shakes-
pearen act being performed by a skil-
led old witch actress standing with
modulation of voice and tone; noth-
ing beyond it, I am happy that our
Prime Minister was very forthright
in mentioning about it. Therefore, it
is not possible to work out any of
these things only by sweet talk. They
are objective basic contradictions of
jnterests. And India knows it very
well and India must play its role
as ag creatively and as forcefully ag it
can. |,
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Thank you very much.

SHRI A. P. JANARDHANAM
(Tamil Nadu): Mr, Deputy Chairman,
Sir, the previous speaker with great
erudition focused on the role India
has to play. I am sorry India has no
great role now  because the Super
Powers are heading on with very
viery superior, weapons which they
are piling at the rate of billions of
dollars. We are helpless spectators
to the sick, nauseating sabre-rattling
by the Powers. We are of the poor
South. We have empty bellies and
full cradles. We have our cwn prob-
lems, Himalayan, and we have to
tackle those things. But happily we
have a Prime Minister who has all
charm and grace, who is smiling,
who hag aplomb and is very glamour-
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ous lo the visiting dignitaries who is
quite at home in entertaining the
foreigners. Dignitary after dignitary
descends on India. He is shown
around, They go mightily pleased.
They give torrents of words and
spoonfuls of aids. What they give is
just an aspirin to cure the appendi-
cities we have. We have tc stand by
ourselves. We have tonnes it things
to offer to the world. We have
Mahatma Gandhi, we have philosophy,
we have godmen, we have the tigers,
we have the elephants, we have the
ex-maharajas and we have the whole
gamut of things to present to them.
They come, they get pleaseq and they
go away.

But what ig our state? We  have
to take lessons from many quarters.
That is my humble stand. I am not
interested in the august deliberations
of the United Nations Assembly or
other things. We have our own peo-
ple who go there; we have our envays.
But the sheet-anchor of any foreign
policy is  enlightened self-interest.
Have we projected our self-interest?
Have we protected our national?
Have we rescued them from the jaws
of racism and other things? Have we
projected our correct image abread?
T am sorry, many of us have failed.
Many have mistaken cocktail drink-
ing to projection of our good things.
So many things happen. I do not
want to wash all those things here.

Let us put our own house in order.
We condemn Brixton. We condemn
apartheid. We condémp this and
that. But let us look at what we
have done. Brixton and apartheid
fall into insignificance before what
we have done for the past 3,000 years
to our own people. About Belchis,
I need not elaborate. So, let us take
the beam away from ihe eye before
we go on pontificating lecture. We
have to take leaves from other
nations,

I am an Anglophile. I am proud
to be a Master of English. I am a
little muaster. The English language
has given us the jet age spirit. Eng-
lish hns given us other things. You
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are presiding there, and the May’s

Parliamentary Practice is your Bible.
We go by the British parliamentary
practice, The House of Lords and the
House of Commons are our big para-
llels. Whatever may be told of the
British system and there may be
even the snatchers of the rod in.
modern times, still the British con-
ventions and their free institutions
have all given ug something. I rate
the British ag the best colonial power.
Under the French or the Belgian or
the Portuguese, Gandhiji would have
been kept elsewlere not in the Agha
Khan Palace. They left us smoothly.
It was a smooth transfer of power.
Mountbatten left us with all grace,
with all happiness. And Attlee was a
statesman with a good heart.

I salute the Soviet Union because
it stoods by us very thick in our
crucial problems. .

Let us have some dialogue with
China, China was a sleeping giant.
Now it has thundered and roared. It
may be a super power in 2000 A.D.
Let us try to have with it some talk,
some dialogue, and at the same time
let us tell them that our frontiers are
inviolate.

I went to Japan last September. I
saw Japan with my own eyes. Japan
was in a shambleg after the Hiroshama
disaster. It hag now risen. It beats
even America in producing robots to
produce robots.

Where are we? We had early start.
We had 3,000, 4,000 years of godmen,
rishis, vedantis, everybody, but our
begging bows is still in our hands.
Even Singapore can be a teacher. I
take my hat off to Lee Kuan Yew.
He is a very good administrator. There
you see eastern glamour anda western
technology combined. There are many
small nations which have set their
affairs in order. Tnaere is Switzerland,
there is Norway, there is Sweden,
there are so many examples in the
world. There is Madam Theresa. We
have Martin Luther King of America.
We had Thoreau So many persons
I can quote. So let us be humble to
learn from all of them,
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Another thing we want is dedica-
tion. We should be sincere. We should
treat our own people very well and
take lessons from all. India can give
so many things. It has very good
traditions. It hag hoary civilisaticns.
I4 has languages which can hoast of
a fineg grammar. Our Tamil “Tholka-
ppiam” is 3000 yearg old. We had
boary civilisationg and everything,

Ou:r goods are spurious. We send
one sample but send other goods, not
the real goods. It is sickening. The
developing countries beat ug in the
game, We lose year after year in the
foreign countries. We should stand
by good things. We should produce
good things. We should send sterling
ambassadors. We should stand by
our genuine scientists. But they are
driven to suicide before you give them
patents. Excuse me for saying all
thege things. You should think of
these things before giving lectures to
the outside world.

As far as the AI-ADMK is con-
ceined, we are second to none in de-
fending the integrity of the country.
Our great leader, MGR, gave to the
country the golden sword he had been
presenteq with. And the moment the
Chinese set foot on our soil, our
greater leader Anna, buried the hat-
chet and from the Vellore prison gave
a stentorian call to come to the de-
fence of the country and we rallied
to the defence of the land. We are
second to none in patriotism. We had
our Fifth World Tamil Conference at
Madurai in which over 30 lakhs of
people participated. Our Prime
Minister very graciously came there
and addressed the gathering. It was
not a gathering which was brought
in special trains. All came of their
own accord. Tamil scholars. Tarail
ladies, Tamil gentlemen, all steeped
in Sangam literature, in a very boary
civilisation, came and listened with
rapt attention to the very fine dis-
courses there. We were at the sum-
mit of the world. They heard it and
they dispersed very peacefully. In
that conference Tamils from many

[ 4 MAY 1981 ]

Working of Min. of 250

External Affairs
nations had come,
from Fiji, from Malaysia, from
Ceylon. They had their own rigma-
role and their own harrowing tales,
especially from Sri Lanka. Please
send envoys who know the particular
conditiong of the people there. In my
first speech, in my maiden speech in
the Rajya Sabha, I said, to Canada
you should send a Punjabi, to Ceylon
you should send a Tamilian and to
East Africa you should send a Guja-
rati. So you should send envoys who
are well versed. I am all admiration
for our External Affairs Minister who
carries on his broad shoulders these
things. Our envoys are not diplo-
mats in the conventional sense who
are sent out to lie for their country.
They are envoys who take abroad our
civilisation, our image, our message.
Let them do something for our coun-
try. Then we will take off our hats
for them.

from Mauritius,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, be-
fore I start, I may bring a small
matter to the notice of the Govern-
ment, lest I should forget it at the
end of my speech. I understand, Sir,
that Mr. George B. Griffin is coming
to India to be posted as Number Two
or Number Three in the U.S. Em-
bassy. His wife is already herp for
several months. Mr. Griffin is now
in Afghanistan, I think, as Charge
d’Affaires of the U.S. Embassy orga-
nising the rebels, training them and
helping them to subvert the Demo-
cratic Republic of Afghanistan and to
carry on the attack. This gentleman,
I must remind you, was in Calcutta
during the time of the Bangladesh
liberation struggle and by sitting in
Calcutta he wanted to do everything
to destroy the struggle and to bring
about a deal between the Pakistani
regime and the Bangladesh liberation
movement or whatever you call it, at
that time. Now, Sir, I do not know
what say the Foreign Ministry has in
the matter of such people being per-
mitted to come to our country. But
I think, Sir, Mr. Griffin’'s coming here
is not an ordinary event. Here I have
got the book “Who’s Who in the CIA™
published many years ago.

s
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SHRI SYED - SHAHABUDD][N:
(Bihar): Published where?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Pub-
lished somewhere on this planet;
surely it was not published in Wash-
ington. At page 210 you fing the name
of Mr. George B. Griffin, Depart-
ment of State, and all that kind of
antecedents about him. I hope this
gentleman will not be alloweq to
come to this country, and you can
very well ask his wife to go and
meet her husband somewhere else.

~

As far ag foreign affairs are con-
cerned, I do not know what to say.
Shall 1 discuss the Ministry’s work
or the international situation? Per-
haps he will say, discuss it in rela-
tion to the international situation—
the work of the Ministry. At the
outset, by and large, it is well
known we support the probably na-
tionally accepted foreign policy of our
country. That does not mean that we
are not vigilant about its weaknesses,
its vacillation, its inconsistencies and
other weaknesses which do find ex-
pression now and then. But broadly
we support it, as you know. First of
all, before we come to assess the na-
ture of the danger that we face—the
war danger ag it is called now-—which
is much worse and more serious than
it has ever been, I think the interna-
tional situation demands that India’s
foreign policy be based not only on
correct perceptions and  assessment,
but also given the necessary dyna-
mism and direction. I don’t say
Indian foreign policy is wrong on this
account absolutely. By and large, we
have had a tolerably good assessment,
But it has very many failures and
lapses. By and large, we went *o be
active nowadays compared to the days
of the Janata, in the proper direction
which is yet to be given dynamism
and vision, correct vision. When I
say this, T mean that first and fore-
most our foreign policy must be based
on firm anti-imperialism and its anti-
imperialism content must be further
strengthered. And it naturally means
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that we must geek the maximum pos-
sible cooperation with all other anti-
imperialist forces, whether they be
States or people in different count-
ries, Obviously in this coniext our
relations with the Soviet Union and
the community of socialist countries
acquires special significance and im-
portance even from the point of view
of implementation of our foreign po-
licy. The tendency to equate between
the Soviet Union and {he USA must
be given up. The socalled theory of
super-power rivalry is not only con-
fusing but actually helps the USA in
justifying aggressive actions and
moves, especially arms race, by play-
ing up the non-existent Soviet threat
to American security., What the
source of that danger and the war
that we talk is, we must clearly as-
sess. I don’t think the Government
of India has assessed it. The main
source today is arms race, and the
arms race, on a global scale
imposed by the TUniteq States
of America. This again s
giving rise to tensions and conflicts
in different regions of the world which
may, if not properly tackled and
checked by the peace-loving and anlyw
imperialist forces in a concerted and
united action, trigger up a conflagra-
tion without perhaps many people
knowing in time that it is going to be
so. Here, now I should like to say
that the threat arises, as I said,
from the arms race. We should con-
centrate on fighting arms race today.
If you cut down the arms race, I
will say you will have taken a step
for relaxing international tension on
the one hand and on the other,
bringing about better understanding
and cooperation among the peace-
loving forces in order to safeguard
international peace and international
security anq principles of peacefu¥
cooperation gmong nations,

Coming to the threat to India, well
the U.S. arms build-up in Pakistan
is well-known today. It is much more
serious than ever before in the past.

It was: almost twenty years ago—in
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1954—that the U.S.-Pak Military pact
wag signed, Compared to those days
the situation today is far more serious.

T remember from these benches
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru reminding
us that it was not only a danger,

broadly, to the cause of peace and se-
curity, but one objective of that
pact was to create tension here and
now between India and Pakistan, gnd
later on he said that had it not been
for the U.S.-Pak Military Pact, the
Indo-Pakistan relationg would not
have been so bad, but there would
have been friendship between these
iwo countries. These words are valid
even today. The Americans are
making it a point only to embroil
our two countires to intensify ten-
sions and conflict or cold-war poli-
ties, whatever you like to call it,
but also to create a situation in
which the Simla spirit, which we
stand by, is destroyed. The Simla
spirit must not be there, This is what
they want. Therefore, we have to
try to maintain and preserve Indo-Pak
relations and friendship between our
two countries. Whatever the provo-
cation, from whichever quarter it
comes, this must be an article of
faith in our foreign policy. No matter
who at the moment now in Pakistan
at the behest of American imperia-
lism is colluding with the Chinese,

This arms build-up in Pakislan is
part of the global strategy of the
United States of America and today
Amerjcans are openly saying that
in Pakistan their security interests
are involved, A dangerous state-
ment. The moment Americans start
saying that, it only means that that
particular country is being drawn
deeply into the war preparationg and
war plans. After the Americans have
lost Iran, they want now Pakistan 1o
fill up that gap, Pakistan becomes
samething in the nature of Iran under
the sShah of Iran, This is the role
Pakistan has been assigned today.
And that spells great danger not only
to our security, but to the security
of the whole region gng the world
Ppeace and, if I may say so, of course
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threat to our country is considerably
intensified.

Americans are now spending or
will be spending 173 billion dollars or
one hundred seventy-three thousand
million dollars, This will go up o 200
billion dollars or two hundreq thou-
sand million dollars. The third-world
countries—this is very important for
us to take note of—are being sys-
tematically and in a planned manner
drawn into the arms race. They
have their own chosen horses and
they have their own gsatellites there.
But they are being drawn into it,
Some are directly drawn in and
others are forced fo join the arms
race, Sir, it has been found that in
1970, the direct military spending by
the US in the third-world countries
was 40,000 million dollars and in 1979,
it had risen to 90,000 million dollars.
It must now be more than a hun-
dred thousand million dollars, the
direct military spending in the third-
world countries, The Americans are
now, well, interesteq in getting more
and more third-world countries
drawn into the arms race. Why?
Because, first of all, it helps their
war plans; secondly, it stops or at
least restricts the economic develop-
ment of these countries; and, thirdly,
it creates tensions and conflicts in
the third-world countries themselves,
This is a dangerous strategy and I
think our foreign policy direction
should be such as to get as many
countries as possible in the third
world disengaged from the arms race,
ourselves naturally, setting, if I may
say so, with all respect to my afom:
bomb lobby here, an example in this
matter. '

Now, Sir, I should say that we have-
found that the US has 429 major
military bases and 2,297 minor facili-
ties in different parts of the world.
Out of every four Americans, four
American soldiers, one ig stationed-
abroad. Now, the entire region is
being covered by this kind of Ameri-
can military terrorism. Why? Because
they want to continue their exploita-
tion and plunder of the resources of
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the third-world countries which come
to about 33 to 100 bili:ca dollars as
profits per year. Thys s what they
want to continue to get. Even the
American strategists are saying that
they want a hood of military power
over the Gulf area, over that region,
and they are spreading the theory of
military hood. What does it mean?
What do they mean by military hood?
Sir, they want to change the balance
of military forces, the balance of
power in that region, and they want
to retain this kind of their superiority
in such a decisive way, militarily in
thig region, that they candictate to Us
and to the other countries and have
their way. They must be prevented
and stopped by politicial and diploma-
tic actions by all the peace-loving
forces. Sir, these facts I have given
because herein comes the danger.
Today, Sir, can you say such things
about the Soviet Union? 1 say this
because even in the Ministry of Ex-
ternal Affairs, sometimes they men-
tion “super-power rivalry”, as if it is
a mantram which they must pron-
ounce in order to please some of their
Tightist friends or perhaps the West.
Sir, I wag a little surprised when I
read a statement by the Secretary in
the Ministry, Mr. Eric Gonsalves, be-
fore going to Washington, made to
the Press. He made a statement on
the 12th of Apri], and I would like to
quote it here. He sgaid:

“We are prepared to be as pro-
West and pro-Western as you will
permit us to be. Everytime we try
to make an opening, you kick us,
It is too difficult.”

Sir, it may be a public school English
here. But I do not like his state-
ment at all. TFirst of all, it is not
proper, if T can tell you, Mr, Foreign
Minister, and through you your offi-
cer, that such political statements
should be made by them. He ig the
Secretary, maybe good, maybe bad; I
do not know him very much. But I
find from “The Times of India”,
wherein there wag a three-column
spread, absut his statement in which
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he was speaking as if he was the

Foreign Minister of the country. 1 do
not wish to mean any harm to him.
But I expect him to control his tongue
over guch matters. They have 1t
carry on talks and discussions and
not to tell what we are doing or how
India would behave and things like
that. Now, Sir, when have we decided
that we are pro-Western? We are
pro-India. This ig all. The matter
ends there. We are pro-peace. We
are pro-national-liberation. We never
said that we are pro-Western. Why
is this kind of atrocious language
used? I do not know whether you
have pulled him up. Then he said:

“Our assessment is that both are
destabilizing..... Scviet Union is
destablilising; America is destabili-
zing.”

Everybody destabilises! Only we are
the stabilising factor! Wonderful self-
flattery! Since you say something
against the Americans, you must at-
tack the Soviet Uniop and other
friendly countries: Is this the policy?
Sir, this shows the temerity and the
inconsistencies in the Ministry of Ex-
ternal Affairs. This should stop.
Shrimati Indira Gandhi does not
maintain the same type of relation-
ship with. Reagon as she has with
Brezhnev in relation to international

life. Does she maintain the same
relations? Then, why this utter non-
sense by the Secretary? 1 cannot

understand this. I am very sorry, as
an elderly person I have to speak in
such language against the younger
man, Such peoples should be careful.

Now, coming to a few other points,
I should like to make only some sug-
gestions. You ne2d to analyse the
world situation. We have done 1t
enough, Karl Marx used to say:
Philosophers have interpreted the
world; the point however ig to change
it. Wg can say, our external experts
have interpreted the international
situation; the point, however, is to
change it. But how can you change
it? That is very important. My
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friend should take the criticism in
good grace, I did not like the com-
munique that was issued last year at
the end of the Regional Conference
of the Commonwealth Heads. Some
parts of this communique were sim-
ply sickening to read. You should
not have so willingly been a signa-
tory to it. Sir, in ‘the Common-
wealth Prime Ministers’ Conference
things went on. I need not go into
it. I am going into the communique.
The Singapore Prime Minister—well,
I know what he is. He is the hyena
of American imperialism—hyena let
loose. Obviously, his language we
cannot adopt. Personally, left to my-
self, his language we should straight-
wayv reject.

Then, Sir, India should have made,
ai the International Foreign Ministers’
Conference here this year, its own
national statement. You toock upon
yourself to prepare what was to be a
‘consencus draft’ for all. A good
Samaritan job’. But in the bargain,
your point of view was not known.
You showed your compromising capa-
city to accommodate everybody. But
it wag not known where we stand.
The result was that Diego Garcia was
not even mentioned in the commu-
nique, although in the original draft
there was a mention of it. And,
certain other portions of the draft
were also objectionable, which were
adopted. Anyhow, why India could
not have made its own national state-
ment, Sir, apart from rendering
service to the Conference by prepar-
ing a consensus? I do not know. You
should have done it. ,

I have an objection to another
method being used. Mr., Subramaniam
Swamy—Sir, you will be interested
as a Member of the House—has
become  an’Ambassador-at-large’—de
facto. He goes to Peking and dis-
cusseg Deng Xiaoping. I met Deng
Xiaoping several timés. In the old
days, he would not bear my sight. At
that time, Subramaniam Swamy would
not even talk to me because I had
met people like Deng Xiaoping in
Peking and other places.
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He invited me to a personal
3 pM party. A Japanese communist

leader was alsp there. That
was 20 years or 25 years ago. Now,
Mr, Subramaniam Swamy goes there.
Let him give Mr. Deng Xiaoping a
goad certificate. But why should your
Ambassador accompany him? I can-
not understand it. Similarly, I find
that Mr. B. K. Nehru is sent to the
United States of America when we
have our Ambassader. Now, Mr. Sub-
ramaniam Swamy, having met him
there, went to Washington to meet
the Pentagon. You have got an envoy
for peace and international relations
in him, I ask Mr. Narasimha Rac.
Let your Ambassador be courteous to
all M.Ps.

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA
shtra) That is the point

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: But
don’t miss my point. My point ig that
he need not have accompanied him and
talked to him in a manner as if a high
stalus has been given to him by the
Government of India directly or in-
directly. And Mr. Subramaniam
Swamy said boastfully, “I never re-
ceived such an extraordinary reception
when my own party was in power”.

(Mahara-

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA:
a gesture to the opposition,

That was

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Thijs is
super-power theory, this gesture to
the opposition, Anyway, if you think
it is generosity, I say it is misplaced
generosity, After meeting him in
Peking, he rushes, nat to Delhi to
reciprocate their generosity, but he
reciprocates it in Washington by
talking to the Pentagon. Similarly, I
find that Mr. B. K. Nehru is a great
Adviser. He goes to America over
the head of the Ambassador tq talk
to the big shots there. I can trust
him. Our present External Affairs
Minister is a good talker although he
does not carry the I.C.S. title or he
may not have that flamboyant style
or the three letters and all that, But
he can certainly deal with it in a
proper way.
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DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA: He
very learned man.

is a

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Learned
man, yes. Now, I make one or (wo
suggestions with regard to these
things. 1 think the Government's
stand on Brezhnev’s preposals should
be very clear and categorical. I find
today that {he Prime Minister has
reacted favourably to Brezhnev’s pro-
posal in regard to Gulf. Mr, Deputy
Chairman, Sir, Mr. Brezhnev's pro-
posal doeg not relate only to Gulf. It
covers the Far-East, East, Near-East,
Western Europe, Latin America, ete.
He had made certain proposals on the
occasion of 26th Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
We have read that. Many of you have
read them. Tell us which one is not
acceptable to India. Tell us which of
the proposals he has made or the
measures he hag sugpested do not
conform to your policy, basic princi-
ples and to what you would like to
achieve, If that is so, then why are
you not coming out in a forthright
manner that you share those propo-
sals? This should be discussed and
considered by all those whq are con-
cerned with maintaining international
peace and security or the affairs of
international relations. This can be
done. I say this thing because India
is undoubtedly one of the friendlist
countries outside the socialist commu-
nity of the Soviet Union. Indo-Soviet
friendship is a factor of great impor-
tance from the point of view of world
peace and international security. How
it works and operates 1is something
which conerns not merely our two
countries but all the peace-loving
mankind. Such being the view, why
should it not be possible for India
and the Soviet Union to proceed tfo-
gether on the basis of certain propo-
sals? Well, he has made one set of
proposals. You can consider them.
You can give your reactions tn them,
Then, if necessary, modify or add your
proposals to them. They will consider
them. All T say is that these prapo-
sals have a tremendous impetus on
the peace-loving forces of the world.
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India’s support to them will streng-
then the cause of peace and iso-
late the reactianary and war-mon-
gering forces. Sir, this is very im-
portant,

Ag far as the Far-East is concerned,
I think, India is on the correct lines,
broadly  speaking. Develop and
strengthen new relationship with the
socialist republics. of Vietnam, Kampu-
chea and Laos. Indo-Vietnam relation
is of paramount importance in that
context when Japan and America,
boih are irying to make the ASEAN
countries their servitors. In fact,
America is trying to implement some
of their policies through the ASEAN
countries, and Japan, as the recent
visit of the Japanese Prime Minjster
to this country would show, is trying
tq buy up and enlist those ASEAN
countries on their side, Inc:.a, there-~
fore, must have its own policy in re~
gard to those countries. Let us not
entertain any illusions,

As far as our region is concerhed,
we stand for friendship with Pakistan.
It is a good policy. We are not going
to be deterred by the talk of nuclear
weapons and other things. Let them
make the bomb. We shall see how to
face the situation in that way. But, at
the moment, we should try all our
best to prevent Pakistan from making
the bomb. How? Of course, diploma-
tically and politically by mobilising
world public opinion, by pointing
out its grave consequences from the
point of view of peace and interna-
tional security not only of our region
but alsp of the world Divlomatic and
political offensive against this arms
race, nuclear arms race must be
stepped up. Sir, this is one thing I
wanted to Fay. Ag far as Bangladesh
is concerned, you dovelop a relation-
ship and all that. But when you deve-
lop relationship with Pakistan and
Bangladesh, express yourself—
Jawaharlal used to dp it—that you
are opposed to the suppression of the
democratic rights and liberties, that
you are opposed to the persecution of
people who stand for friendship bet-
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ween Indian and Pakistan and secu-
lar-minded forces. You shauld come
out. The same applies to Bangladesh
also In Bangladesh, the persecution
is not going on tg that extent as it is
going on in Pakistan., Take, for exam-
ple, the Communist Party of Bangla-
desh which wantg friendship between
Bangladesh and India ang between
Bangladesh and Pakistan, Now, that
Genera] Secretary of the Communist
Party of Bangladesh is in the wriscn
On a sheer frame-up. Now, we chould
express our sympathy for them, and
. demand their release, And here 1T must
congratulate the Government when
Prime Minister Indira Gandhi showed
concern for Mr. Sang who is in the
Irish jail today. Now, it seems, his
1ife is running out. I think, we ghould
demand from his House and the Gov-
ernment should demand that the
British Government, the Thaicher
Government should take steps go that
this hunger strike ig given up and the
life of that MP ang those who are on
a hunger strike in the Northern
Ireland 1ig saved., Sir finally, one
word only about Mrs. Margaret
Thatcher. What gshall I say? My
friend said, she is very beautiful.
I hope he will not be taken in by
her beauty. Now, Sir, I am not inte-
rested in a woman's beauty, at 1the
moment. We are dealing with Mrs.
Margaret Thatcher, not a film star,
not a call girl. We are dealing with
Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, the Prime
Minister of the most aggressive NATO
partner and ally of Americd, the most
aggressive NATO country. Sir, ever
since Mr. Churchil, there has not been
a Tory Prime Minister who is so ag-
gressive, so racist. ,

?

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA: Sir, is it
fair to call the Prime Minister of an-
other country a call girl?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, I
have not called her that. I am not
interested in either. Sir, you under-
stand what I have said. Would T be
interested in a call girl (Tvme Bell
rings)
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is

too late now for you, I think, (Inter-
ruptions).

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA: You are not
interested in Mrs, Margaret Thatcher,
the call girl.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am not
interested in Mrs. Margaret Thatcher
at all, except that she has to be
fought as the person who speaks in
so racist terms. The British Nationa-
lity Bill, I have got information, has
been guillotined now. She said, she
will not change it. Sir, I -have got a
copy of the Bill. It has got about 69
pages or so at any rate more than 50
pages. So many things are wrilien
in it. (Interruptions).

Sir, the administration of that Pill
would mean rivers of blood. The slo-
gan of Mr. Enoch Powell ig getting
encouragement from Mrs. Margaret
Thatcher’s policy. And, Mrs. Margaret
Thatcher came here to tout for Ame-
rican imperialism and to get some
concessions, some economic conces-
sions, for you. I am glad that the
Government of India set its mind as
far as politics is concerned, by and
large, I wish the same stand was
taken insofar as economic issues were
concerned Sir, it ig no gooq trying to
fight—you wont’t go very far econo-
mically—Mrs. Thatcher politically
while allowing British based multi-
nationals to come to this country,
make further penetration inte our
economy, interfere in our political
life and do all kinds of things. Sir,
this is all I say.

Ag far ag the Bill is concerned, T
think the Government of India should
demand, as the Labour Party is de-
manding, that the Nationality Bill
should be withdrawn. It is not inter-
ference in the internal affairs of Bri-
tish Parliament. It is protecting two
million Asians and others of other
ethnic origin. It is defending human
rights, Even the European Human
Rights Commission has condemned the
British Nationality Bill. I found the
Churches have condemned it. The
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Labour Party hag condemned it and
external opinion is against it. The
Government of India should tell
frankly that if this British Nationality
Bill is not withdrawn, if the racist
terror is not stopped, the attacks are
not stopped, the Government of India
would geriously consider whether this
country should continue in the Bri-
tish Commonwealth or nQt. As far as
we are concerned, long time back
we should haye come out of the Bri-
tish Commonwealth, Sir, this iy my
appeal. (Time Bell rings)

Sir, I know he sympathises
me on thig matter but he does not
like my language, If he had been
here, he would have liked my lan-
guage. Those Benches do not like
my language, even though they agree
with the spirit of it. But 1 hope some
steps will be taken. The only thing
that I want to say is that as far as
your foreign policy is concerned, I do
say that it is a policy which needs
broad gupport, of course but further
strengthening also. To strengthen it
is the duty of all of us and certainly
of the Government in  particular.
Strengthening it means, its anti-impe-
rialistic content, I repeat, must be
strengthened, We repudiate  Mr.
Morarji Desai’s suggestion. ...

with

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN. Please
conclude.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA. Absolu-
tely one line.

We repudiate Mr. Desai’s sugges-
tion that no danger comes from Pak-
istan. From the people of Pakistan,
no danger comes. But danger comes
from America and the Chinese col-
laboration with the Americans along
with the arms build-up by Pakistan
That is where the danger comes
from. 1 also do not support those who
want to exploit this threat to secu-
rity in order to silence the people’s
struggle. Threat to security must he
fought. We must be ready 1o meet
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this threat to gecurity. But at the

same time, there cannot be any gues-
tion of giving up the popular struggle
for a better life and social justice.
On the contrary, if I may gsay s0, to
prepare the country for meeting the
threa; to its sectrity ig to make the
people contented and to do so, is to
mitigate their sufferings., Hence, some
of the internaj policies of the Gov-
ernment-—not of your dgomain, Mr.
Narasimha Ras—require radical
change, The anti-working clasg and
other policies which hit the people
must go. Unemployment and price
rise must be stopped so that the na-
tion cap brace itself up better in or-
der to meet the challenges, whether
they are from internal forceg or ex-
ternal forces.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
hon, Minister please.

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAK-
RABORTY (West Bengal). Sir,
(Interruptions)

PROF. SOURENDRA BHATTA-
CHARJEE (West Bengal): Mr. De-
puty Chairman, Sir, (Interrup-

ruptions)

. MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mem-
bers from all the parties have spoken.
I think all the points have been
covered,

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAK-
RABORTY.: &ir, on that day, it was
decided that the debate will continue.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Every-
body has spoken. All the point; have
been covered. Let us now hear the
hon, Minister. (Interruptions) Mem-
bers have taken s, much time, out of
proportion.

ot frx wtm @ ((fagR) o ow9d

fea g1 gar ar fF5 g7 It &
Y FqIFT FAIaT

MR. DEPUTY CHATRMAN: What

can 1 do? Members have taken so

much time, out of proportion. (Inter-
ruptions)
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PROF, SOURENDRA BHATTA-
CHARJEE: Time could have been
apportioned properly. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let us
hear the hon, Minister now.

PROF, SOURENDRA BHATTA-
CHARJEE: It is better not to con-
tinue here.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN, We
cannot allow all the parties.

PROF, SOURENDRA BHATTA-
CHARJEE. That is all right. (Inter-
ruptions) In protest against your
attitude, we walk out.

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAK-
RABORTY. All the parties ghovld
have been given a chance,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Every
party cannot be given a chance.

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAK-
RABORTY: The consensus was that
all the parties woulg be given a
chance.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN. Qne

man party cannot get time every
time.

SHRI AMARPROSAD CHAK-
RABORTY: In protest, we walk oul.

(At this stage, some hon, Members
left the Chamber)
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fe7 3 gar ar. ..
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THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NAERA-
SIMHA RAO): Sir, fourteen hon.
Members have participated in  the
debate and I am grateful to them for
their valuable contribution. Once
again it hag come out very vividly
that the foreign policy of this coun-
try has been and ig being run on
the basis of a national consensus. Ths
national consensus. according to
some needs strengthening. 1 would
only say that when I propose to
strengthen it from one side, I should
take care to see that it does not get
weakened from another side, And
that is the exercise which the Gov-
ernment incessantly hag to do in or-
der to keep the consensus on an even
keel because that is the only way ot
keeping up the consensus, of main-
taining the consensus. To do any-
thing which will destroy the essen-
tial ingredients of the consensus, its
essential nature, its timber woulg be
very wrong, for, once it gety disturb-
ed, it will not be possible to bring :t
back. That is why when we call it 2
consensus we appeal to all shades of
opinion not {o insist on the consensus
being on their own side beyond a
point. It cannot be so. If it is on on®
side beyond a point, it wil] go far-
ther away from the other side be-
yond their point and then the focus
will b, disturbed, the consenstis
character will be destroyed, What-
ever the differences—and there are
bound to be differences—this con-
sensus has to be maintained agnd in
thig maintenance of the consensus it
is not only Government but all
shades of opinion which will have to
cooperate as they have indeed been
doing.

Sir, I broadly classify the hon.
Memberg who have participated in
the debate into two categories—those
who are with the consensus, with all
their shades of difference; and those
who are outside the purview of thte
consensus in the sense that they have
certain basic differenceg with the
consensus itself, 1t is they who stand
between. as it were, pronsensus on tie
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one hand and near-unanimity op thc
other. If they did not have these
basic differences, consensus would
have tended towards unanimity, t.-
wards a situation where essentially
everybody thinkg alike. Unanimily
has not been the case in this count 'y
right from the beginning. Wq have
had dissension of s basic character.
There have been persons who were
essentially against the basic concepts
which made up the foreign policy cf
India. In spite of them, the consensus
has continued, it hag been sustained
by Government, by Parliament znd
by the people. And that is why tuis
consensus needs to be maintained an-d
we are determined to maintain it,
while at the same time taking note of
those basic differenceg which have
their own place. We woulg like to
satisfy ourselves that we are alwavs
right, that the basic differences and
the opinions based on these basic
Jifferences do not really hold good;
we have to satisfy ourselveg »i this
from time to time, and 1 assure the
House that we are not brushing aside
any opinion merely because it falls
outside the consensus, merely because
it does not have majority support,
merely because it hag been rejected
time and again. Everytime at least I
have made it a point to look into the
pros and cons of the opinion express-
ed which are diametrically opposed
to mine, which are diametrically
opposed to those of the Government
and satisfieq myself that they are
not only diametrically opposed but
they are of no validity in the chang-
ing context, Since the context chan-
ges, their validity also has to be ex-
amineqd constantly, which ; am doing,
which the Government is doing. This
is the assurance which T would like
to give to those who have been dis-
senting, who have been expressing
diametrically opposite views.

So I have to deal with these views
in this broag frame-work. But Sir,
on three major areas, I have to res-
pectfully submit to the House that I
have to deliberately deny myself the
privilege of replying in detail to
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the points raised. The reason is ob-
vious. I cannot be too communicative.

1 cannot be too plain-speaking on
the question of Indo-Pak relations
because lesg than a month from to-
day, I am going to Pakistan I need
not take with nie an impression of
having made up my rund, an atmos-
phere of bitternass, an atmosphere
which comeg in the way of firiendly
dialogue which I am going to have
with the leaderg of Pakistan. And in
spite of the utmost pcovocation that
has come from Members like Mr.
Shahabuddin, T would like to assure
him that 1 refuse to be provoked by
him. That doe. not m~an that I am
nol going to reply. Oniy after coming
back from Pakistan, 1 shall have
occasion to deal with every point
raised by him and I will express my
own opinion on whai he has said.
He will bear with me if this stage is
to be deferred say. until after my
return from  Pakiston. (Interrup-
tions) However both of us could
have done with a little less of vitu-
peration on hig part. Particularly—I
am sorry to gay this—he is a good
friend and in expression, he ig quile
explicit—at least the personal refer-
ences to Murtza Bhutfc ang Hasina
seem to me hitting below the  belt
We do not do that. At jeast T do no*
deserve that. This Government does
not deserve that kina of treatment
because I do not belirve in hitting
back below the belt. T dp not want
to, Not that I have anything against
the hon’ble Member. It is not that.
bate immediately changes and lwhan
The point is that *he le rel of the de-
the level changes, in this particular
case soriething else z/s0 comes in—
certain doubts, certain shadows,
certain clouds come in—-apd they are
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SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAD. I
would only suggest the; what he has
said by way of these references he
himself agreeg that he aoes not mean
because it would he o very different
scenario if he haq meant what he
said. I do hope that he did not mean
them and I woulq like to go on re-
cord in hoping and I would like him
alsp to go on record in agreeing that
he did .iot mean them...

SHRI SYED SHAHAUJUDDIN- I
did not make a deliberate mention..

SHR1 P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
That is enough.

SHR] SYED SHAHBUDDIN. Se-
condly, 1 perhaps meant that this
might create an impression.

SHRI P. V., NARAS!{VMHA RAO:
That is enough for me Then,  Sir
about relations with Chiia, it iz the
other way round The Chnese Feoreign
Minister is coming here As it 15, we
have had to contend with the Clinese
leaders talking to us through press-
men and through indiviiual members,
All these matters have been deall
with in both the Houvres of Parlia-
ment. I have made any number of
statements on all important matters
between China and India. The only
matter which has not been raised and
answered is Dr. Subramaniam
Swamy. All other matters have been
dealt with. What they said about the
borders, I have answered; what they
said about normalisation, I have
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answered; what theyv said about other
matters being attended to, while the
border question is kept aside, I have
answered, So there is hardly any-
thing which has not been raised and
answered on Sino Indian relations
during the last one year or more.
But this time when he is coming here,
while his coming here itself nad
become a very exciting matier of
controversy and discussion—animat-
ed discussion—in thig country, I do
not want an artificially created at-
mosphere of excitement where it will
be difficult for us to  talk coolly,
quietly and in a logical way. There-
fore, because there is nothing new to
say and because it is not proper to
repeat at this time what has already
been said—jy would desist from deal-
ing with that topic.

The thirg is the Iran-Irag matter.
It is again a matter in which India
and personally I myself have been
very very closely connected. 1n fhe
next few days the four of us are
likely to go again to Iran and Iraq.
Now, again_ while speaking another
hon, Member, Mr, Jaswant Singh,
said that there is a joke going round
in this country that when you ask
anyone what ig the initiative taken
by the Foreign Minister, the reply is
that he has gone to Iran or Iragq. I
woulq like to res@ectfully point out
to Mr, Jaswant Singh in the name of
the great Indian civilization he was
expounding in his gpeech, that there
is no Indian civilization I know of in
which blood-shed  between two
countries is taken as a matter of joke.
I would like to assure him that we
are going there not for entertainment,
not as a part of any joke, but as
small instruments, may be insignifi-
cantly smal]l instruments—in order
to stop the gory drama that is going
on, which is getting a bad name to
the entire movement of nonalign-
ment; and in any case India nhas al-
ways been against war. The ctvili-
zation he spoke of has never pre-
ferred war for solving any question.
Not only today but for thousands of
years we have heen a peace-loving
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people, our civilization has been based
on peace, and the concept of peace is
not just the absence of war,

I wish 1 had some gccasion to dwell
on this a little more in detail. The
concept of peace jn Indian civiliza-
tion is not just the absence of con-
flicts.

It is a peace which is universal, it
is a peace wherein man is harmonised
with the universe, it is a peace where
every being iz harmonised with the
Creator. That is the kind of all per-
vading peace we stand for. An ordi-
nary Foreign Minister, a humble
Foreign Minister, is going to two
different countries, two friendly
countries, who are unfortunately
locked in g conflict in order to tell
this to them, because they cannot tell
it to themselves, please do not think
that in Iran and Iraq diplomacy is
lacking and intelligence is lacking,
They can do as well as we can, but
no one can operate on hig own back.
Therefore, someone else has to do it.
That is the small work we are dning,
and I would very respectfully beg
of Mr. Jaswant Singh not to use
epithets like “joke.”” You can make
jokes of any other think, but 2ot of
the Tran-Iraq conflict, this I would
like to repeat wwith all the emphasis
at my comman?

T have a concrete suggestion. I
have been pestering the officers of my
Ministry for the last 14 months to
tell me specifically where there has
been a departure in our policy with
regard to neighbours, because certain
claims have been made that this was
done, that some Himalayan heights of
frendship were scaled in the last three
years before we came in and that we
spoiled the same. I wanted them to
tell me what those Himalayan heightg
of friendship were, that they had
scaled and with which country they
had built those impregnable bridges
which we have blown up. They
were not able to lay their hands on
any, and, therefore, I will have to
have this from the politicians them-
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selves. So, let us have, Sir—1I1 beg of
you—a debate again—I am asking for
it—on relations with our neighbours.
Let us take each neighbour separate-
ly. I can assure Mr. Jaswant Singn
that all the referenceg to the articles
that he has mede, I have very avidly
read. I very avidly read every word
that js writter against this Govern-
ment. While ] read it. I want to see
something beyond the statement ur
beyond the jmpression that they are
against the Government, that is
known. Article after ' article after
article, paragraph after paragraph
after paragraph, I have read, and I
am more and more convinced that
the writer is against the Govern-
ment, against the policy of the Gov-
ernment. Beyond that, if there is
anything. 1 wanted to know. Well, I
would like to know it from the poli-
ticians from ovr colleagues. So, ley us
have, Sir, a Jebate on indo-Bangla-
desh relations, on Indo-Pakistan re-
lations, on Indo-Nepal relations, on
Indo-Bhutan relations. If all neigh-
bours are put together. it will get
diffused. So, inspite of the constraint
of time, if we have to find out wheve
the hitch lies or does not lie, we will
have to have debates like this, may-
be for two hours or may be for one
hour. We may talk in telegraphic
language and we may not have any
embellishments, but let us have it
and let us know what this Govern-
ment has done as il is alleged to have
done. Only then it will be possible.

F2FE A wer FIw wEA 2
It is just like that.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH (Rajas-
tan): If the hon. Minister . . .

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We
have had this discussion on the other
day and today.

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: He was
for a debate. Why not set a date?
(Interruptions).

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Al
right, it may be . (Interrup-
tions).
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SHRI P. V. NARASMHA RAO:
This is my suggestion becausy this
thing has gone on for too long, this
kind of impression being created. A
charge has been thrown . . .

DR. RAFIQ ZAKARIA:. Have it
in the next session.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN. Afier
the reply, if anything is left out, then
we can take it up. Otherwise we can~
not go on with discussion for the gake
of discussion.

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
So this is the only way of really com~
ing to brass-tacks. No one is infallible
but let us understand where this has
gone wrons.

Then, Sir, I would like to refer to
one very interesting, if not amusing,
development that has taken place.
Today everyone in every section of
this House says that Pandit Jawanar-
la} Nehru's policy was impeccable. I
wonder what was said when he was
alive. I have gone through the old
debates. Those debates do not un-
fortunately bear out this kind of
posthumoug admiration. In those
halcyon days, as Mr. Khushwant
Singh put it, when India was the
honest broker of peace for the world,
we had the height of our foreign
policy, a most resplendent foreign
policy, and now everything has gone
down. So I would like to refer to
those halcyon days, to a very specific
episode which Mr. Khushwant Singh
himself referred to—he ig right in re-
ferring to that—namely, the Korean
war and our role in it. T would
only beg of you, Sir, to give me a
few minutes because that was a very
difficult question for Nehru to ans-
wer, a very difficult problem to solve.
Op the one side, Ching wag the outl-
cast of the world and we were carry-
ing China on our shoulders. We want-
ed China to come in; others did not
want China to come in. Everyhody
wanted us to condemn someone. The
question wag a resolution condemn-
ing so and so, more or less on the
same lines as we face in Afghanistan
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today, not, of course, on all tours,
but the essential ingredients being
the same. Sir, he says:

“Subsequently the aggression by
North Korea wag checked ang the
North Korean armies pushed back
till they seemed to be compleiely
broken. The forces of the United
Nations appeared to have won a
total victory, as indeed they had.
This victory inevitably gave rise to
certain fundamental questions,
Should the forces of the United
Nations continue to advance? 1If
so, how far they shouid go? We
consulted our Ambassador in Pek-
ing and our representatives in other
countries about how the various
Governments were viewing the
scene, We had perhaps a rather
special responsibility in regargd to
China . . .”

Thig is what I was referring to.

¥...because we were one of the
very few countries represenied
there. Fufthermore, we were *he
only country besides the countries
of the Soviet group which was in a
position to find out through its
Ambassador what the reactions of
the Chinzse Government to the de~
veloping events were. Since we
were anxious that the other coun-
tries with whom we were co-operat~
ing should know these views . . .”

Now this is the honest broker’s role.

“...we sent them on to the Gov-
ernments of the United Kingdom
and the United States. The Chinese
Government clearly indicated that
if the 38th Parallel was crossed,
they would consider it a grave
danger to their own security and
they would not tolerate it. Whether
their view was rizht or wrong is
not the point. However, it was
decided that the forceg of United
Nationg shoulg advance beyond the
38th Parallel. They did so and
came into conflict with reorganised
North Korean troops and at a later
stage with the Chinese forces.”
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Then, he goes on to say:

“We realise that it will be very
harmul if this matter is considered
in the United Nations at a purely
formal level and jf resolutionsg of
condemnation are passed”.

Sir, that is exactly what happened on
Afghanistan.

“We realise that it will be very
harmful if this matter is considered
in the United Nations at a purely
formal level and if resolutions of
condemnation are passed. The
House will remember that one of
the first things suggesied by the
Chinese Jelegation was that a re-
solution of condemnation be passed
against the United Nations or the
USA. On the other hand resclu-
tions condemning China and calling
her aggressor have also been Te-
peatedly suggested. The point is
that we are on the very verge of a
world war ang obviously it does not
help in the slightest to call cach
other names. If you want a war
to come sooner rather than later

and if the present situation is
merely a manoeuvre to provide
political justification for military

action . e

Make these words, these are prephet-
tic because this can be applied almost
hundred per cent to the situation
which we find ourselves in today.

“If we want a war to comg sooner
rather than latel and if the present
situation is Merely a manoeuvre to
provide palitical justification for
military action, then, of course, no
more need be said, But if we seek
to avoid war, then we must avoid
the kind of approach that creates
bitterness. The only possible way
is that of peaceful negotiations.
The negotiations may fail, but thers
is no other way except war. If
there is no negotiation, war is the
only other way. It was clear to us
that no negotiations would have
any value unless China was associat-
ed with it.”

| RAJYA SABHA]
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If there was no negotiation, war was
the only way. That was the Korean
situation. Now, Sic, what negotiations
could have any value unless the Gov-
ernment in Afganistan which is in
position is brought to the negotiating
table? What is the point in anybody
saying, “I do not want to talk because
I do not want to recognise.”? Then
whom do you talk to? I quote
further—“China, abart from being a
great power, is most intimately con-
cerned with the evenlts happening
next door to her, We suggested that
there should be a ceasefire, and if
possible, a demilitarized zone, where
negotiations among the parties con-~
cerned including China, could take
place, negotiations not merely about
what is to follow the ceasefire but
about the entire Korean problem as
well” Sir, this ig precisely what we
have been saying. 'This is what we
have been calling & political solution.
So we have not very much deviated
from the Nehruvian path although
we are much smaller people. That
is granted, that is conceded; but the
path is the same, And in similar
situations we are doing what he
wanted to do. This is what T would
like to submit. Afghanistan has been
discussed times without number. I
would not like to take much time of
the House normally on a repetition of
what has been” said in both Houses
ang otherwise, but, Sir, I would like
to take a few minutes on this, be-
cause there is arother angle to
Afganistan, there i¢ another phase,
another facet.

276

Chronologieally, there was a state-
ment of the Ministry of External
“Affairs on the 31st of December,
1979 saying that the same day the
then Prime Minister. Mr, Charan
Singh, called the Soviet Ambassador,
and this is what he is reported to
have said:

“The Prime Minister pointed out
that the presence of Soviet troops in
Afghanistan would have far-reaching
adverse consequences for thig -egion
and for this reason expressed the
hope that the Soviet troops would
withdraw from Afganistan as soon as
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possible in accordance with the
message conveyed by the Soviet
Union.” Thig is what he said. In the
next paragraph it is said that another
officer, Mr. Gonsalves, saw the U.S.
Ambassador and told him that India
is against the induction of arms into
Pakistan.

We were not the first to start this
process. The protest against arms
supply to Pakistan started on the
same day on whicii the then Prime
Minister said that he hoped that the

~Soviet troops would withdraw for
such and such reasons. He made a
pointed reference to a message ~on-
veyed by the Soviet Union. We have
checked in the Ministry of External
Affairs, There was no geparate
message conveyed. The message was
what appeared in the whole world as
the Soviet stand. Their stand wus
that the Soviet Union offered to pull
out its limited wmilitary contingent

" from Afganictan when the reasons for
sending it no longer existed. It is
the same story. There was nothing
new after this Government came to
power the same hope was expressed
by the Primg Minister and the same
stand taken by the Soviet Union.

Despite this, Sir, we are told that
this Government has taken a ‘U’ {urn.
This has peen very much splashed in
every newspaper particularly in the
West and those who take the cue
from the West in India, What was
the ‘U’ turn? If it was Mr. Brajesh
Mishra’s statement in the Umted
Nations, what was in it? Taking out
all the rhetoric, this is what he said:
“India hopes that the Soviet Union
will not violale the independence of
Afghanistan and that Soviet troops
will not remain there a day longer
than necessary.” What a ‘U’ turn
from what the Prime Minister said
to what our permanent representalive
in the United Nations said: This is
supposed to be ‘U’ turn—a complete
reversal.

We were sworn in on the 1%th or
the 15th. On the 17th January the
Prime Miinster. Shrimati Indira
Gandhi said {hat no country ig justi-
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fied in entering another country. On
the 24th January in Parliament, I
made a statement very clearly stat-
ing that it is our hope that the people
of Afghanistan will be able to resclve
their internal problems without any
outside interference. As the Prime
Minister has clearly indicated, we ate
against the presence of foreign troops
or any base in any country. We ex-
pressed our hope that the Soviet
forces will withdraw from Afghanis-
tan. Yet, Sir, this is also said to be a
‘U’ turn. Whatever we have said is
taken as ‘U’ turn. I really do ot
know why this Government hag been
given the epithet—U’ turner’ We
have not U’ turned anywhere, The
line has been there for anyone to

see. But, of course, in the
4 r.M. din of propaganda  interested

propaganda, sometimeg truth
can be left out, can be cammouflaged
can be missed and that is why I have
laken these few minuteg to show ihat
there is no U-turn anywhere. T shall
now explain where the turn actually
is.

Sir, I have quoted Pandit Mehru on
the Korean issue. In the same-
manner, in May, 1980 some proposals
came from the Afghan Government
with the blessings of the Sovet Union,
with the support of the Soviet Union.
They may be right they may he
wrong, as Nehru had said then. But
how were they treated? Were they
ever looked into? They were dis-
missed out of hand. It was said, “You
first get out of Afghanistan and then
we shall see”” And, Sir, what was
the resolution of the United Nations?
“Unconditional, immediate, full with-
drawal of the Soviet troops. Now,
anyone can understand that this i=
mere rhetoric and this is not a prac-
tical solution to any problem. This
has never been done ang it is anever
possible. It does not require much
perspicacity or experience to know
that this ig something which jnvolves
the matter more rather than resolves
it and this is what exactly happened.
We told everyboedy: “Here are some
proposals. I am not saying that they
are perfect; I am not standing by the
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proposals; I am not supporting them;
and I am not endorsing them. But
what I am saying is—I am nobody to
endorse them—that negotiations are
not between me and Pakistan they
are to be between Afghanistan and
Pakistan. The proposals have come;
you consider them, You give them
counter-proposals, if you choose. You
say whether you agree or you don’t
agree. That will be the way and that
is the path of negotiation. But tc
say, ‘First let the Soviet Troops with~
draw and then we will see. j5 not
the path of negotiation. Thus it is
very clear as to who wanted the
Soviet troops to withdraw, who did
not want the Soviet troops to with-
draw. And why they Jid not want
the withdrawal is again very clear
because, from the beginning the
Afghanistan problem has been seen
by India at three levels. at the local
level, at the regional level and at
the global level, but only by India,
unfortunately. President Carter said,
‘or jnstance—What better instance
doeg one need? he said.

“The Soviet Union is now at-
tempting to consolidate its strategic
position which poses a grave threat
to the free worlg and movement of
West Asian o0il. Any attempt by
any outside forces to gain control
of the Persian Gulf region will be
regarded ag an assault on the vital
interests of the United States. It
will be repelled by using any means
necessary including military force.”

Now what ig the problem and what is

the response? So, right from the
beginning—and this is on January 23,
not very late—the first reaction, al-
most the first. was that this is for the
Gulf, thig is for the warm waters,
and it is not merely Afghanistan.
Then, no less a person than Mr,
Kissinger says:

“The main issue really is not Af-

ghanistan.” See, we are gl talking of

Afghanistan and the first sentence
of Mr. Kissinger is:

“The main 1issue is not

Afghanistan,”

really
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He says:

“The issue is what the countries
who rely on is can expect of us
and what we can expect from them
and what countries have a right or
reasonable expectation to rely on
us. These are the issues.”

Now, if these are the issues, I fail to
see how one can really solve the
Afghanistan problem, how one can
solve the problem of the Soviet ‘rudps
remaining in Afghanistan. So, this
is how right frora the beginning...

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Send
Mr. Subramaniam Swamy.

SHR1 P. V. NARASTMHA RAO: I
am coming to that. please. That is the
only new issue you have raised.

Right from the beginning, the ten-
dency has been to treat Afghanistan
not as a local problem, not as a pro-
blem 1o be solved between {wo coun-
tries, but to globalise it or to region-
alisg it, in order ;o have certain other
advantages mean while. Thig iz the
scenario which no one can deny. Sir,
after the May 14 proposals, India made
an effort like a simple peacemaker.
We tried our best ang did a Ilof of
shuttling in New York, between one
delegation and another and we almost
succeeded in bringing them to the
negotiating table—if not to the nego-
tiating table at least to the breakfast
table. But, at the last moment—I do
not want to go into details; but I am
telling the House with all the res-
ponsibility at my command—the
parties shied away, not because they
did not see the reasonableness of
coming to the table and talking, but
because they did not find themselves
in a position to approach the table
and sit there. They came right yp to
the door ang went away. How does
such a thing happen? 1t is for us to
understand. It is for us to understand
that once the protlem is globalised or
regionalised it is not Mr. Agha Shahi,
and Mr, Dost; they are no longer
there, just the two of them; they are
no Jonger the only parties; and this
is exactly what happened. Then, Sir,
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the matter was once again taken to
the United Nations, At this stage, Sir,
1 will refer to this honest broker’s
position of ours. Writhin two months—
although no one on the face of the
earth can possibly convinge Mr. Shaha-
abuddin—everybody was convinced, of
our role as wag stated in “The States-
man” of the 19th March 1980, It
says:—

“Mr. Narasimha Rao's just con-
cluded first foreign visit ag India’s
External Affairs Minister has coin-
cided with the emergence of this
country as g credible catalyst for
efforts fo secure peace in the region.
In concert with some other coun-
tries, India has, in the past two
months, beer. able to establish its
credentialg as an  honest broker
among the principals involved in
the conflict in the region, particular-
lv in Afgheniztan. The two super-
‘powers have come a long way from
the positions they took at one time
or tie other in the past ten weeks
regarding India’s role in the Afghan
crisis. They have obvisoyly come
to accept the validity of the Indian
approach of defusing the crisis even

though they mav not share India’s
perceptiong of the crisis. That India
does not went the problem in Af-
shanistan to be just frozen is widely
understood; that it wants a solution
satisies the superpowers or at
least lesseng the chances of super-
power confrontation is now accept-
ed.”

Now, this havpened within these two
months, and still the matter ig being
raised today and I am sure it will be
raised uhtil some other matter worth
raising comes along.

Sir, the matter as I said, went up a
second time to the United Nations I
said, “For heavens sake, why are
you taking this matter to the United
Nations? You know how many voteg
it got last time. Two or three votes
more or two or three less, how are
they going to make any difference?
‘Why do you say that it should go
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again to the United Nations ang there
should be no initiat se alloweq outside
the United Nations? I am taking
this House into confidence and I say
that there was a stage when India was
almost threatening to solve the pro-
blem as a peace-maker. This threat
was very sucessfully warded off by re-
course to the United Nations. In the
United Nations, there was the same
resolution, in addition asking the
Secretary-General to appoint sonieone
to carry on the negotiations. The
Resolution was voted upon. It was
not unanimous. It is clear that the
Secretary-General cannot act on the
basig of this Resolution. Knowi g
full-well that he is not going to aui
on this Resolution, the Resolution wa:
tabled, When it was passed with a
divided vote, tha Secrelary-General
found himself completely immobilised.
He cannot act on that Resolution.
Then privately he was told: You can
act on yodr own as you have been do-
ing in Kampuchea. Now, if he had
to act on his own, what wag the earth-
ly need of a Resolution and a rigma-
role? It had to be done becauze all
tha other endeavours hag to be bloc-
ked. That is the strategy. Now, we
wish well to the Secrefary-General
and his personal represeniative. He
appointed hig persona] representative
in Delhi. At the Non-aligned Foreign
Minister’s Conference, when he was
speaking, he made the announcement.
His personal representative is still cal-
led by one party as ‘official represen-
tative. Now. look at this play of
words. Look at this hair-splitting.
Look at this super technicality which
is being indulged in while the people
of Afghanistan are undergoing we
know what. So, one party says he is
the official representative. The man
appointing him savs he is the personal
representative. 'The man  shuttles
between the two capitals, goes back
to New York and draws a blank. Now
thig is the exercise that iz going on to
solve the Afghanistan tangle. Sir, I
am not generally given to bitterness;
but on this sometimes I feel bitter T
feel like asking mysel? as to who
wants the Soviet {roops to leave
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Afghanistan. Maybe India. But that
is it. That seems to be the uniortu-
nate position today. So, we have done
our best. When Mr. Shahbuddin asks
us what we have done, I have to tell
him that this js all we have done If
there is anything more that we could
have done, he is welcome to tell me.
I am not saying that I am infallible.
1 am always subject to  addition.
There is nothing to correct at the mo-
ment. But addition Is possible. Let
me tell him or any other Member that
if there is anything more that India
can do, we are prepared to do it.
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SHRI SYED SHAHABUDDIN: I
have given you a concrete suggestion.

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAG:
We will certainly look into the sug-
gestion. He said something  about
regional cooperation. Sir, he was
again hitting a little below the helt,
not exactly on the belt where he was
entitled to hit. He hit a little below
the belt when he said that India was
dragging its feet on regional coonera-
tion. Nothing can be farther from
the truth. When the idea was mooted
first, it was mooted like this. Let
there be a meeting of all the Heads
of States or Heads of Government gnd
let them decide on regional coopera-
tion. We respectfully tolq them that
this is not done this way. It is not a
club of the Heads of State who can
talk about regional cooperation and
then disperse while the countries are
still struggling with bilateral prob-
lems dav in and day out. Tt will not
be realistic because if we call all the
Heads together, hopes will he raised
and people will expect something. If
that does not materialise, there will
be, to that extent, an tnti-climax and
disillusion. We do not want that.
So, let us do our home work first. I
am sorry, Mr, V. B. Raju is not here.
He wag one of tho<e who through the
University of Hyderabad, the Osma-
nia University, and another institution
tried to organise a seminar on reeional
co-operation I would have requested
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him, if he had been here, to stand for
one minute and tell me and tell the
House if there was any feel-dragging
on the part of the Ministry of External
Affairs, when he as an individual
started this. It wag a successful semi-
nar. I want more seminars because
all the ramificalions of regional co-
operation have to come out. If I am
able to produce one paper and think
that it containg everything, I am not
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doing the right thing. We got one
paper from Bangladesh. I am not
criticising the  paper. Ag a first

attempt, it was good. But why do we
have to go on first attempts? As ma-
ture nations, are we not to have the
patience to have a second attempt, a

third attempt mada so that nothing
goes wrong anywhere? And this is
what we wanteg trem to do. 'Thig is

what we did. Our Foreign Secretary
went there. Sir, the Foreign Minister
of Bhutan was here. He left only to-
day. Yesterday, he told me some-
thing about the report which he recei_
ved from hig representative who had
attended that colorabo meeting. He
told me and I am glad to ‘quote him
without his permission, that it was
India whose role was most construc-
tive and, perhaps saved the meeting
from something which woulq have
happened. This is not my report. I
do not know what Thappened
to my Secretary: he never
tnld me this. It wa< the Foreign Mini-
ster of Bhutan who told me this.
Therefore, we are not draggine our
fect. But we are not rushing into
something which wa will Jater yepent
for having rusheq in. If vou go thro-
ugh the records of the debate of the
Lok Sabha on this subject the senior
leaders said, “Yes, it is 2 good thing
But, Mr Foreign Minister, he careful
about it,” And that is what T om
trying to be. And, therefore, there is
trying to be. And, therefore there is
goina to take a long time. Our politi-
cal perceptions Ao not happen to be

the same. Our interests do not
happen to be the same, There can
be a eolach of interests and that is

whv. while inauguratine thi= ceminar
in absentia, T summed up my thoughts
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and, perhaps, I can claim as the tho-
ughts of the Government of India. I
said this:

“Finally 1 waulg like to refer quite
candidly to one extemely important
aspect, We find ourselveg at a rather
crucial stage in the indispensable pro-
cess of confidence-building. We have
to set in motion, what I may call, a
“virtuous circle” wherein co-operztion
strengtheng confidence, which in turn
makes for still closer co-operation.
To my mind, this involves two distinct
processes. The first consists in loak-
ing ahead instéad of looking back too
much. By doing so, we shall respond
appropriately to the inexorable de-
mands of fast-changing times. This
is a matter more of understanding
than of exhortation which in the
context of equal sovereign states
would be guperfluous anyway. I am
mentioning it merely because it is
always desirable to remind onself
even of self-evident truths from time
to time The second process which
again ig nothing gpectacular but never-
theless deserves reiteration ig to take
ourselves as we really are, In 3ll our
heterogeneity and diversity, the com-
mon factor being the determination to
forge co-overation. It is time to put
an end to the endless commentary of
big and small rich and poor, forward
and backward, a commentary which
has tended often unwittingly to create
psychological barriers in the past. I
do hope, therefore, that a new realism
and mutual trust will inform the dis-
cussiong of this seminar.”

This is precisely what has been hap_
pening. India ig big. Therefore,
every other country feely worried.
I would like to submit to the House,
Sir, that it is not only a small country
that is worrijed; it is a big country also
that has its own worries. It ig in-
herent that if you talk of worries, you
will have to talk of the worry of the
small country as well as the worry of
the big country. There can be no big
country, howsoever big without a
worry. Infact big without a worry.
In fact big countries have bigger
worries. So, we do not count wor-
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rise. And then we do not necessariy
measure the gtrength of a country on
its size. Any number of examples
can be shown where vary smalil coun-
tries have become so powerful that
they are causing sleepless nights even
to big powers. There is no need of
name-dropping. It is self-evident. So,
let ug not start with the assumption
that because India is big, and the
otherg are small, therefors India has
to be magnanimous, therefore India
has to remove their doubts. Their
doubt is caused by India being big.
Now, how can I remove that doubt?
It there is any ather doubt or fear, I
can remove it. But the fear whicit is
inherent, a fear which stems out of an
unalterable fact of India being bkig.
how can I remove that?  Therefore
the best way is not to entertain that
Joubt. I am not entertaining any
doubt in spite of being big. Our
nzighbours need not entertain any
doubts merely because they are
small. This is the kind of co-ope-
ration we want. Whatever is the ad-
vantage of bigness, we are prepared
to share with our small neigbours ang
whatever ig the advantage of small-
ness—and do not forget that there is
an advanlage in smallness also—we
are prepared to share that but they
should be prepared to share that with
us. This is how co-operation grows
and this is how we propose to foster
this co-operation, So we arg not di-
thering on that. It will take its own
time. I must remind the House once
again that everything cannot be done
over-night, But the inexorable logic
of facts of geography and today’s
economic factors will make it possible
if it had not been made possible so
far, it is going to make it possible
now. And, I have no doubt that this
is going to be a fact in the near future.

Sir, I now come to the new point
of Dr. Subramaniam Swamy. It is
very odd that I should take up this
matter in response to what has been
raised by Shri Bhupesh da. If only
he tells me that he raised it without
meaning it, I shall drop it. Shall I
drop it?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: What is
it?
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SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
Sir, Mr. Subramaniam Swamy has not
visited China or Pakistan or the
United States for the first time. The
recent visit was one of his re-visits.
And, at least during the last one year
or 14 months, whenever he visited, on
occasions. .. (Interruptions).

SHRI ARVIND GANESH KULKA-
RNI (Maharashtra): Why should Dr.
Subramaniam Swamy be taken so
seriously by the Government? He is
just like 5 joker.

SHRI SYED SHAHABUDDIN. Most
unparliamentary.

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
Becauze my Ambassador is involved,
that is why I am referring to it. The
point was raised by my Ambassador,
not by Dr. Swamy. He came to me
to be briefeq on our policy on China,
not that he does not know, but we
briefed him. We sent him to the ter.
ritorial division. He held giscuzsions
(Interruptions) and he came to me
and said, I am going to meet Mr.
Deng Xiaoping, will you kindly ins-
truct your Ambassador to be present?
I pondereq over it and I said, yes So,
I take full responsibility for the pre-
sence of my Ambassador along with
Dr. Subramaniam Swamij at that in-
terview. I fing many benefits flowing
out of it. T do not have to elaborate.
He also went to Pakiston. So
many others went to Pakistan. So
many others went to Chine. So many
others went to other countries and
whenever a Member of Parliament goes
anywhere, and comes to us, we give
him whatever we have on the question
of relationship between that country
and India. This has been going on
regularly. In this connection, I am
glad to say, Mr Depuly Chairman,
Sir, that during these past fourteen or
fifteen months, we have had more
bouquets than brickbatg in regard to
the manner in which Members of
Parliament have been treated at the
embassies, at the missions abroad I
do not know whether it had been so
before. If it had been so, I am glad
about it. But since I do not know, I
& .
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cannot say. But during the last one
year or more. I lave had more and
more reports of gocd behaviour, being
well taken care of, not only from
Members of Parliament, but even from
those outside Parliament who have
had occasion to visit, the only condi-
tion being that they tell us in advance
and we send a telex message that so
and so is coming. I have not come
across ahy case of any serious com-
plaint having been made against any
embassy. Hence, thig is our normal
public relations work, the normal
courtesies which embassieg extend to
people of India going abroad. And if
a person happens to be a Member of
Parliament, then, to that extent, his
importance is enharced and, therefore,
may be, to that exlent, the Ambassa-
dor and the mission people also ;0 a
little out of the way to dance atten-
dance on him. What is wrong about
it? I do not see any wrong about it.
If a Member of Parliament says that
my ambassador hag treated him well,
I would be happy. But if he says
otherwise, I would be unhappy.
Hence I would be rather happy than
unhanpy.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Now,
you are happy?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: I
am quite happy, because at my ins-
tance...

t tWvaxfag: (Sovwdw):
Awd, § s FEAlEEET @Ear
g

oy Iqawnfa : Fagdferwd
& 1 Fga A"y @ AT g

oy wraT fag ieaga wgeaqe
qaTT 8 |

st guawmfa : 5 @iw 45
IECHN I BN EE I CH oy G
9% Fgq & IW T |

off TwwET fag oaed gy &
|AATN) 77 Fga Ageaqu qaAd

(
g



289 Discussion on the

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
complete his

not allowing. Let him
reply.
ot wvR fag @ gy s @
ageaqt aniw § g7 & @ A}
F FauferaT €I § |
MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
not allowing. Let him complete hig
reply. Please restrain yourself He
is not yielding to you.
ot wATaY fag @ o« GERLLE]
AT AT T AT, . (3TAUTA)
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
do not reply to him, Mr. Minister.
«t TR fag : o0 o faae
& gar W 7 /Y 1 I agh
FaFW ® FaF fzar 5., .

s T AT WL AT
T3 § 95 AFA7 1 & qordl wawda
FEM | 907g § dgar § & zmws
THiRd A T ATIY T

ot Sgwawfa : gad s
Ce3igz 5T 17 § T fer & =34
& Fier qug g @ oagy
TG AE AT A3 WA A WE
WE W@ E .. (3AF)

A AT /Y ¢ & syqear @0
TI{ISC g | § gar o ¥ A8
At =g § ...

Y Jagwnmafa g9y s ¥
JrAT |QAr § 7@ a1 WT A%
9% % & 1 .. (sxgAET) .. WIGHY
fam av sqgear =nfge ag 97 ¥
7feq 1

srdeae fag @ ot @wem
FET AT E, AT TATHY, TG
AGIT FT AT fgar § GF W@
A AT gfIgra #Y IAIFT,
BIsHT TQ TR T g7 79 & fag
WA I Y. ..
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At R fag : o@g W,

st Swawwfa : w5
g AIS SHITAT FT IITT TG & )
(zmaens)

ol wWRyaw fag : @O A
wrqw F47 f4% @ siar & 1 ag
TR0 I QI §, W8 ATF FT
97 g. ..

sfy IFgwafa : w9 43 ST
.. (smamA) ¥ W aga W
TATEW AZN § | WIOH WAl A FT
Farg gar aff #@We @y ¥ @
saFgry 980 a7 3 fad =@ @
T WA AEA A =T § A fF
T B AT F T g oAy &

s qlo Fo aefag ww

AT g fAags #%ar fv ggaoam
T[T S A S OIE g, TR HYH)
%, €% 97 3gd % fAmary A
1T A% 9% & 79 STH & |
g SAR! 19T qga AgAdT F99@ &,
TG AT’ FIT § | TIR UN §399
# EATY 7% ST € | IART T
ag) & W, WOl g Iifw aF
M AT UE SGTAT § WX AT
W ey o

Sir, I now come to an impertant,
not very important, but nuts and
bolts matter raised by Mr. Jaswant
Singh. He found in the Budget, and
it is really a matter to be clarified,
that for the Indian Society of Inter-

national Law there was a 50-fold in-
crease in the allocation, Last year

_the allocation was Rs. 2 lakhs and

this year it is something like Rs. 52
lakhs. That is what he has pointed
out. I would like to tell him that
after a long and protracted effort we

/
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have now been able to allot that
money for a building. So, it jg not
just a plot, now it is going to be a
building and its construction is geing
to start soon. That is the reason
why we have made this allocation
and that explains the very steep in-
crease in the budgetary provision.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Say
something on Mr. Brezhnev’'s propo-
sals.

1

SHRI P, V. NARASIMHA RAO:
We have already said about Mr.
Breghnev’s proposals, I think more
than once. Sir, these proposals essen-

tially are not addressed to us, they
are addressed to someone else and
they are going unheeded by that

someone else, that is also a fact, but
so far ag we are concerhed, we have
always  said that these proposals
merit consideration. But merit consi-
deration by whom? What is the
point in my giving testimonial to
Mr. Brezhnev’s proposals? It is the
others to whom the proposals are
addressed, who should consider, and
we are saying that they should con-
sider these proposals. Ag I said in
regard to the May 14 proposals, yes,
they are there. If you do not 1like
them, give counter proposals, amend
the proposals, say why you don't
like them, but not to say anything
is not the way of solving problems.
And aebout Mr. Brezhnev’s proposals
the Prime Minister has said, I have
algo said. We have saig what a
country like India, which is not essen.
tially concerned with the implement-
tation of the proposals, has to say.

Then, Sir, about the voting rights
to Overseas Indians, I made enquiries.
I understand that the matter has
been referred to the Chief Election
Commissioner and it ig being consi-
dered by them. I must, however,
adg from the information which I

have gathered within the last two
days, that the matter presenis a
number of operational difficulties

which {he Election Commission appa-
Tently (es not seem {o have got
over or does not seem to have seen
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its way to get over. 8o, the matier
is still, more or less, pending; they
are struggling with it. Not that they
have anything against it in principle,
as far as I know, but just to imple-
ment it is a very difficult and com-
plicated matter. We shall look into
it. But I would like to tell Mr. Jas-
want Singh that it is receiving
attention. at the proper quarters.

Sir, T have taken g long time on
some important aspects which I
thought I should deal with. Once
again I wish to assure the House that
whenever a debate takes place, we
shall meticulously {ake note of any
suggestions that may come from any
quarter, any side of the Hause,
with an open mind and will ex-
amine them, We do not claim omni-
science. After all, any policy needs
to be elaborated, it needs to be re-
fined all the time and refinement
coming from any quarter is wel-
come. Ang since this particular po-
licy namely the foreign policy is
based on consensus, every quarter,
every Member, has a right to take
part in it, in the refinement of it.
and, therefore, I am not doing any
favour to any one by saying that I
am going to listen to him; it is his
right because il is a matter of con-
census. That is all I would like tc
say, Sir. Thank you very much.

STATEMENT BIL. 'MINISTER

Damage to the Alir-India Aijrcraft
earmarkied for the use of the Prime
. .Minister for her Foreign visit

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
hon. Home Minister to make a siate-
ment.

ot qeaqer wfwsw (Swesdw)
ATFRIT AYT =qFEIT FT 997 & |
fea @S ov misds 08 9
a1y 7 ST vg § wo foafew ¥
Iw ¥ @ gFIT o0 FIGIEI =@A
R/ § TF ATEI gaEl Fr wiT
UF ZATT | TAAT qgeAY WIRAT
gfag Je1 Fgar g § 5 a9rs



