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thing that they demand is that, as in Kanpur
and Madras HTs, the book fund should be
enhanced from Rs. 300 to Rs. 500. That is
how the problems of these boys can be
solved. This is a very serious matter. I expect
the Government, which says that it has so
much sympathy for the Harijans, to do
something in the matter. They say that they
are all out for the backward people, backward
areas and so on. But hare is a strange case
where the boys, after getting admission, are
being denied education and are being thrown
out. Therefore, I would suggest that the
Government should immediately take a
sympathetic =~ and  favourable  action.
Otherwise, the boys, afte, reading for so
many years, will be going out of the IITs
without completing their studies.

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN (Kerala): Sir, I
would commend to the Government the
Kerala example where the State Government
gives a chance to the students in the medical
colleges and in the engineering colleges if
they fail in a term or semester.

DISCUSSION ON THE WORKING OF
THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal):
Sir, now, we are having a discussion on the
working of the Ministry of External Affair?.
But Sir, many of us have given motions under
rule 170 that some day the international
situation should be taken into consideration.
Other friends have given motions that the
nuclear policy of the Government should be
taken into consideration and so on. I also
gave another motion that the Prime Minister's
visit to the United States of America and
other countries should be taken into consi-
deration. Like that, a series of motions
relating to the international situation in its
entirety have been
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given. But all we have got now is to raise a
discussion on the working of tne Ministry of
External Affairs. I never asked for it. What
we want to discuss is the international
situation. You will say that we can do it here.
it is not that innocent as it looks. In this
discussion, under this rule, we cannot move
any amendment, we cannot pass anything, we
cannot record our criticism and make our
suggestion in writing. Nothing we can do. We
can only talk, express our opinion and we go
on and. the Ministry also goes on. That is why
this form has been chosen. Obviously, it suits
the Government and it suits Mr. Vajpayee,
because, he will not be faced with any voting
here. On the other hand, if there had been a
motion that the international situation be
taken into cosideration, I would have given an
amendment that this House expresses its
concern over th, deviations and the distortions
which are taking place. We could have made
suggestions and, perhaps, this could have
been passed in this House. But to stall this,
this has been done. Whose brain-wave it is, |
do not know. But then, this has been done.
Suddenly, we find. 'Discussion on the
working of the Ministry of External Affairs'.
We do such a thing in the Budget session. It
has been done to suit somebody's conven-
ience. Everybody understands the way it has
been done. I, therefore, wish t, say this. In
future, I hope, this will not be done. The
resolution should be taken in the form in
which we have given and for the purpose for
which we have given. 1 strongly protest
against this, 1 will participate in this. But I
strongly protest against this. If you are so
minded, even now, I would like t, have it
changed that the international situation be
taken into consideration. But I know that you
will not do that. We are also helpless now.
We cannot move any amendment. Therefore,
all I can do is to expose this and to register
my protest. Well, Mr. Vajpayee will be very
happy. But we are a bit unhappy about it.
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SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI
(Uttar Pradeseh);  Sir, I wish to make one
point in  regard to the point raised by hon.
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. 1 had also given,
under this rule, a motion that the present
international situation be taken into consi-
deration and I personally spoke- to the
Minister of External Affairs that the
Government should come forward with a
motion, as it used to happen in the days of
Jawaharlalji. But the correct position is  that
in the last session the Business Adviory
Committee decided that four  Ministries
could be discussed, one of which was the
Ministry of External Affairs. Because of the
fact that the hon. Minister of External Affairs
was not available in the last week, it was
decided that this discussion could be deferred
to the next session. When the Business
Advisory Committee met in this session, it
decided that in pursuance of the decision taken
by the Business Advisory Committee
previously, the functioning of the Ministry
of External Affairs should be discussed.

Therefore,  probably it is not  either the
Secretariat or the Government but the
Business Advisory Committee which
fixed the functioning of the Ministry, that

we are to discuss today. This is the correct
position in order to set the record right. At
the same time, I want to associate myself with
Shri Bhupesh Gupta. I request that the
Minister of External Affairs every year should
come forward with a motion that the present
international situation and the Government's
stand in relation thereto, should be taken into
consideration, which used t, be the practice
before.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS (Assam): Sir,
before I begin, I would like to make a request
to you that we should develop the practice
that the time taken by the initiator of a debate
like this should not be counted as , part of the
time allotted to a party.

Sir, when Shri Vajpayeeji took over the
charge of this Ministry I was very glad,
because [ thought the

[RAJYA SABHA]

Students from Delhi 184

Prime Minister had chosen the right person
for the right job. He has a very charming and
amiable personality. He is very liberal in his
personal and private life. He has a disarming
smile and, Sir, he is known lor his ability and
dynamic qualities. Therefore, naturally he
aroused high expectations in the minds of not
only Members of this House and the other
House, but also among the people of the
country. But after seeing the functioning of
this Ministry for 16 months I am very sorry to
say that I am quite disappointed. I do not see
any initiative, any indication of dynamism in
the conduct of the foreign policy which is
going on for the last IB months.

The first doubt arose in my mind when they
started talking about genuine non-alignment.
When the adjective 'genuine' was added my
doubt started: What is this about, what is its
meaning? Has it been used only to silence the
persons like Swamis and Jethmalanis of this
country? Or, is it to cover uplhe inner
conflicts of the hon. Minister himself because
of the hangover of his past pronouncements as
a leader of the opposition, functioning in the
other House? Or, is it to prove the Janata
party's distinction from the policies followed
by the previous Government? Or, is it the
indication that you wanted to appease or
please or satisfy somebody, some big powers
in the world? I do not know. Either it could be
one, or two, or all of them.

What is this genuine non-alignment, what is
the genuine  non-alignment policy that they
have pursued so far? Some of them say that the
previous Government's policy had atilt in
favour ofthe Soviet Union. This question
must be faced squarely and must be answered
squarely. What was the tilt? No dobut, w,
had  very close  friendship  with  th,
Soviet Union and the socialist bloc countries
There is no doubt about it. But why how did it
develop, how did it evolve' on what basis? It
was on the basis of the fact that the Soviet
Union and



185 Discussion on the 18 AUG. 1978 ]  working of Ministry of 186

the socialist bloc countries stood by India on all
issues in which India's vital interests were
involved. Take - for example Kashmir, Goa,
Bangladesh. Take the question of laying the
industrial base of this country. Who came
forward to offer liberal help and what is the
attitude of the other countries? What was the
attitude and what is the attitude of America and
Western Powers towards Kashmir even today?
What was their attitude in the case of Goa?
What was their attitude in the case of
Bangladesh? What was their attitude when we
tried to establish the Bokaro Steel Plant, or
when we started oil exploration? What was the
attitude of those countries? And what was the
attitude of the Socialist countries? This attitude,
this friendship was based on facts. On what
facts? On our own national interests and nothing
else. There was no tilt.

Now, they might say that we submitted to
Russian pressure. I challenge anybody in this
country to give me a single instance to show
that the previous Government submitted its
national interests before Russian pressure or
anybody. I can give three major instances to
prove my case to the contrary.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Gujarat): Rupee
trade.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Mr. Mody, either
sleep or go and talk outside.

SHRI PILOO MODY: If you make such a
bold challenge, you must accept it.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: I accept it.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Then I say Rupee
trade. Now answer it And if you don't fenow
anything about rupee trade dfon't talk about
it.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Sir, 1 give three
IWRJIT instances. (Interruptions)  Mr.
Mallick....
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SHRI PILOO MODY: Dr. Mallick, not
Mr. Mallick

(Interruptions)

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Your Minister is
here to answer. So I give three instances.
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SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: I can give three
instances. The Prime Minister has tried to
give the impression to the whole world that it
is he who has refused to sign the NPT to save
our national self-respect. NPT was not signed
by the previous Government itself. That
policy was followed long ago. It is good that
he is following that policy. And we refused to
sign the NPT in spite of the fact that the
Russians were very anxious that we should
sign it. We did not. Then the Russian
proposal of Asian collective security system
was there. We did not respond. We have very
good reasons why we did not respond. The
friendship with the Soviet Union or the
Socialist countries did not stand in the way of
our decision to restore diplomatic relations
with China, at ambassadorial level.

These are the three major instances,
political instances. There are other instances
which, you know, I cannot disclose because |
was under oath of secrecy. But Mr. Vajpayee
knows them very well.

Sir, non-alignment has a history, has a
philosophy. The seeds of this movement were
sown, this movement was born, the idea was
born, the concept was born in the womB of
the freedom struggle itself. The criteria for
membership of the non-aligned club were
laid down in the first Summit Conference in
1961 held at Belgrade. All this is
known. This
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[Shri Bipinpal Das] policy has been guided
by basic principles and this has also served
our national interests. It has served so far and
it will continue to serve in future also. There
is no point in calling it genuine or non-
genuine, as if we followed a policy which
was nonrgenuine non-alignment. What is
genuine or non-genuine? Sir, the foreign
policy is guided by two basic considerations:
one, some principles and ideals; and two,
national interest. These are the two basic
considerations which guide and should guide
the foreign policy of any country. And these
are the two basic considerations which have
guided and whifch did guide the former
Government in conducting its; foreign policy.

Sir, over the years, non-alignment has
acquired more substance, more concrete
content and more meaning. It is no longer a
simple case of not joining th s multi-lateral
military alliance or that alliance. ThalTwas
the origin of it. But over the years, it has
acquired a new meaning, a new substance.
What is it? It is a policy which stands against
imperialism, against colonialism, against
racialism. It is a policy which" stands in
support of all liberation struggles. It is a po
icy which is guided by the five princi pies of
Panchsheel or peaceful co-existence. It stands
for universal membership of the U.N.O. It
stands for removal of economic disparity
between the one-third developed and tre two-
third under-developed world. It is not a
negative policy. It is not pacifism. It is also
not neutralism. Janata Party members want to
make out that genuine non-alignment is
neutralism. It is not neutralism. I want to give
a single instance to establish my case. Take
the example of Vietnam war. The Vietnamese
fought the liberation war against the United
States. Vietnam was supported by the Soviet
Union. The Vietnamese people faced new
challenges and struggles. Now, was it not
correct for India to stand on the side of the
Vietnamese in their struggle? It is not a
matter of who
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stood against whom and who stood for whom.
We stood for the people of Vietnam. Now,
take our stand on the West-Asian situation.
Can you talk of your so-called neutral stand
or so-called nutral policy? You have to adapt
your policy on the basis of the merit of the
case. Therefore, non-alignment is  not
neutralism.

Some people from their camp have been
saying publicly that it is no longer relevant
and it is no longer valid because the world
has moved from bi-polarism to muiti-
polarism. I do not want to enter into an argu-
ment. It is true that the world has moved from
bi-polarism to multi-polarism. We welcome it
as a non-aligned country. But non-alignment
will remain valid as long as the last trace of
imperialism, colonialism and neo-colonialism
remains on the face of the earth. Non-
alignment will remain valid as long as the last
trace of racialism exists in any part of the
world, as long as there is no total
disarmament, as long as economic disparity is
not removed, as long as equality among
nations, big and small and respect for
independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity of every nation, big or small, is not
assured, secured and guaranteed. As long as
these things do not happen and as long as the
world peace is not achieved, non-alignment
remains the right policy, the correct policy
and the relevant policy.

Sir, there are new trends all around. I do
not want to go into them because I am trying
to discuss mainly the functioning of the
Ministry under the leadership of hon. Shri
Vajpayeeji. But we have seen some negative
trends in the world in recent times. The non-
aligned movement itself is becoming weaker
and divided. The North-South dialogue has
failed. There is disappointment and
frustration now about th, last Conference of
the United Nations on Disarmament. Well,
our Prime Minister placed before this
Conference high ideals, noble ideals and
noble values. Quite good. But, if, politics is
art of the possible then diplomacy is the
art of the
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practicable. It is very good that we keep high
ideals and objectives, before the world. I don't
complain about it. But we have not succeeded
the way we conducted ourselves to achieve
something concrete and substantial. I am
afraid we have failed. There is lack of
progress in our march towards collective self-
reliance which we adopted at Colombo
Summit Conference. There are conflicts
within the non-aligned group and there is
infiltration from outside. Attempts are being
made to weaken the non-aligned movement as
a whole. Sir, in this connection, I want to
raise the question of Pakistan. Why was Pak-
istan admitted and why did we agree to admit
Pakistan? They say that Portugal is a member
of NATO, Romania in a member of Warsaw
Pact and Phillipines has a foreign military
base and when they can become guests in the
Conference, then why not Pakistan? There is
a fundamental difference. Neither Romania to
my knowledge, nor Portugal to my
knowledge, nor Phillipines to my knowledge
is involved in any conflict or clash with any
member of the non-aligned group in the
world. But Pakistan is involved. Pakistan is
still occupying some Indian territories il-
legally. As long as that problem is not solved,
Pakistan is in a state of conflict and clash
with India.

Therefore, this is the sum total of situation
that we see before our eyes. Detente in
Europe was all right. We said at that tim, that
we welcomed the Helsinki Pact signed by so
many countries. But there cannot be an island
of peace in Europe alone. What has happened
after that? War has been transferred and
transported from the European soil to the
African soil, to the Asian soil. This is not
detente. This is not the true spirit of detente.
Therefore, there also the v/.rld picture is not
very brig" it.

Now, Sir, I do nt know in all these matters
vhat initiative India has
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taken  either  through  non-alignment
movement or in the forums of the United
Nations or any other forum. I do not know. I
am not aware of it. I do not see anything. This
is my complaint. Why is this failure of the
Janata Government? What is the basic cause
of it? The basic cause of the failure of the
Janata Government to push forward the
policy of non-alignment in any positive
direction is their obsession with the so-called
Super Powers or the Big Powers. Super
Powers are there. Nobody can ignore them.
They are there by virtue of their economic
and military strength. But the world outlook
of non-alignment must not revolve around the
Super Powers or the Big Powers. We must
have a different world models 'before us. W,
are marching towards a new world which
must cut across the Super Powers or the Big
Powers. We want to bring about a new world
in which all nations will be welcomed,
whether big or small, based on mutual respect
for independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity, equality and justice in the matter of
economic relations. Such a new world must
be there before our eyes. It should cut across
the present arrangement, the present power
structure. Our conception, our move, our
initiative, our steps must penetrate through
the present power structure in order to create
a new world—may not toe today; may be in
the 21st century. What should toe our
objective. But our friends in the Janata
Government have a different outlook. Their
mind revolves around whether you are pro-
Soviet—or pro-American. One may be pro-
Soviet or pro-American. That is the only way
in which some members of the Janata Party
think on foreign policy. And, unfortunately, a
section of our intellectuals are also suffering
from this obsession. They do not see the
rising forces, the growing forces, the
changing pattern of the world. What was the
United Nations in 1945? It had 51 members.
What is the United Nations today? It has 149
members. The whole complexion of the
United Nations has



191  Discussion on the

[Shri Bipinpal Das] changed. The whole
complexion of the world picture has changed.
But we do not see the change. We are static-
minded. We live in static positions. We do
not look at the development in its dynamics.
That is the whole trouble with the Janata
Government and that is why they are not able
to make any mark or move in any direction,
in the international sphere.

Sir, their main claim—as the Prime Minister
has repeatedly said; I think the Foreign
Minister has also said that—is that we have
succeeded in creating a new climate of
friendship,, co-operation, peace, and so on and
so forth, in South Asia,, in the region around
us. That is their main claim. Let us examine
this. What are the facts? We never had any
problems with Afghanistan and Bhutan. With
Sri Lanka, the Congress Government had
solves all the outstanding problems and
nothing remained for the Janata Government
to solve. With Burma, there was only one
problem,, i.e. about land boundary demarca-
tion. That also was almost completely solved
before they took over. We signed the maritime
boundary agreement with Indonesia and Sri
Lanka. They have signed one new maritime
agreement, the tri-junction agreement among
Thailand, Indonesia and India, which was also
initiated during the time of the Congress
Government. This is about these countries.
Now four more countries remain: Pakistan,
Nepal, Bangladesh and China. What are the
facts? It was our initiative which brought into
existence the Simla Agreement and which set
into motion the process of normalisation of
relations with Pakistan. It is we who restored
the diplomatic relations with Pakistan. W,
signed a number of agreements with Pakistan.
They have recently signed the Salal
Agreement. Yes, you have signed it. But all
the negotiations were nearly complete by Sep-
tember,, 1976 and only one technical point
remained. In the meantime we were out and
you were in. They
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took 15 months to sort out that point. They
made concessions to sign that agreement. I do
not mind if it ultimately serves our national
interest. I do not know how the future will
tell. What will be the consequences of this
agreement The height of the dam has now
been reduced from 40' to 30'. But all the
negotiations for this agreement were nearly
complete in September, 1976. Nothing new
hag been done. That is about Pakistan. They
have not taken any move regarding the
maritime boundary with Pakistan.

Take Nepal. India has been the highest aid-
giver to Nepal. The aid given by us to Nepal is
more than double of that given by China, not
to talk about that of the big powers who stand
far behind. So many projects have been taken
up with our co-operation. The Devighat
project was also taken up during Congress
regime. They have only signed a trade and
transit agreement. [ have no grudge. I wait to
see the consequences of what they have
signed in the trade and transit agreement. I
want to see the consequences. But those
negotiations were also carried on by the
previous Government. That is about Nepal.

Now Bangladesh. My hon. friend himself
was not only eloquent but highly emotional
when he spoke on December 16, 1971, the
day when Bangladesh was liberated, the day
the picture of geopolitics of this entire region
changed. That was our achievement. I claim
it. We have given so much aid for the
development of Bangladesh. It was in our
time that the Farakka barrage was commis-
sioned. Sir, this is what we did. They have
now signed the Farakka second agreement by
making concessions, concessions which will
hit the Calcutta Port. Sir, the Farakka barrage
way constructed only to save the Calcutta Port.
Even in the British days, a large number of
reports were there. It was they who pointed
out that that was the place where we had to
construct a barrage in



193 Discussion on the [ 8 AUG. 19781 .working of Ministry o/ 194

rder to save the Calcutta Port in future, and that
was why a Muslim majority district which
should have . gone to Pakistan, came to India so
that Farakka might be within India, and a Hindu
majority district was given to Pakistan, now
Bangladesh,, in an exchange by the Radcliffe
Award. This is the history. Now, Sir, they have
signed an accord at the cost of the Calcutta Port.

' I come to China, Sir. It was again we who
decided to restore diplomatic relations with
China at ambassadorial level. We took the
initiative, and, thereafter the changes took
place. Other developments took place.
Normalisation was started afresh. After that,,
what has happened? Now in the last 16
months I do not think that anything new of
substance or significance has taken place
under the Janata Government.

Now I would like to draw the attention of
the House to the claim that they have created a
new climate of peace, friendship and co-
operation among the nations in this region.
This is the tall claim of the Janata
Government. I feel compelled to draw the
attention of this House and the country to the
other side of the picture. All right. You have
signed some agreements, made some good
gestures, friendly gestures; I do not grudge it.
You have made some concessions. Okay. But
what is the response? What is response from
the other side? Take Pakistan. Still they are
adopting a halting attitude in normalising even
such matters as trade and communication
facilities. Pakistan has again repeated recently
its demand for creating a nuclear-free zone in
South Asia, which is directly aimed against us.
They have not only ceded our territory
illegally to China but they have allowed the
contraction of a highway which was opened
even without our being taken into confidence.
The Ministry took nine day, to lodge a protest,
after the highway was inaugurated. And now,
Sir, Pakistan is mobilising troops along the
line of actual control in
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Jammu and Kashmir. Why? What for?
Against whom? Ig this the ponse that we were
expecting? We made gestures, we made
concessions. And thig is how they respond.

Take the case of Nepal. Anti-India
propaganda is going on. They are still
insisting on the "peace zone" concept, which
is directed against us. Now, they are talking of
developing transit through Bangladesh. They
are going to render help to Bangladesh by
using Chittagong and Chalna ports at the cost
of Calcutta Port. This is the response you have
got after signing the trade and transit
agreement with them. They are also
demanding the construction of a canal from
Nepa] to Bangladesh, connecting the rivers
there, so that directly they can carry on trade
without bothering for India at all. Is this how
they are responding to our friendship?

Then, Sir, Bangladesh. We signed recently
an agreement with-Bangladesh. We even made
some concessions in the hope that ultimately
there will be a long-term agreement. Our
proposal was that there should be a canal
connecting the Ganga with the Brahmaputra.
Up till now Hhey have obstjnately <rejected
our proposal. Not only that,, when we talk of
this ca™il connecting the Ganga with the
Brahmaputra, they say that in that case China
also must be involved because the
Brahmaputra originates in Tibet. Wonderful
argument from Bangladesh. They are trying to
involve Nepal in the building up of a river
system, a gride or something like that,
connecting all the rivers of this entire region.
They are trying to get Nepal involved in it.
Not only that,, they are trying to involve the
World Bank. For money, all right. But they are
trying to involve foreign powers, western
powers in it. What is this? What is all this
going on? Is this th, result thatwe expected
when we made concessions to them, when we
made gestures to them? I want to ask the
Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister:
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Is this the way that we are trying to create a
climate of peace and friendship in this region?
What is the response from the other side?
Friendship is a two-way traffic; it is a two-
way street, it cannot be one-way. And there is
no progress at all so far as the maritime
boundary is concerned. This is  about
Bangladesh.

Take China. China continues to
encourage and train Naga and Mizo
hostiles. They continue to instigate
Nepal, Pakistan and Bangladesh
against us. No less a person than
Vice-Premier = Teng  Hsiao-Ping,  the
Number Two man in China, only
recently visited Nepal and did all
kinds of propaganda against us. I
think Mr. Vajpayee will agree
that  he did it. This is
what they are doing in response to our
gestures for friendship. In spite of our gestures
for creating a climate of peace and friendship
in this region, they are still supporting
Pakistan on the Kashmir issue. They are
offering to set uP * nuclear plant in Pakistan.
As regards the Karakoram Highway some of
the friends from the Janata Party said, 'we
hope that the Karakoram Highway will be
used for peaceful purposes'. God alone knows
how. What a hope indeed: Are you living in
the sky or are you living on the earth to
imagine that a highway has been built by
China for peaceful purposes, for carrying
goods and human beings only?

As regards the border trouble,. I am not
referring to it. It is a big problem. I leave it.
He knows, I know,, everybody knows,, it
cannot be easily solved. But this is what they
are doing. This is what China is doing to
develop friendship with us. And what has
China done? China sends a Vice-Premier to
Nepal, another Vice-Premier to Pakistan and
Sri Lanka, yet another Vice-Foreign Minister
to Bangladesh. And to India they send a
goodwill mission ]Jed by the President of the
People's Friendship Association of China. Is
this not the treatment we are getting? Don't
you feel insulted, humiliated, that they send
a  Vice-
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Premier, Mr. Teng Hsiao-Ping, the second
man, to Nepal, , second Vice-Premier to
Pakistan and Sri Lanka* another Vice-Foreign
Minister to Bangladesh,, and to India a
goodwill delegation led by Mr. Wang Pin-nan
who is the President of the Chinese People's
Friendship Association. Is this the way they
should treat us? This is what is going on.
China still regards Sikkim, please note, as an
independent, sovereign country, and has
shown it so in the recent map when they
showed the western and south-western
boundary of China. This is what they have
done. And now they have started a massive
military mobilisation along the border.

All these things do not indicate any tangible
improvement in the climate around us. it is
certainly not better than what it was at the
time of the Congress Government. In spite of
concessions and liberal gestures from the
Janata Government, the attitude of these four
countries remains what it was. We must try to
do our best to improve our relations. We must
try our best to improve our relations and create
a climate of peace, friendship and cooperation
in our neighbourhood. And that must be our
first priority. I entirely agree with the Janata
Government on that. But it appears that all
these four countries are taking the Janata
Government for a ride, leading them along the
garden path...

SH'BJ. GHANSHYAMBHAI OZA
(Gujarat): May I make a humble request to
my honourable friend? He was a Minister
himself ... (Interruptions) I am just making a
request. Kindly hear me. My honourable
friend happened to be Minister of External
Affairs himself. So far as' external matters are
concerned, I would request him to talk in a
more responsible manner. After all, we are
discussing a very delicate subject. He should
be more responsible on this subject. That is
all. (interrup-tions) I have not heard a more
irresa.
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poiisible speech coming from an ex-External
Affairs Minister.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS; I have not uttered a
single word or a single sentence which can be
described as irresponsible even from the
diplomatic point of view. 1 know much more
eabout it than you do, Mr. Oza.

We must do our best to normalise the
relations. But it appears that these four
countries are taking .. the Janata Government
for a ride, leading tham along the garden path.
The Prime Minister condemned the previous
Government's policy saying that the previous
Government was suffering from arrogance and
big brother attitude. You are free, you are at
liberty., to say so. But the previous
Government followed a policy of realism and,
the most important, cautious optimism. That
was
the approach. You are now °*3 P.M.
exhibiting an approach of

childlike—I won't say childish—
exuberance in the conduct of foreign affairs
with all countries—I do not discuss western
countries—including our nighbours. You may
say anything against the previous Gov-
ernment. You are at liberty to say that. We had
committed errors, omissions and commissions
and you are at perfect liberty to rectify past -
mistakes. You can improve upon it eand we
will welcome it. But for God's sake,, please do
not do one thing. I appeal to you—I warn
you— not to allow this great country to be
taken for granted by anybody or to be taken
for a ride or, as I said. to be led along the
garden path. Please do not do' that. That is
important and I warn them of that.

I also remind them of the Washington-
Islamabad-Peking axis. That axis was
destroyed in 1971. But attempts are being
made to revive that axis—not only to revive
that axis but also to extend this axis
eastwards, southwards and northwards. I
warn them of  this
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development so  that they can be
careful.

'Our Foreign Minister ig going to China.
Well,, what can I say if  he wants to go? But |
have some questions to ask on this.  Some
questions arise, and the country expects  ans-
wers from them. I am strongly—I repeat
'strongly'—in favour of improving an
normalising our relatione with China. There
cannot be  any doubt about that. But may I
ask one question? Is there a formal in-
vitation? If so, from whom? This i» a very
concrete question. As I said, the Chinese
Vice Premiers have been going round visiting
allthe  neighbouring countries. Who visited
us, I want to know? Should our Foreign
Minister visit China under the  circumstances
that I have already  explained? Is it proper
from diplomatic point of view and from
the point of view of our national honour and
self-respect? What is he going to discuss?
Has any ground been prepared for such a high
level visit? Once again [ caution our
Foreign Minister against any kind of exuberant
and  over-enthusiastic—I do not ant to use
the word Mr. Dwivendra Nath Dwivedi used—
way of handling diplomatic matters. What
has really happened of substantive
nature which calls for the visit of our Foreign
Minister to China? [ want to know and
the House wants to know what has happened.
These questions ought to be answered.

I do not want to refer to the Indian Ocean.
We had discussed it. The foreign military
activities are increasing there.

I want to know of the progress you are
making in the matter of economic cooperation
with West Asia, South Asia and Africa.
Somebody from the other side said—I forget
who said it—that we had not done anything
for South East Asia and therefore 'we have to
do something'. If the previous Government
did not do anything, what, are you
doing?
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For example have they tried to lend our
cooperation to any one of the ASEAN
projects they are implementing now in South
East Asia? There are five ASEAN projects.
Have we decided or tried to lend our coopera-
tion for implementation of these projects? Sir,
you want me to close and I am also coming to
a close. Only two points I would like to make
and then I will finish.

Sir, Sikkim i a part of India and everybody
knows it. But what about the statement made
by our Prime Minister,, by no less a
person than the Prime Minister himself? The
statement made by no less a person than
the Prime Minister has international
implications. He said that it was his private
view. May I ask: Hay any Prime
Minister of any country the right to
express his private view on such an
extremely delicate and extremely vital
subject like Sikkim? And, Sir, what did he
say? He'said that the manner in which-
it- was integrated was not proper. And
who said it earlier? China said it; and
the US said it. What China and the US
said about Sikkim our Prime Minister has "%
dittoed. Being the Prime Minister, Sir,, he
speaks for the nation. Was it not a betrayal
of the national interest, a gross betrayal of
national interest? Morarjibhai cannot say, as
Mr, Subramaniam Swamy or Mr.
Jethmalani, whatever he wants to say.
He is the Prime Minister. Here i$ the Prime
Minister who talks on such a subject as this.
He has no right to ay this thing,, that
the manner in which it was integrated, the
manne, in which Sikkim was integrated, was
not proper. By saying that you are only
strengthening the hands of your enemies and
they are trying to do propaganda against us.
That is what you seem to be doing. Or, most,
probably, he did not understand the
implications of what he was saying.

Sir. I do not want to discuss the nuclear
policy now. We hope to discuss it on other
occasions. With one
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word, I will  conclude my speech, tsay this
because nuclear policy, disarmament, etc. are
all subjects of such a nature that they must be
discussed separately. And, Sir, we have-
already condemned the statement made
by the Prime  Minister on the floor of the
UN  General Assembly that India will not go
in for explosions even for peaceful purposes.
Later on, Sir, he tried to correct himself by
saying that we could go in for nuclear blast and
not for nuclear explosions. Sir, I am a student
of physics and I da not understand the
distinction-between  nuclear  blasts  and
nuclear explosions.  As Mr. Dutt pointed out
the other day, there cannot be any blast
without an explosion. Even the children who
play  with crackers on the Diwali night
know what an explosion is or what a blast is.
But he makesa fine distinction between
these two things and  that was the policy
statement which struck at the very roots of our
policy of self-reliance. Number of explosions
will be necessary to develop this technology.
He says that some nuclear  powers-have
come to the conclusion that such experiments
are no longer necessary. Sir, are we fools? Do
we not understand anything? Those nuclear
powers might be so big that such experiments
are no longer necessary  for  them. That
means they have  done enough. They have
done enough experiments to  develop this
technology and, therefore, they may feel
that thisis no more necessary. But
have we  done enough to  develop that
technology? Have you done much to develop
that technology? Sir, nuclear technology has
three  purposes or aspects:  One is use of
radio isotopes for agricultural and medical
purposes, the second is  nuclear energy
for power and the third is nuclear explosion
for mining, for digging canals, for
boring tunnels for oil exploration and so on.
This is the Report of the International
Atomic Energy Agency and it is not my private
view. Itigfor these purposes that we want
to develop this techno-
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logy. They have developed it and they have
conducted many experir ments. But we have not
done. But the Prime Minister here the other day
asked: "What have we gained by this
experiment?" He says that he was a student of
science. Can any student of science by a single
experiment master a technology? Are we fools
or children? We are neither fools nor childien.
Sir, hundreds ™'d ,' hundreds of experiments will
be necessary to develop a particular technology,
especially the nuclear technology. Therefore,
this policy statement was anti-national, was
against the interests of the country. Sir, as I said
earlier, I want to close now.

In the ultimate analysis, Mr. "Vajpayee, the
success of foreign policy depends upon the
success of the domestic policies. Please take
note of that. That means the political ' stability
and economic strength at home. Nobody will
pay any respect to you outside and nobody will
care to study what your proposal is unless at
home you are strong, unless internally you
have political strength and economic strength.
When the Government becomes weak and
divided, «and the economy goes down every
day, when the unity and integrity of the nation
are threatened when the stability of the very
political system comes under a cloud, and
when the economy goes down rapidly resulting
in more misery, more suffering, more
discontent and more unrest, no foreign policy
can succeed or achieve anything however able
and dynamic the Foreign Minister might be.
Thank you, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Shrimati
Margaret Alva. Please keep to the time-limit,
otherwise you will be taking the time of your
party mem-hers.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA
(Karnataka): Don't worry. We have worked it
out.

Sir, the foreign policy of our country, I
believe, hag been influenc-
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ed by two basic factors. The first is that it has
giown basically out of rigid historical
commitments to certain principles and thi
policy "has been influenced ever decades as a
part of cur freedom struggle and international
commitments. And, secondly, even more
importantly, is the fact that India's foreign
policy has always been marked by a con-
sensus from all sections of our people, as far
as our basic approach to international affairs
is involved. Governments may come and go,
Foreign Ministers may change, but I believe,
the basic policy of this country can be
changed only at the cost of the prestige of this
nation, and perhaps even the stability of the
Government itself. It i this foreign policy (f
peaceful coexistence, of non-alignment, of
support to liberation struggles and national
freedom movements, of cooperation with
developing countries in their baltle for
scientific and technological self-reliance, and
support to the asseition of equal rights of the
newly independent nations of the world, that
hay given to India a place of prestige in the
comity of nations, and has brought us friend-
ship from all quarters of the world.

It has been stated by the Janata
Government and particularly by the Foreign
Minister repeatedly that that there has been a
basic continuity in this policy. Perhaps in
some way you can accept this fact. But the
Foreign Minister has also pointed out just a
couple of days ago that where the national
interest was involved, they have not hesitated
to bring about a readjustment. And he went on
further to explain that when the Janata Party
came to power, there was a certain lack of
credibility in the country's foreign policy, and
that they have set about deliberately to rectify
the situation by projecting an image of India
which is democratic, non-repressive at home
and non-chauvinist and non-disruptionist
abroad. I would like the Foreign Minister to
clarify as to what exact-
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ly he meant by saying that in the past the
Government had been disrup-tionist abroad,
because this is a charge which he is making
against this nation itself. We hear repeatedly
the term used by this new Government—and
the Foreign Minister used it the other day—
that it is "* result-oriented foreign policy."
What do y(ou mean . toy result-oriented
foreign policy You have a policy, you stand
by it and you implement it. But when you say
that your foreign policy is lesu’t-oriented,
then comes the danger that you are trying to
play to the gallery...

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN (Kerala). Sir, on
a point of order. The Minister is not
listening...

(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: You
don't worry .
(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI ATAL BIHARI
VAJPAYEE); I am not playing to the
gallery...

(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: You
are yawning.. .

(/interrupt tons)

He has been speaking about having a result-
oriented foreign policy and not being confined
to just keeping to something which has been
handed over to him. That is why I say that we
are faced with the danger that this
Government is more interested in pleasing
others and in getting others to accept them,
than to seeing what is good for them and for
the country. What has been the result of this
policy during these 17 months? There is no
doubt that there will be little difference in the
approach between the previous speaker and
fffe fcecause basically we are Congressmen
and we believe in the same policy. Non-
alignment Is probably the most important
thing because it

Externa! Affairs

really is the corner-stone  of this.
country's  foreign  policy. As the-
speaker before me pointed out, they
keep on  repeating the new  term
'genuine non-alignment'. And the
Foreign  Minister has  often  clarifled
it. In fact, foreign policy was not art
issue in the last general elections and
nobody asked them for any explana
tion and no explanations were given.
But our Foreign Minister later went
on to explain thig "geniune  non-
alignment" by saying that you huve
not only got to be non-aligned, but
you have also got to appear to be-
non-aligned. In  his great desire to
explain this, the Foreign Minister
went around trying to tilt the balance
or trying to restore the balance. I
do not know what happened in the-
process. But it has been repeatedly
said by many great spokesmen of the
Janata  Party that the previous Gov
ernment had tilted too much to ffTe
socialist side and that we were too-
much dependent on the Soviet Union.
Thig had its Thistoric reasons. There-
were reasons for  being perhaps a
little more friendly to the socialist
countries. But the most amazing
thing was cur Prime Minister's State
ment recently and the Foreign TSMnis-
ter quoted his speech at 4 Seminar
the other day saying that non-align
ment, accoiriint to our Prime Minis
ter, means "aligning with all" I am
surprised  that Mr.  Vajpayee  should"
have quoted this. I ask him today:
Can you be aligned with all when" you
speak about justice, can you be align
ed with the exploiters and the ex
ploited, can you be aligned with
colonialists while supporting the
cause of freedom and can you be with
the imperialists when you are speak
ing about the right of new nations to
their own economic  self-reliance  and
independence? How can yoube
aligned with all if you have a policy? If you just
want your policy tb be result-oriented and want
to get a part from everybody and to be with
Jvery- 1 body, then hav, no policy at all. How
can you say that ou, policy i to be aligned with
all? Can you be witfc
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SWAPO and other freedom fighters of Africa
and also support the illegal regime ,Un by the
white minority? How can th, Prime Minister
and the Government say such a thi'ag and then
hav, it quote” by a Foreign Minister of Mr.
Vajpayee's standing? How can you say that we
are aligned with all if you are anti-imperial ist
and if you ar, with the freedom fighters and
with those who are fighting in Airica fo, their
indepeUdeace? You speak about the tilt t; o"e
side and I ask why was them no tilt on the
othe, sde. What ha, been the role of th, United
States i, this region? Why was the Seventh
Fleet in the Indian waters during the
Bangladesh war? What ha; been the role of the
United States in regard to the Indo-Pakistani
relations ail these years? It was of arming
Pakistan and supporting them in their illegal
occupation of Kashmir. On several inter-
national issues,, they stood against us and
today you say that the previous Goveijrrnein't
was responsible for moving us away from one
side and bringing us closer to the other side.
With all the efforts that have been made by
your Government, with all the visits and
comings and goings and with all the nice
speeches and personal friendship, what have
you got by way of a commitment for
Tarapore? Something has been given to you
now. But even the contractual obligations have
not been committed right up to 1980, in spite
of all the attempts made by you after you came
into the Ministry and occupied the Treasury
Benches. As far as our role in the Non-align-
ment movement is concerned,, I believe, it has
been rather negative of late. The admission of
Pakistan at Belgrade was, I think, the greatest
blow to the prestige of this country. And,, of
course, I know what the answer from the
Foreign Office will be. Your Government at
Colombo allowed somebody to come in as a
guest. Let me remind you, Mr.. Vajpayee, and
I am not wiong on this issue that at Colombo
we op-
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posed the admission of this country. But when
it came to the question of a consensus, we
went along with the consensus as a last resort.
But what happened this time? The newspaper
reports sa, that we made a commitment to
Pakistan from the beginning,, that we would
not oppose the admission of Pakistan even
though till today it continues to be a formal
member of the CENTO. Have they withdrawn
from the military pact? Well, you may not
have wanted to oppose them openly, but you
could have at least kept quiet. Why did we
commit our support to them? Even before
Belgrade, we had made our commitment to a
country which is a part of a military bloc and
which has been hostile to u all along. But you
will say,, as you said the other day at a
seminar, that we believe in countries
undergoing a change of heart). Please do not
judge everybody by your standards. You may
have undergone change of hearts. But
countries do not overnight undergo a change
of heart on these basic issues, and least of all
Pakistan.

As far as our statement at Belgrade was
concerned, I believe,, it was toe tame for a
man of your dynamism There was nothing
positive in it there was nothing new in it, and
there was no dynamism in it. It just did not
reflect your “personality anc there is no
denying that it must have been,, probably, put
together bj someone much less dynamic in
th< Ministry. I would, therefore, like t( ask:
At a time when the movemen itself is ridden
with internal problems,, with internal
dissensions, whei infiltration iy taking place,
when th< very existence of the movement i
going to be threatened, in the lonj run,, what
has India, as one of th> founder-members, to
offer by way o a solution Did your statement
say this is it, this is it? Have you spokei about
some concrete measures b; which these trends
could be checkei right at the beginning? Or,
do yoi believe in shoving everything unde the
carpet and let it lie  until th
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carpet cannot hold any more dirt under it? 1
believe, we have to take a positive step and a
positive stand to see that some machinery is
evolved within the Non-aligned movement
itself to find solutions to problems which are
going to be faced over the coming years. And
unless we take t Waives and see that our
voice is felt,, I don't think the Non-aligned
movement itself can survive these pressures
for very long.

You have spoken at home, abroad, in
Parliament and outside about the gjiielat
success of your policy by way of improving
your relations with the neighbouring countries.
The speaker before me also spoke about it,
and, perhaps, I will not repeat what he has
said. But there are certain other angles which I
would like to emphasise. You have said that
those accusing th, Government of abandoning
the national interests did not like the
significant improvement in India's relations
with her neighbours. Would you suggest that
those of u, who have been criticising
something of what has happened for the last
few months are not interested in improving
our relations with our neighbouring--
countries? Do you believe that we want to be
at war o' at a perpetual hostility with our
neighbours? But. Mr. Vajpayee, we also
believe that there are certain basic national
interests which cannot be sacrificed. Young
men i, their thousands have laid down their
lives to defend the borders of this country, and
we will continue" to fight for what we believe
to be the right and just cause of this 'nation
irrespective of what the world or the super-
powers o, others mav sa, about us. Let us not
believe that just because , Government ha
changed, that th? interests of this country have
changed or that the needs and requirements of
this country can over-nicht take a new turn
altogether. This country will last beyond
Governments, beyond Foreign Ministers and
beyond Prime Ministers. And it is this Vmg-
ter,, perspective that you have not to keep i,
mind when you negotiate with
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your neighbours and when you sign
agreements which are going t, bind the future
generations of this nations to which we
belong. I would here like to ask you one thing
more. You have said and I qurjte; "For the first
time in a long time our foreign policy has
produced an environment conducive to
national economic development.” I ask you; At
what cost? Have you been functioning? A'.id
at what cost Ig this nation entering into these
agreements? My yiews on Farakka have been
very well-known. Probably, e may not see
eye to eye as long as you are the Foreign
Minister and ,, long as I am here in the Rajya
Sabha to speak and fight about it. Let me tell
you that Farakka according t, you and your
spokesmen In Parliament and outside has been
a great achievement, , great feat of diplomatic
negotiations, but I have termed it a sell out and
I still believe it to be so. The effects on U.P.,
a'nd Bihar i, the long run, on the Calcutta port
which ,re already noticed, and on certain
smaller towns along the banks of the river are
going to be a disaster. Let me ask you, after
this agreement whe, we came down from
40,000 cusecs to 20.500 cusecs," what was the
result? We were told in Parliament that i, the
interests of th, long term arrangements, long
term agreements and long term solutions, we
have got to give in for a little while. What has
been the effect as far as the long term
solutiong are concerned? Has Bangladesh
agreed to our proposals or even agreed to
consider our proposals for the Ganga-Brahma-
putra link up? On the other hand, Bangladesh
is trying to internationalise the issue day in
and day out. She has already suggested that the
Joint Riverse Commission should be expanded
to bring in Nepal and China m the long run, if
possible. They want the World Bank to step in,
the famous World Bank which hag created
havoc in so many countries. What has hurt me
more than anything else is the f,ct that the
British Prime Minister, when he addressed
Members of Parliament i, th, Central Hall—
his speech  hay»
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been circulated—referred t, the waters of th,
Ganga as the waters of the sub-continent and
congratulated thi; Government oft entering into
this agreement. For the first time I hear an
Indian river being referred to as "the yaters of
the sub-continent". Ma, I know since when has
the Ganga and these rive, waters become the
rivers of the sub-continent? Whe, all this wa;
said, the Government stood up and applauded
the speeches which these people made in the
Central Hall.

And, then came Mr. Jimmy Carter -offering
aid for the development of the North-Eastern
region. What interest i it to the Americans as to
what happens to the North-Eastern region of
this country? They offer aid for I3he
development of these areas. What is the long-
range project and objective of this new-found
interest in this North-Eastern region (f thi
country bordering o'n China ,nd Bangladesh? I,
this econnection. Sir, I would like to ask one
more question. Is the Government going t,
consider this Bangladesh proposal to drop the
Ganga-Brahmaputra link canal project, s
suggested? Is Bangladesh not going t, insist
upon that? Of course, w. will be told in
Parliament that this had to be done in the
interests of th, country, and as Babuji has said
once or twice in some of the speeches here and
trie Prime Minister has been ,epeatedfy saying,
we have to play the ole of th, big brother, after
all, we are a big country and we have to be
generous. I do " like the use of the words 'big
brother' in international politics and nobody
likes it. What is the meaning of saying that we
Jge a large country and so we can go on
making_ concessions? Does it mean that
you'can go on offer, ing everything to others?
V7hat type international negotiations are these?

It has been said that because of this
understanding the refugee problem and the
border problem have been solved.  This has
been solved at the
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cost of hundreds of Mukti Bahini patriots,
who have bee, sent back ,cross the border and
whose fate has not been known since they
returned to their country. Is this the tradition
of this country to have handed back or
literally forced back hundreds of thes, Mukti
Bahini volunteers who had taken refuge in
India because of conditions at home? But we
say today that we have solved the problem?
Does sending people back ,nd having them go
down as others have gone, the way in which
you treat patriots from a neighbouring
country, who have taken refuge in India,
mean solution of the problem?

A, far as Pakistan is concerned, it has been
said by the speaker before me and I repeat that
the Simla Agreement and the first steps
towards the normalisation of relations  wit,
Pakistan were taken by the Congress Govern-
ment under Mrs.' Indira Gandhi. We took the
first bold step t° see that friendship was
restored “nd a lot of progress was made on the
question of trade and the question of opening
up the borders fo, transit and so on. What is the
big thing that has happened over the last 17
months?  The Foreign Minister has been
there. Have any concrete results emerged
out of itexcept perhaps for the overrunning
by cultural troupes and Pakistani singers
and so much is being made out of it, as if
this country did  not have enough of its own
cultural heritage?  What else have we got?
The Salal Agreement has been concluded on
their terms. W. have given in ultimately
to certain adjustments which they wanted.
Then we have got the great resolution from
the Islamic Conference reviving the call for a
plebiscite in Kashmir. The« the ceremonial
opening up of the Karakoram road and
when a question about it came up here in
Parliament, your Minister of State stood up
here and very honestly said. "I want to
assure the House that the Foreign Minister
knew nothing about it when he went to
Pakistan to have negotiations; he knew/nothing
about thjft



211  Discussion pn the

[Shrimati Margaret Alva] road, nothing
about its opening up, ve were all taken by
surprise and so it took us seven days to
protest,." This is how your Embassies
function today; this is how your External
Affairs Ministry functions today. When you
go there for talks with a Government for
negotiations, neither your Ambassador nor
anybody else knows about the opening of the
road. This is on the records of Parliament. Is
that a compliment to the functioning of your
Ministry or the Embassies or the Government
of India itself?

And then comes this repeated pressure at
the United Nations for the nuclear weapon
free zone. And this is because of our own
weakening stand at th, United Nations. We
had opposed this resolution year after year but
for the first time, the year, we abstained. We
said: "No, we would not take a stand." And
because of this, the votes for the Pakistani
resolution went up to the highest figure since
the resolution came in the United Nations,
because we abstained. And what was the
response from Pakistan's Foreign Minister?
There was a statement by him that since there
is nobody opposed "to this proposal from that
region, we are prepared to enter into a joint
declaration with the countries in this region to
have it implemented. This is because we
slipped up at the United Nations and did not
take a positive opposing stand on that
resolution and decided to sit back and watch
the fun.

As far as Nepal is concerned, we had—the
previous Government had— opposed this
trade and transit treaty for a number of
reasons but you have thought it fit to have it,
and you feel that it is a great achievement.
Only time will show who was right and who
was wrong.

As far as China is concerned, I agree with
the speaker before me that none of us is
opposed t& negotiations with China. It is an
Asian power at our door-steps, and a country
which has achieved a tremendous
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lot in different fields and w, what to-be at
peace with China. But let me ask you, Mr.
Foreign Minister, who took the first step on
this. It was > we who restored our relations
with China to the level of Ambassador a little
before you came on the scene and we are all
for finding solutions, the solutions which will
not in any way compromise our stand on the
border issue. I would request you to carry with
you some of your own beautiful speeches in
the Lok Sabha I think that would make a
beautiful background reading material for you I
think you should carry them with you and keep
them with you. I was not in Parliament then but
I think there were some of the most patriotic
speeches you have made in your political
career. Carry them with you please and read
them on the way. Do not forget what you had
once said and try to remeihber that what you
said is today the duty of the Foreign Minister
of this country while talking" with China. That
will help you and stand you in good stead. But
we have no doubts about your capacity. I
would only ask one question. Why has the
Government thought it necessary to send a
special envoy ahead of you? There was a big
report; I think it was on the front page of the
Statesman saying that this special envoy has
received detailed briefing from the Foreign
Minister, not the Ministry, but from the
Foreign Minister and that he was going with
the clearance of the Prime Minister to prepare
the ground for the Foreign Minister's visit. |
never thought that you would get anyone like
that to go and prepare the ground for you. I
only hope that pitfalls will not be prepared
before you step on to the Chinese soil: So, |
would suggest you to please be cautious before
you send’ envoys on your behalf. And in this.
regard I would like to say that we are all for
improved relations with China. But the border
is important and the prestige of this country is
important. Let m, remind you that no country
anywhere in the world any time in history has
ever achieved greatness by th, policy of
appeas*-
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ment. It is only a country which can stand up
for its rights and assert itself when it must,
that has ever been able to defend itself and to
hold its head high in the comity of nations.

And then, before I go further, the speaker
before me preferred to keep out of it, but I
think I would be failing in my duty ifl
ignore the nuclear policy. We have been
talking about it in and out jn this House and I
think it is of vital importance to speak about it.
This was another aspect probably of the
national policy where there had been a
national consensus. Two things We had
accepted. Firstly, we would not  go in for nu-
clear armament manufacture. But at the
same time, We have been proudly
watching the development of our  nuclear
energy programme for peaceful purposes.
In a country ridden by energy
shortages, where certain countries are
trying to hold the others to ransom, as far as
these requirements are concerned, it is of
vital importance thatin a devloping country,
particularly, of the size  of this country, we

should be able to have nuclear
technological  self-reliance. But what are
we doing? Every statement from the

Government creates a new controversy, a
contradiction and more confusion. Every
few days, wehave a new controversy in
the Press, because, either the Prime
Minister has made a new statement, or, he has
contradicted his previous statement, or, he has
found a distinction between  a blast and an
explosion, or, hi Has found a difference
between the past and the present. We cannot
understand where these policy statements are
drafted, who makes them out and ~from where
they come. Everytime the  Prime
Minister makes a statement, there is more
Confusion in this country and abroad and
ambassadors come knocking at your doors to
satisfy ~ themselves that their interests have
been kept in mind before the new  pro-
nouncement was made. I quote here what the
Prime Minister went and

[ 8 AUG. 1978 ]

working 0/ Ministry 0} 214
External Affairs

said before the U. N. Special Session ou
disarmament. A statement is made before the
international body by the Prime Minister and
I quote from the statement.

"We are the only country which hag
pledged not to manufacture or acquire
nuclear weapons even if the rest of the
world did so. L solemnly reiterate the
pledge before this august Assembly."

Then, he goes further,, more solemnly, and
says:

"In fact, we have gone further and
abjured nuclear explosions even for
peaceful purposes."

What a tragedy to have to make this, statement
before the U.N. Special Session, when
there has been the consensus that we
would  continue our nuclear research  for
peaceful purposes. The Prime Minister
sees something wrong in it. I should
not,, but I would like to ask whether this was a
Cabinet decision, to change this policy and to
completely reverse the stand on peaceful
nuclear energy development in this country by
way of explosions, if they are necessary as
far as the scientists are concerned, and,, if
they are safe by the opinion of our scientists.
But instead, he comes back and what do
we have? He says that the 1974 Pokharan test
was  apolitical stunt.  Could there be  a
greater insult to the scientists of this
country? You have ridiculed them  before
the world, you have ridiculed what they
have achieved of which We are proud of
which every Indian citizen is prou'd, by
saying thatitwas a political stunt. Did
you consult the nuclear scientists before
you made a statement like that? Did they
doit  to please some political person or

to please  somebody else? Was it not
because we felt that this country's
technological development and nuclear

programme required that experiment? But
no. The Prime Minister says 'It was a political
stunt, il was not necessary and I have decided
that it will  not take place*. «!
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[Shrimati Margaret Alva]

am the state,’ said Louis the XIV. You laugn
at some others for saying something else. But
today, what is your Prime Minister saying? 'l
have decided.' 'T go to international forums and
make commitments because I feelso'. Is
it how a democracy functions? Was  there a
consensus in Parliament? Was there a
consensus in the Janata Party? Mr.
Foreign Minister, you can contradict me if 1 am
wrong. I think, even you would not agree to a
statement like that, because we know your
views on this. As fa, as the NPT is concerned,,
we congratulate you on the very bold stand
you have taken that we will not sign the NPT
because it is discriminatory.  This has been
the policy of the country and we are with
you hundred per cent on this stand and we
hope the Government will stand by the
commitment to the nation and hold on to it.
Then comes the question of full scope
safeguards.  Here again, while you are trying
to take a stand up till now, the Prime Minister

makes a statement that if the two super
powers, that is,, the U.S.A. and the
USSR, agree  to these three

preconditions, he would have no objection
to certain full  scope safeguards. Now, I do
not know if it is a wise thing to do, because,
as far as we  are concerned, if there are any

countries by which we are going to be
affected, they are China and France. China,
because, their projects are right on our

borders, and France, because, France is
aiding Pakistan's programme of nuclear de-
velopment. Ifyou are leaving out these two
countries from full scope safeguards and
going on saying that as long as these two super
powers agree to this, the rest can be looked
after, I think, it is like—I will ~ use tVip camp
term that Mr. Bipinpal Das used—eMId like
exuberance. [ do not want to spend more
time on details, but it has  been rather  dis-
appointi-nf that the negotiations for the
demilitarisation of the Indian Ocean have
reallv not achieved any results. W» do hope
that you will
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continue to voice our views on this matter and
see that this is converted into a zone of peace.

As far as Africa is concerned, we have
continued our support in every way to the
freedom movements and to the finding of a
just solution to the problems of these people.
But I would say here once again that a, far as
Africa is concerned, you cannot be aligned
with all. You have to be aligned with those
who have bee, exploited, with those who have
been denied their birth right, with those who
have paid or are paying with their blood the
pricr ior their freedom. We are a country
which has fought colonialism, we are a
country which has faced that battle for a
hundred years. How can you forget that today
and say that in our new found freedom we are
aligned with all and we can treat everybody
equally? This is the very negation of the
character of this country. Therefore, I would
piead with you, please do not quote that
statement of the Prime Minister anywhere
abroad if you want to help this country in any
way.

There is nothing more that I wish to say. 1
only want to add in conclusion that we do hope,
Mr. External Affairs Minister, that at
least for the future you will think more about
our long-term interests and not think as if
the destiny of  this country is tied up with the
term of Government of any one party. The
interests of this country are going to last beyond
the Congress Government, beyond the
Janata Government and beyond any other
Government that might come m at any
time. Let us not make compromises which we
will not b, able to defend. And we have noticed
over the last few months  that you have
either been missing when certain issues
have been raised or you have refused to
sneak  on them, allowing everybody else
to speak, intervene and make statement on
the issues. 1 can quote two or three debates
where you preferred to sit and observe and
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let others intervene probably because there are
different opinions on these issues and many of
you do not want to make commitments on
many of these policies. We have noticed and
perhaps in a way we are glad about it,, that
some of you still have different opinions on
these issues, but for the future of the country
and in the interest of this country please
decide what your priorities are, what your
interests are and please do not be obsessed by
result-oRented foreign policy, but by the
policy which will keep only the Interests of
this country closest while deciding on your
options.

2o W FUAT (mem wim)
syt S, # 2r awa far 2=
& FFATHT F ATION FT GAT |

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE (West
Bengali: Why don't you Speak in English? We
would like to listen to you in English.

5! AEAT AWE TE
g3vr) : AE AEY

(z97

T oW upm T ;oA fEet qausA
& 1 - ¥vT FE oqmT F mA 07
'R wTTE E 7

., WA T 47 5 qans fEEm we
F AT { IAT WAl TR F AAAAl A
59 go% frard @i, afa g o
fear f7 welt 9% w29 & A 997 22
wrrtarat w1 faw qq £ agi 19 @
& | 3= 2z frar B ot 39 weer
AT ¢ A A 2 frar #we osh 3%
G g A TH q4T A F WAL W
TH THAT 9 F AT E 1 S T mfEm
F 1 faes avHT ofr a2% 7418 & o 95
1962 a1 1963 ¥ m® g 41 @
faa® a7 ¥ ez #7 fo 2 1965
"M 1969 # fowsT gl &1, 39
az& &1 famad 1 swar sy
9T W1 TE AR AFRA A wTHI F
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TS A1 HT & o TR @ g A

& THF F39 ¥ A gHIE §T9 4 AAT

FTETE

DR. V. P. DUTT (Nominated): They are
repeated what you used to say.

o w§ T ¥ wgiey, fafgame
A wEEA A A FB w0 K dvwr F
T=BT EIAT A 41ET AgF A9 F WT
9T @E TR WL TH AT T AT a0
W4 BW TUT 4 EW 04T MO ZH 7 Al
gW TR W 41 | Z6E 990
AT A-——"F1 9N 9R@q g % &
qifEema ¥ §1 @31E &, 9T BT 7 o
mfsaw & az fFar ar ag 5, g«
T w1 e gAEa | e ot
ZRAT AGTH BT BITAT BT 41 | FF 759 -
97 HTAHW ZAT 4T ANA qEEE ¥
arg AFAT a9 § Ao qifesm
feae o 7 faan, su% age ot
FTOHIT 97 54 HTHHO Z97 97 71 FT9H17
F1 o fag £ & wamy femy s &
F=of & =T 47 | 47 e F wrer o
AT T A wrer | e e ) fEm
fam ¢ zafaw f5 o 9= 4 f5 =@
qiffFar 2 g9 | K omd e
FY, UTTR A KT WEAAT FAAT 7
WEr AT FT WHEAT AE0 7751
& qumar § 5w ag |9 4 i
wTaRE fEE B 3T & 6 Ay B
qrE FI AYE ARV FL AT HH 7O,
9 IR AT § AT A 91T WO AA90
& afwa ag a8t wmr ) swE et
SEAT W1 FHIAT T 1948 8§ 9F
foer &gt @ e faar | wfas @ W@
FAATEW FT #T2TE F 999 €I TAE4TH %
zaTh | fag & e 7 S g
FZ1 A1, WA qE TATET qiFEAE A
ater faar, wrar wiw sfear w1 z@T%0
ST qrfFEaT & W9q =9 7 F7 7@ 497
IqFI Atz &1 e faw @i ! oag
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[z1o ar§ @@

qx fga fom ga ot 7 wfeears &
2 AT, PAAZT WAL TT HIH AT TEA
z 5 mifses WO A0F A AT A1
#. Tz FiE s A g 2, Az fam 2
A g gn & fawd w27 o9 @ A
§Eq 9% T £ | WA TRl T oAAm,
fadnwe wrm fago w55 w1 & Fard
T A g w2 A#
fr Ay w=@T A FEE ¥ 7 IEE
TEH FT ATHIT A FIE AT A=A AT AL
&1 | IFE 97 AzE S A g faa,
™7 famy &1 faa wfvw 7z w7 Aam
faframa 2w aa #1 9w 9T 9T
A2 | TR A 2 oag g A e
AT 9T W AT A0 FT T D FAAT
qrzf & faary 3927 drar w29 0 qeara-
T FioAw wg A4, TEM 1% 09
7 AT FIfo F 1 ZHA =T F ATY
qATT | FEA F-2W 2wom qifEAl - oaey
@z vz, zaa gawnm fameatw wr oAme
frar |\ & quar wEAr 7 oAM fAEw
F AT AT A ADR A ZATF g
ByANAE T v IR afoaw
a1 A2 A 7 3¢ AapaEam A
qQEAT qT qATA WAl A ¥za ¥ faw
wogT F v | 24 fav aafern s
oy AT 2w T § a2
AT FvAT wig T ) ua Ay gf o
HI AT IZH A FET WAL WA HIE
T AT, PATTAAT [IOT HYT F7 A0
AT a7 I AP AT 1 AT qMT
9T {7 A1 HT | 9TE 7 9Ee urew
T AMT 41, § UITR] ATT TE FAAT
TEAT | 3 ¥R fh you say some
other  people say something else

adr =Y Tal 49T  who are those
‘some other people’ and what is
that ‘something’ which they said?
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SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: The

Janata Government has learnt many more

lessons, including Mr. Vajpayee.
(Interruptions)

o wif mEE ¥ gafAv Any AR
1 s A 2 | ag FF A g
¥ sr=w1 Zo1 Ag 9T W Hra
7 FAFAR FT 9ZAT TAF 2 | A F=Ar
ol & mEt m o fam g o aw
qz A4F TEVATA AT (Interruptions)
wzian A9 F@1 06 (Interruptions) #F
ATYEr AZT Tl & AT g0 s
ww A A T E 0w o o
FAM WE | A FATEAHE & ATY
¥ AT Ty 7 A §ATA 49T
a4 & fr dTm e mmar wan
zH I F A AN & sfawwr ¥ ooy are-
U7 FET AT F EW AR T SHTRAT
ar 78 ¥ | AE SATEA HTIW ATR 4 2,
Azt dz fAadt & @@ wzmw
ZATY 19 TF W7 | FAT HAT gAre A
TE AT HEET A E | T HTH K AU
o T A fF AT wa w0 g,
3 #z4 2 TF A9 T AT 3 AT
g ifr s g fag e & anre
nar AR g fF g ATEA A W 2, |
FH T FH FITT 057 F AT F1 JAAS
Zti & s fam sa ore7 1 e A
# AT AT § IAT W9 ANAFL & Fd
ZW (Interruptions) WEIed, TEM Tg
a4 w1 5 mfwena ‘stz @ o,
miffEa FAHAT AT 0 7 qAHT
HowsA A Aaifzn F oam A
WA F HAAT TEAET T FN AT )
97 T 5 waEr § afam ¥
WA AT qAA 4T BT FwewEl H
grv MW qE W a4 safau
fe F1a ¥ o F ay g
IewTAT F2EH AEAT 41, TfEEE B
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2w 37F T A A qr dare i
& s # f w0y ® o S
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AT e wdr o1 7@ frr o,
WT AF {52 & w9 O umay 2, i F v

&Wmmm H’é’f.ﬂ'ﬁmua =i )
WET ITAT W gEAT 4T | AFA 9 ) ) .
Ty s A R e | wERa, T AT gAgd e o
a7 gfs 78 v ¥ e mfEem A wTHrar fr SR A ST AT BT S
fe & w7 H AT site ae forar | i g afy A AT

TH VET 2, A9 T WY 7% ¥IN 0%
nzfam fema gara 1 s caT A AF
T W HIETT A A AR I H5TY
wAafeai gvv ¥ gATE ATEICH
dami s e A 9 9 & i
T InFTHI T A 5 5% R g 4
HITGA T ) FAF IR GEFA]CT 7509

DR. V. P. DUTT:  That is wrong. Don't
make a wrong statement.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: Yo, will "have the
opportunity to correct all the wrong things.
You please keep .glued to your seat for some
time.

Wz, 4 OF qI3 g whar g fy
arfsEara 515 20T %1 5w T s om
3t | &fra 73 =arfaar #% mrar 47 ?
gor marfaar fafazd =e 51 w7en
FEY 2 7 SH YA HOAIFTTH, IT HAT
# fagm T 7 e #5 o frar
qr, wa s o= frar qr A1 & A% fram
97 A= 74 A, ¥ az 78 wEar fr
FHEiT AT AT qAE § & fawe
75 W4T IH ATET wH 0wy
&0 VT A g b ow e
FIfFT | ST WF P OMITET AT A
AT ATTE F7 F7 oo 77 5T oot
s A% Aie T fay @y F990q By
F7 AT UMTEE BT § @I F AT |
wre2T & o5t Fear @ 1 e avE AzE A
TEAT WA Wy qifEEAT 6 AW &
faoc Tmy # ot fez=a mmaz 1%
a7 21 | 7o & aam F e am
e E gase 4, fafam ¥ omEe |/
4% N[ FT AT ATT T AAGT H Az
T AT TEIT AETE ) ZH JAZ BIAI
aErfsMusraw s A oA
# Faw Tl AW O®mr gRE
forar sy yrr qifeesrs d% &0 fom

-

o i3t s r £ 5o 9°F adr

T ufgwr a1 34 w18 | vEEm
F arey 7z whay 1 &7 Faar 7§ 94
g fesr wrer vt ats 20 9
AT ¥ F1 mew wiodr 69 & IE qAT
wiT 73 gy # afve wend Ha %
YT FIZHTITHIATTATTT E 5500 03T
R/ Wy AF A4 § ATF IA440 AT qG
frg grrre & Rz H 3479, w1
qar g~ 3% wam, Femq 3w 3w o#Y
R v §ST F1 HIT ¥ @, 4%
F4 P 70 &1 39 FATH TI9 WAL
9w mr Fmzsr faar 40 fv &
s § fs @ & Srgeo e
9%F ¥ T I IAFHI I OA0T,
7 a7 a7 o0 w1 997 A 647 Y
TR AR ZsT W faiy 300 9 AT
feqr =t | wi=y, 7z S0 AR
fEmE a1d A g4 = 4 FAT T
=TT AT H w77 A grAr 7wy I
"7 U7 TqIA N g R 2 | A AEE
ifezaal 1 oF ATE T FL
fa=re %% & @21 gy ow avw fadw
wr wr 3arf v % v g g Aw
F1 aqbzr ar ow A0 fa & Ko IEA
SrgmraniwAamisrag a4 s
TR AlEaE we o ¥ oAafag e
FAET H——3HE 9@t § faw G778
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[370 Wr§ "77q17]
AT AMFAT F——TH A0 [ TAT7 X AT
frar wae o FewTe 97 Gt W@ 37
¥ =AAT /T TETET | AT AL WAAT FT
w2 A THED ATAT AT FEAv
o ¥ mow waIr o ¥ oaweEy
Fr3¥faTa v ag AT e oz aad ot
FTAfRT & | FATL TTEIT F1 AT T
aw ffmr =7 g9 37 907w a1 TG
f o Jor = T ET o A A
qAZ ATEIT GT AT FOAL AT THAT HY
FTATATHFAT 2| 937, FISHAE F
afmds & v owrd gfer
F gaET oIw A OFT AT FAT
gur 21 o=y w1 ag A fF
IAAT  HORT 4323 AWM F O
‘srafes’ ar 3 Az sarar warfaa 3,
& waaan # s gu9 sarar aFy aA 7y @
&' AT | wi firgdr FeAl geod fadw
=T 7 A1 5% frar, frr 9222 3y
F 07, 5T, I AT e &
arq fogar 2zt 7 O 1o O 3Tl
gftrgezy & 3R wren Frep T WAl
a0 #§ FTrIF AR E ) Far PR ag
1 737 Frar wee mfweary & &g
gaatar w7 Grermfer fipmy aary
FTE7AT A7 TN Prar g grey S
frar qr, Tl ATH 75 A7 T W
afamr ? gae g3 v 7 parawar Ay
arfer fs o Frorr ¥ A7 9y waw 93,
o A% AT TET q T @A AT AT
T AFT5 T4 F | AT T FEF 7307
M F AT 27 ag 3w ¥ O Foomr 38y oY,
afrm &Y Tx "ic a3 &, TavT WO
Fifrs

wET, 4TS AR H 17 2097 gy
T F7 T H qwg TEAC ) 7T 0 F
qrq gUT? Ty wvs F, afea & fadgor
weET AT & quar Fgar F fr w a3
Aot g gw & g Al foad &
e { fFracansT & 41 ¥ 4% Tl w7
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mzam  fadmr o sader wT @
ATAAT TITE | AGQOFT T WIT q7920
fed g7 /1% oY 37 & T fram
w4 T AT TAA 4T gAr? gH %A
ZAT 2 w1 g fadya fe add o

TF 9 AT AT I FATE ORI H
"I 7T E | ATTRT AY A% Z1AT AT )
T & WOT AT TR A9T 9 4
IAH qroA # TR A7 w57 qm frard
FAT TEr 3 | ATTATT EA AT T B
YT 37 A7 2F T A 43w v o3z
AT 7 FT AT, THAT LU TET FT2
# srrar argar 2 f5 smaTee
BT F 09 42 X9 JITATHIT AT IS0
AT =T FT FLHTT FT 39% I[C T 710
TAAE L

Wi, AEEAE ARl F a1
7 #figor-g4¥ uforar =1 47 Frev AT A
wIfAT 22T & | 37 VAT I FOw 39
AFTT TEIA T AATT 07 A FTAT
A7 F1OF 597 91 7187 07 F ava
for s w1 797 FRw & 3w a9, 3w
§rT FTRTT BT AT sq17 371 7025
& ran Fam § 6 77 w0 S0 sy
fzar s

AT AT H ZATCA] FACA0, F IAA
gfasrdr fraa 3 § a7 w3 "roeEr
qrE o1 fa3e v T ST as =W
ar ar Frard G e 5 39%
qryoit ave fafsz =1 agdrsr & i
qH F 3 T-AIITIUTAZAFT AT ATATH
ar | § wamar 39 faw 37 77 2w
A & A4 FH wI A ¥ wi-
Frfegt w7 71 Fagaard § g g 9
47T FAT srrvas g o & =rgar fF
T HITHT TAFT HIT ST T |

W WG Fr S AT AT
faort & o3 § 9947 791 2 v 2z @y
gu AT § AT F WIg HEAA AT @,
Argdr Arfowar 7 7w w9 § | A
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sraRTiow FoArzar #r & # 73) sraan
F war & B 7w wfsarer 2 1 afe
afz sl 3= P st &% & & srecar
7 Fearefr g3 Fdaw T awdre,
HAIT AT ZAL 290 H A7 § IAWI T
SHAAT ZHT AT T WA AT 4T 377
feaft 3 s 2r gFm 1 8t w@F afaor
W 5T S 39§ T AT T £, g7 &
g fraredt s & P wrer & dfewe
wfaat 7, srfaafar sy 7 o
T=a1 o1 foreqr w1 7t a1 far | gy
HTFTT AR T WOT HT QT 777 A7
Fiforor w37 5 F 9w F g wor
T qrmaﬂ'ﬂ'{‘-"@'l ﬁ‘ﬂ'!’?!‘ﬂ?iﬁ?
A 1T eqT fRar s gt A i
AATEfeT AWT F WRT AT wiww W
gfaffaes § To U7 FdFFmz 7,
7% forrrad A & faaet 20 a0
41T ¥ qTOAIT AZT & FTAWD oprAr 2
FOArAMT FT W WEE & WTET
AU aew & vt 72 faas anfed, 3
73t faad e 3wafez & qreg wowme
o Fadty = i waa A & & =i
fradfr SrTT AT AT ETTF |

wirmn, & $A9T FF FT AATT FT

g # fa fador 747 1 & g7 e
I ST EEAT A F qmw farag gq@iw
q P oqrea s & arg =2
grar g w7 3 | ¥ swgar g froara
T AATT R RIO FAaT F s v
ASEREIE | rrﬁﬂ"rm TLHT 4 39T
Aray Wi az | & g famey & faai
¥ g wew arin v gEeiR
Fraii w1 Wy 7T W& AT T B |
W&t wTETE A% g§ suw feo, e
¥ fau mar §F ez % ) ot wwfaat
F ogarir wrEl & WG HT H 5%
7% 3ax far gw ==
4 pog, TR0 E L YT WT T FAR
73513 3 A1 &% @7 W rar 2
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& TEquT TEH R ST O g awaw
&7 =it ¥ A owF% Ay urd
aTER T AEEAT F6T WY For ot w
7Z AIA | AfET g oAm W R
Tifefrrm drw &, g sfewor B
T3, T H I AT qATE AR ) geraTE |
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, I think it is
our duty now, after 16 months of Janata rule,
to alert the nation by telling the people that
serious distortions and deviations have
already begun in our foreign policy which is a
nationally accepted foreign policy and which
is supposed to be implemented with a truly

national outlook, keeping in view the
traditions that we have upheld.

(The  Vice-Chairman (Shri
Yadav) in the Chair]

Shyam Lai

Sir, it is not necessary for me to give a brief
review of the world developments, but I
cannot simply avoid it because the
Government is either not making a correct
assessment of the present international
situation or, if it is making such an assessment,
is trying to suppress it from the people. On the
contrary, it appears to me that the Government
is more and more trying to adjust itself to the
analysis and understanding of the present-day
world situation in terms of th, western powers
and may be, also of their requirements. And
there comes the great threat to our foreign
policy because no foreign policy of a country
can be effectively operated in the interest of
peace, national liberation and the progressive
forces unless it realistically and objectively
reviews and assesses the situation from the
standpoint of fighting these and other anti-
imperialist forces. It is not being done by this
Government. Many of its utterances, the
utterances of the Prime Minister and even of
the Foreign Minister of our country, would
indicate that they are interested now in
glossing over the dark side of the
developments and, above all, the culprits in
the present-day
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta]

international  situation,
U.S. imperialism.

particularly, the

Sir, it is well-known today that the world is
spending more than 1,000 million dollars per
day on arms, which is a staggering figure by
any account. And the figure is rising. We
know very well that explosives equivalent to
15 tonnes of TNT per head have been
accumulated. We know very well that the
United States is maintaining, five lakh troops
outside their country in 222 major and 2.000
minor bases, involving 40 countries in the
world. Despite Jimmy Carter's assurance that
the military budget would be reduced in the
United States of America, the current budget
is of the order of 129 billion—not million but
billion— dollars, having gone up by several
billion dollars in the course of one year. Sir, it
is well known also that the United States is
dumping arms in the world and trying to
involve even some of the non-aligned coun-
tries in the arms race. Today arms sales in the
world come to about 24 billion dollars out of
which America alone accounts for 12 billion
or so dollars. And we find that 8 billion dollars
worth of American arms are being pumped in
the Persian Gulf area. Israel is getting annually
1000 million dollars worth arms from the
United States of America. Recently they have
also supplied 3 million dollars worth of arms
to Egypt and Saudi Arabia. Tragically Egypt
has withdrawn into the American orbit, for
arms race at least. Five hundred and fifty
million people are under arms today in the
world. On top of it we find that a high-power
conference, a summit, of NATO powers was
held in Washington towards the end of May.
And there a 15-year plan which would cost 60
to 80 billion dollars has been drawn in order to
step up the arms race, especially the nuclear
arms race, and to build up an integrated
communications system.  These are the war
prepara-
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tions going on.

At the same time we saw the NATO powers
directly intervening in Africa and Zaire, well,
supported by the US Task Force. And following
that military intervention they are meeting in
Paris and Brussels in order to find out other
means of intervention, in order to maintain their
colonial ~ domination,  their = neo-colonial
domination, and plunder and to browbeat and
intimidate the liberation forces in Africa. These
are important developments. In Korea we find
the United States of America is pursuing its neo-
colonial policy with a view to preventing
democratic, peaceful, reunification of the
countries which is the common desire of all
Korean people. There they, - are equipping the
armed forces by supplying arms, and it appears
that already 8 billion dollars worth of arms and,
other equipment have been pumped into South
Korea, in order to prevent the unification of that
country. Now, I can g.ive many, many examples
of this type. We are in the midst of a new counter
offensive by the imperialist powers led by the
United States of America. This is a sign of their
desperation no doubt. The world balance of
forces cannot change against the forces peace
and national liberation. American imperialism,
and for that matter world imperia-i lism, has lost
its initiative in interim national affairs. There is
no doubt about it. But at the same time an
assessment has to be made of the manner of their
operation, the technique they are following and
their general posture and global strategy in world
affairs. There I think the Indian Government is
not making any assessment at all; even if they
are doing it, they are not telling us. I say this
thing because unless you make this assessment,
what is our foreign policy going to be related to?
What do we conquer? We are not good
Samaritans going round the world to bring about
settlements. We are in the world affairs i, order
to pursue our course of peace, in order
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to help national liberation forces, in order to
bring about a total disarmament, a
nuclear disarmament in  particular, in
order to stand by the forces of African and
other parts of the world which are fighting,
for their national liberation and rebuild their
countries' national economy. We are
there to expose and isolate the forces of
American  aggression and bring about a
material change in the balance of forces so
that we can advance in our cause of universal
peace and set about the task of building a
new international economic order which the
Americans and others, despite  their
acceptance in principle, their verbal
acceptance, are  trying to sabotage.
Therefore, -we should be very friendly with
all nations, especially the newly free
countries, but let us not forget that we are
up against the mighty imperialist power
in the United States of America.  After the
Vietnamese war they have become desperate
today. That is the situation today.
And where is the recognition of this fact?
Now the United States of America has
taken to new manoeuvres, new offensives,
new arms drives, new  preparations, new
provocations *and new projections of
gun-boat -diplomacy. In that context, there
is not even a proper assessment. There is no
assessment as to what is happening in the
context of relations between the United
States of America and China. Today China is
in open collusion with the United States of
America and with NATO  powers. They
are supporting NATO military action in Africa
and they are asking NATO powers to build
themselves up.  They are insisting on more
aggressive actions and preparations.
Their war camps are declaring that "war is
inevitable. The whole country is  being
militarised. You are going there and you
will come to know eof it. The collusion
and collaboration  between the United
States oi America and China and
between China and NATO powers is a danger-
ous major factor in international situation. Is
it being taken into account
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at all? Is it being, assessed? Are we adjusting
our policy and projections keeping in view
this dangerous development on the
international scene? It is not accidental that
the moment Zaire was under invasion by the
NATO powers, the Chinese Foreign Minister
gave support to their action against the
liberation movement. Attempts are being
made to build up Pan-American forces and to
organise forces of mercenaries in order to
keep down the forces of African national
liberation. Have we taken this into account?
Nothing of the kind is being done.

Shri Vajpayee is my old friend and
naturally I have been reading his speeches
very carefully. I have got some very
interesting paper. This is "INDIA NEWS"...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): May I just point out to you
that the time allotted to your Party is nine
minutes and. you have taken eleven minutes?
Kindly bear this in mind.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Do not make it
a farce.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): What can I do?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I wiU not take
much time I know that time has to be divided
among various Parties. If necessary, we can
sit a little longer. Otherwise it will be a farce.

For example, in this they have come out
with the theory of super powers. The
Americans have started saying that and now it
has become the official policy. Mr. Goray, our
High Commissioner in London, sends a
message which is published in INDIA NEWS
of the 29th June. Thiy is broug.ht out by the
Indian High Commission. He says:

On the contrary, the signs are that the
super powers are taking the world towards
fresh crisis and confrontation.
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta]

Well, the Soviet Union is a friendly, peace-
loving power and they are bracketed with the
United States of America. This is what Mr.
Goray, our High Commissioner has said.
What could be a greater lie than this? Is the
Soviet Union taking the world to
confrontation? Or, are they helping the
national liberation forces all over the world?
Sir, all over the world, liberation battles are
won not by nice speeches. They are won
sometimes (by weapons, sometimes with
money and sometimes with arms. You know
it very well. You know very well how the
Vietnamese have won their war of liberation,
how the Algerians have won their war of
national liberation and you know how the
African people are fighting today against
some of the imperialist powers. They are not
winning by anything else. It is not won by
reading Mr. Morarji Desai's statements about
Mr. Charan Singh. They are doing it with
weapons in their hands, with material and
moral support, with diplomatic support and so
on. Well, Sir, w, find that all these people
have been equated now. Sir, here Mr.
Vajpayee spoke the other day, I think, on
Saturday, in Delhi. I was not present. I
wanted to be present to hear my friend, Shri
Vajpayee, in a seminar in Delhi. There he
said something very interesting. He made
certain utterances in speech on last Saturday.
He said:

"In this somewhat confusing picture
today ..."

Sir, the picture is not confusing at all. If you
look at the picture, you will find that it is
bright and dark. The brighter side and the
darker side and the dark is dismal. But we
can counter it  Anyway, Sir, h, said:

"In this somewhat confusing picture, the
relevance of non-alignment o>\ as our
Prime Minister put it, alignment with all,
has emerged with greater conviction."
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So, from alignment to genuine non-alignment
they have come and now alignment with all.
Alignment with all. Alignment with the
Soviet Union, alignment with America, ali-
gnment with Vietnam, alignment with Chile's
junta: all these things have come. Alignment
with all. No. Our foreign policy, our policy of
non-alignment is not alignment with all at all.
Our policy of non-alignment is directed
against the forces of war and aggression,
those forces which suppress national
li'beration movements, against imperialism,
and it is for association with the forces of
national liberation movement. It is not the
policy of flirting with everybody as they
think. Alignment with all! Our Prime Minister
has said that. When did Mr. Morarji Desai
understand our foreign policy? I should like to
know that. Did be ever understand it? If so,
what was that? Alignment with all? Sir, these
are all meant to cover up and to prepare the
ground for taking the country down the
garden path until we reach a stage when we
willy-nilly have to accept a reversal of the
foreign policy of the country. It ms so.

I never say that our foreign policy has
changed. The main features remain. But,
within that framework, nibbling has started
and these distortions have begun and these
deviations have begun in a calculated manner.
Recently, they held a conference or a
workshop on disarmament in the Ashoka
Hotel. All kinds of people were brought in.
Mr. Rajani Kothari was there. I understand
others were also brought in, representatives
from America and from France and so on, but
not from Vietnam. And, Sir, the Government
of India spent about eighteen lakhs of rupses
on this. What a generosity: Well, Sir, you see
the list of those people who have participated
in the Ashoka Hotel seminar or workshop on
disarmament. Some of them are known to he
associated with the CIA and we bring them
and put them in
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the Ashoka Hotel and spend the public money,
about eighteen lakhs of rupees, in order to start
a workshop on disarmament! Or, are we
starting a workshop to sabotage om national
policy? This is how things are shaping up. Sir,
Mr. Vajpayee also made a speech sometime
back in another seminar which has been
published in the "India News" in London
where he made very many statements. That
was in a seminar on "Continuity and Change"
in some Centre there. He made it on the 13th
May and the topic was "India's foreign
policy—Continuity and change"! Here, Sir, he
said:

"The traditional basis of our relationship
with the US has 'been replaced by equal
partnership based on friendship and
common weal together both in bilateral
matters and international issues."

Even the American children in the
kindergarten will laugh by reading this. What
are you talking? Talking through your hats?
Has it happened? Is it a reality today? Sir,
there are similar other statements which Mr.
"Vajpayee has made. Well, these are not
accidental. They are links in the chain, in
order to emasculate the anti-imperialist
foreign policy and to take away the country as
far as possible from its moorings of
friendship and cooperation with the Soviet
Union and other countries of the socialist
community, from the friendship that has been
built.

We shall be tomorrow celebrating the Indo-
Soviet Treaty of Friendship and Cooperation.
No wonder, the moment genuine non-
alignment policy was announced, the
Americans welcomed it as a change for better
relations with India. It is not accidental. They
have been pleading that India and China must
come closer. Well, at the same time, they are
repeating that Kashmir has the right of
self-determination.

Sir, therefore, I say that this distortion has
started, deviation has started. A dangerous
situation has
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arisen. Mr. Vajpayee can bring his eloquence
to cloud everything. But he should project the
foreign policy on the basis of implementation,
by taking anti-imperialist measures, by al-
lying with anti-imperialist forces and by
activising the people and rousing them
against the menace that the world is faced
with today.

Sir, what is happening? Today they do not
condemn the American intervention, it was
done openly. Even the British Prime Minister
hesitated and said: We do not have a new
Columbus to discover Africa. That is how
they protested against it. But the Indian
Government did not utter a word, that it is a
blatant and naked aggression in South Africa
in the form of military armed intervention.
Nothing of the kind has been done.

Sir, some other things are happening. Take,
for example, what is happening in this part of
the world— South East Asia. The Chinese are
attacking Vietnam. Our relations are good
with Vietnam. But we have not uttered a word
of criticism and condemnation against China.
Cambodia has been put up artificially to give
provocation to the Vietnamese people. All the
offers of the Vietnamese people for a peaceful
settlement of the problem have b?en turned
away. Why not say something about it? Why
not say that this is wrong? Why not say that
we stand for peaceful solution of the
Vietnamese problem and we support the
Vietnamese people and we just oppose the
position China has taken? Well, if you remain
silent, what does it mean? What does it
imply? The Americans want to utilise China
as a kind of lever in order to emasculate our
friendship with countries like the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries. That is
why we are not interested in India and China
coming closer. This aspect should be borne in
mind.

One or two points more. But before that I
wish to say that we are all for  good
neighbourly relations
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta] with China. There is
no doubt about it absolutely. (Time Bell
Rings). But can you have it if China pursues
this foreign policy or if China refuses to come
back to the Bandung spirit or take to the path
of  Panch Sheel, unless it gives up this
policy of war preparation and its co-operation
with imperialist powers? How can you
have good relations with China? Good relations
must 'be  built on certain principles. These
principles have been laid down at the
Bandung Conference in 1955 and earlier in
the Panch  Sheel Agreement of 1954?
Where are they? Are they absorbing them?
Do you think that you can have a new set of
principles to build up relations? Now,
Karakoram Highway is opened with a view
to giving the greatest provocation to our
country. They know it very well. The
entire Chinese policy towards India is
calculated to undermine and weaken us. How is
it that China which did not like the previous
regime at all, has developed such a liking
for the present regime?  Something must be
there.  The mystery must be unravelled. Is
it because they have developed a liking for
Mr. Vajpayee’ Or, is it because of  the
collusion between China and the United States
of America to put China into operation
within our country? These things are to
be kept in mind.

Now, I come to Pakistan. Yes, we want
relationship with Pakistan. We have had it.
Mr. Vajpayee knows it very well. But why
not ask Pakistan to quit CENTO? It is not
enough for them to go as a guest at the
Belgrade Conference. We are not making any
comment on it. But did you ask Pakistan to
quit CENTO? All the others are asking. Even
when the Pakistani Government is wobbling,
why don't you ask Pakistan, directly or
indirectly, to quit CENTO in order to have
friendly relations’ (Iv.terru.ptions) Anyway,
Sir, he is saying 'y«s' here.

(Time Bell Rings)
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Now, I come to our relations with-the
ASEAN countries. But what is happening in
the ASEAN countries? They are being
involved in the American arms race. Sir,
America thinks that after the SEATO is gone,
the ASEAN countries, so-called. ASEAN
countries, should b, utilised as a kind of
spring-board for neocolonialism in that
region, particularly as a counterblast against
the development in Vietnam and around
Vietnam. These things should be taken into
account.

Sir, finally, I sit down. I know you will not
give me more time. All I can say is that
we are a little  disturbed, slightly disturbed,
by the trends in our foreign policy.
Now,, the South Block seems to be working,
on the reverse gear and keeping up the
facade in a very calculated manner.
Of course, it has to. No. Government
can sit comfortably in South Block if
the basic foreign policy, which is a part of
our national tradition, is given up. It s
not possible that way.  Even the Americans
do not ask us to give up non-alignment. The
age of Dulles has-passed. But
America wants ta undermine the anti-
imperialist content by breaking or disrupting
relations between the newly-freed  countries
and the non-aligned countries and the
socialist and communist .countries,
particularly the  Soviet Union. All these
things are  there. As far as the visit is
concerned. I only say that I protest against
the manner in  which  Shri Vajpayee
rushed to the Shah of Iran. I do not know
why. Are you at the beck and call of the Shah
of Iran? During the recent Afghanistan
developments, you rushed there. 1 would say
that  the Afghanistan development is  an
important and significant and happy
development in our sub-Continent. A
peaceful democratic revolution has taken
place. The Shah of Iran who is acting as an
agent as a policeman of American
imperialism in that region—he is using his
force and money as he has been doing
elsewhere— summons you and you rush
there
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and talk t, him. What you have talked nobody
knows. The previous Government started this
kind of cultivation of relations with the Shah
of Iran. Well, we know with what result. Even
after you have gone, Mr. Morarji Desai has
gone there. The Shahanshah of Iran,, is he the
Shahanshah of India also, I should like to
know. Are you his Deputy Minister or what?
You are the Foreign Minister of a great
country, of a proud country with heritage and
tradition. The moment he calls you, you rush
there from other countries. You announced
your China visit from the United States of
America just as Kissinger announced his visit
to China from Pakistan. You did not announce
it in the Indian Parliament. These are very
significant developments.

Sir,, all 1 say, therefore, is that the present
foreign policy is in danger of being subverted,
of being distorted, of being mauled by the pre-
sent Government. And I am very sorry to find
our friend. Mr. Vajpayee, acting as a witting
or an unwitting tool of such a conspiracy
against the foreign policy. The task is to save
the foreign policy,, to defend it, not to allow
the conspiracy which is going on not in the
United States of America alone or in the
NATO, CENTO, but right here in the Souith,
Block where thef Pro-American,, pro-
imperialist elements have come on to their
own and they think that now is the time to
distort and change it in a manner that would
suit the American imperialists and others and
give it a pro-West twist. These elements were
there. They have become now active, more
active than ever before. That causes alarm.

Therefore, I again strike a note of grave
warning that our foreign policy is in danger of
being subverted. At the sam, time, I have the
greatest confidence in our great patriotic peo-
ple,; in our anti-imperialist tradition, in the
heritage that we carry forward, and unitedly
we shall defend our foreign policy, we shall
prevent the subversion, and we shall  carry

[8 AUG. 1978 ]

working of Ministry vj 238
External Affairs

forward. Well Sir, all that I can say is, let him
say something. We will hear. Sir, all that I
find is that they are now speaking in half-
American accent. In half-American accent
they are speaking. You have begun to speak
and, perhaps, you are not conscious of it.
Perhaps, when you speak in Hindi, it does not
come that readily.

But when I read the speeches you read out
in English, I can easily find that somebody
has written them for you, for I find these are
not in your English. I know your English and
you know my English. These are written for
you by the Secretaries. Be careful of the
speeches that you read out-Your Secretaries
and others are very clever. They know the
play of words and in the play of words, they
smuggle politics, bring in changes and
commit something in the nature of a plain
subversion. Be careful about that.

Well, Sir, All I say is save our foreign
policy now. Defend it with all your mite and I
hope we in this House shall do so. That is why
I insisted that there should be a resolution, not
this kind of a thing, so that we could register
in the form of a resolution what we want and
what we do not want. But, again, I say, we are
confident that we shall successfully resist the
subversion of our foreign policy, strengthen
the anti-Imperialist content, develop our re-
lations with the anti-imperialist forces and
carry forward the fight against imperialism
which is now in collusion with Maoist
China.

SHRI CHARANIJIT CHANANA (Delhi):
Before I start, Mr. Victe-Chairman, I would
appreciate if a note is taken of the point raised
by one of our hon. Members on the Treasury
Benches, namely, that when we are talking on
our foreign policy we should make very
responsible statements,, because it is a very
delicate issue. I would only say that this
unfortunately reflects on
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[Shri Charanjit Chanana] those Benches
from where some casual statements are made.
In fact, those statements outside the country
are taken as Shocking statements. The casual
statement made by the Prime Minister on
Sikkim was really a very unfortunate
statement. He did. not stop there. Then h,
contradicts it and the press doe, not leave out
anything at all. This was followed by a similar
statement made by the hon. Prime Minister
when he practically donated 14,000 sq. miles
of Indian territory to China. Well, that was
also contradicted. They do say so. But it wa
published in 11 daily newspapers of the
United States of America.

We thought our hon. Foreign Minister
belonged to a disciplined school, which
boasted of at least one thing about which my
colleague has just now mentioned, namely,
patriotism. I feel that in this particular field we
must build a positive co-reliationship between
our statements and cnr performance. That is
very important. Keeping quiet about it also
was, on the part of the hon. Foreign Minister,,
a very odd thing to do. We thought that he
would speak on it and say that this wag a
wrong thing which was said. Well, in a par-
liamentary system just like the British
pari:amentary system such an important
statement can lead to the resignation of the
person who makes a wrong statement or the
person who holds the portfolio on which a
wrong statement is made.

Now, Sir, while talking on the performance
of the External Affairs Ministry—I have seen
its Annual Report which is a sketchy one—I
say that there is one very good tbing in this
Report, namely, that the hon. Foreign
Minister has promised the continuity- of the
foreiffn policy. But now a new concept has
come into existence after the statement of the
Prime Minister and we will have to discovel' a
touchstone to test every commitment and
every statement that he makes and find out
whether it is
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a genuine one or not. First of all, we will have
to ascertain the genuineness of his non-
alignment. That is why when people asked me
a question about the performance of our hon.
Foreign Minister at the Belgrade Conference,
I told them that you must appreciate one thing
and that is that the hon. Foreign Minister did
not go to attend a conference which was a
genuine non-aligned conference but only a
non-aligned conference.

Now, Sir,, there is another important
thing. I am a student of economics
basically. I would like to tell you that in
the Third ~ World countries and  in the
developing world countries economics plays
a very important role as far as the political
relations of a country are concerned,
more so in the small developing countries. [
would request you to see the performance of
important countries in the South Asia and
South-East Asia in the recent past. You
can start seeing their formance from
the year 1970 onwards.  The first
estimates  of the Chinese economic
performance were released by an
American  agency based at Hong Kong. It
is very interesting to know that the first esti-
mates put the oil resources of  the Chinese
territory  at avery  high figure. And, this
was,, at a time, when the Americans did not
have an entry into the mainland. If you
see the subsequent eight or nine estimates
when they have, in fact, got involved in
the economics of China* you will see that
the estimates have gone down. Well, I
would like you to interpret this in the best
possible manner that you  can.
America's foreign policy towards China is
determined by two important  factors; one is
economic and the second is political.
Now things in that developed country also
are very highly co-related. You would
appreciate and you would agree with me
that the involvement of the United States in
Vietnam had one very  important factor and
that was the economic
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factor. The multinationals involved in the
supply of arms and ammunition and in tne
supply ol other things did not want the U.S.
Administration to withdraw  from there. But at
that time, the people of America did not want,
and tnat feeling is still there they have
developed  energy involvement in the war in
any out- * side territory but they do not want the
white skin to be involved in that. Their
involvement has limit and that limit is a very
interesting limit,, that is, in the field of
economics and notin the held of politics
dire although indirectly it does have a
correlation with politics. Now,  Sir, you
would appreciate and  would agree with
me that after the withdrawal from Viet Nam,
the United States of America, the U.S.
industries and the multi-nationals have not yet
been able to get rid of the very heavy inventory
that they had of arms and ammunition. They
have not surprisingly been able to deviate
from the line of product they were in as far
as their involvement in that big war was
concerned. Secondly,, the other important
point is on the  Chinese side. After 1967,
after the withdrawal of Soviet technology to
China, China took about three years or four
years in deciding that they have to depend on
the sources other than the Soviet Union. This
wa, a very big market for the developed
world and if you see the trade relations and
the performance of China, you would see that it
was  dominated—and till  today it is
dominated—by Japan and West Germany
and then by the United States of America.
Now,, with due regard to the political
stability of this country, in Hong Kong and
Tokyo, they always call it as an American
umbrella. I would not like the Government to
interpret it; 1 am just quoting what it i
called there. Now, whole foreign policy there
is  being developed according to that,
keeping in view the next 10 years or 15 years,
taking China to be the biggest market for the

developed countries and  for the United
States of America. And the most important
item that they have already started with,

directly or
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indirectly, according to them,, is the arms and
ammunition. Now, the U.S. hag not that
feeling in the foreign (policy or the defence
policy, fclven the second generation
equipment of theirs is the first generation
require-ment of China because even when
they have started this revolution of tech-
nological and scientific advancement, still
there is a very big gap. 1 do not go by the
figures given by the CIA estimates at all as far
as China is concerned,, because I have been to
China recently and I wish China develops
very fast, but I would not like to go by the
CIA estimates because that is a salesman's
estimate ratrfei titan an actual estimate. Those
people who have worked on those estimates
are the people who do not go to China.
Whenever I happen to ask a question, I simply
ask them whether you went to China or you
were taken to China. Unfortunately, those
people are taken to China. So that is my first
question to them if they had been t, China,,
because I remember people putting to me the
same question after the partition when we
were developing colonies in Nilokheri and
Faridabad, and I said: Yes.

Coming back to th, main issue, I would say,
their outlook is politico-economic. Now, do
we have to judge our foreign policy from what
suits America? That is , very important
question. Do we have to become an
instrument in their hands? Do we i to please
the United States of America by pleasing
China? This wa, i'.t fact the environment
under which, We feel, the hon. Prime Minister
made a statement in Washington, which un-
fortunatelv surprisingly enough, the Foreign
Ministe, did not contradict. He should not
only have contradicted it, ho should have
taken the eleven . spaoers which I gave them
but he says: Woh jhootha hain. They are hers.
And you know this very American press on
who”n you depended during the emergency.
You used to quote from this thing. And a very
interesting coincidence was that this very
reporter was the reporter who was being
quoted by your people. So,
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[Shri Charanjit Chanana] Sir, let us not
build our foreign policy the way we ,re doing,
a process which is a very wrong process. Let
us be ourselves. Let us build the foreign
policy which should b, based on natio. nal
interests. That is very important. We have to
be ourselves. About Viet Nam, Shri Bhupesh
Gupta just now mentioned, that is a case
study. That is c'ne country like ours to stand
on' its own. Anyway, we do not want *° get
ourselves involved in the fight between the,,
and the Soviet Union  or between China and
America. Mv point is that ou, foreign policy is
deviating from the slogan which i; a very im-
portant slogan, and that is that we have to be
ourselves. My second request and a very
important request to the hon. Minister is that—
it might be at the cost of repetition—Iet ug stick
on to what we say. In fact, you have very
kindly sponsored a'o annual report which does
say that you  would continue, in regard to
foreign  policy, all those policies on which
there  lias been consensus, cutting ,gainst
party lines. The Janata Government appears
to hav, pledged to th. basic continuity of
India's foreign  policy  followed hitherto.
Now, rny request ty you is that, for heaven's
sake, have a genuine commitment to that.

The third point that I have to make, the third
submission that I have to make, to the Foreign
Minister is that, let us d, something positive.
India can be proud of one very important thing
and you would agree with me if you go int
the statistical background of this that, in the
third world, India has had the best
performance as far as aiding the developing
world is concerned. I would give you one
example which a friend of mine quoted to me
yesterday, of Tanzania. Now, I have nothing
against an, big country. But I am just giving
you an instance and that instance i that we
were also the tenderer, for building a railway
line in Tanzania. But th, Chinese got it be.
cause they ga,. the lowest rate there. Then, I
asked him 'Why did the rulers of Tanzania
wi'nd up that contract" Actually, it was a 1700
Kms. contract
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But after the completion of the first 800 Kms,
they stopped it there. It is important to
remember here that President Nyerere made a
statement at an African conference you can
check it up—that the best consultants and the
best advisers in th, third world are the
Indians. Then, the question I asked my friend
was 'Why are you saying this?".  The Chines,
did a very interesting thing which, of  course,
was good for them. It is this. Forty thousand
Chinese went from Chin, to build that railway
Mne.  AH the equipment went from China.
But they did not train a single Tanzanian.
They did not at all generate , genuine
economic-development there. After the
first 300 Kms. was completed, President
Nyerere asked them to get qut of the country.
We definitely do not beha,e that way. We
have i, Tanzania and in other African countries
and in othe, developing countries , very high re-
putation and my request to you is that you
should maintain it. We did make a start in this
sphere before your Government took over and I
am sure you would be positive enough t, float
an idea like this. When you ar, thinking of a
new economic order India has the
responsibility of developing a small
garland out of th, master garland which is
known as the new economic grder. India
should take a lead in this direction. Not what
it should become a big brother. That complex
should not be there at all. I always feel that
We should try to evolve an economic fraternity
in  South  Asia. It may be known as the
South Asian Economic Fraternity or it ~ may
be known as th, South Asian "Club. 1 was
surprised why there was a numbness and a
meaningless—or, I do not know wheth,, it was
meaningful—silence on the part (f the Ministry
of External Affairs after the Shah of Iran
came her, and floated the idea of an Asian
Common Market. Asian Common
Market m,, be a stage ;head of us. But why
can't the Ministry of External Affairs take the
initiative, why can't a leader like Mr. Vajpayee
take the initiative, of organising a movement,
a club, known as the South Asian Club
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which would be having no political aims at all
and which would be a part of the concept of
non-alignment? Thereby, you would be
promoting the economic growth, the
economic development and the economic
independence in this zone. You will also be
respected more than you would be by
becoming a tool in the hands of * big nation,
whatever th, big nation.

A, far as the neighbouring countries are
concerned, I would not like to repeat
anything. But one thing I would say that the
previous Government, the Congress (I)
Government, did ,chieve something. You
should have taken that.

DR. V. P. DUTT; Congress Government,
not the Congress (I) Government.

SHRI CHARANIJIT CHANANA; I am
sorry, the Congress Government. Now I
started by saying that the state. ment and the
performance must have a positive co-relation.
Now compare your performance with your
statements. You started saying that you will
stick 0'.1 to a process known as 'continuity' and
then you started changing the process of that
continuity also. When the Farakka talks were
going on, I do not know due to what reason,
under what pressures, you took the whole
thing off the rails. I say, you should be honest
enough about one thing, posterity would not
pardon you for this deal at all. You made a
similar thing with China. Well, one cannot put
i, under any other caption, but 'ridiculous'.
Thi, is what people say and this is what has
been happening. The hon. Foreign Minister i
trying to go to China and till today the agenda
is not known. We do not see the agenda being
ovolved. Normally what happens, when a
Foreign" Minister goes to a country like China
where we have a cleavage of 1?7 years, some
homework is done. The homework is not done
in the South Block, itis don, by the official
team....

SHRIMATI MARGARET
Mr. swami is going to China.

ALVA:
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SHRI CHARANIJIT CHANANA: Well, I
have nothing at all against the gentleman
personally. He is an hon. Member of
Parliament. But that is not the system. You are
evolving a system which does not fit in the
national system at all- That smacks of
something, I would not say what, I leave it to
you to find 0"t I am only saying, for Heaven's
sake, take the country into confidence. I know
the hon. Foreign Minister has a wonderful
aesthetic sense. He can go and see wonderful
art in China. But that can be the 9th item on
the agenda. The first item on the agenda must
be, what he is going to do as far as the foreign
policy i$ concerned, because incidentally
whe, he goes there"he goe, ther, as a Foreign
Minister and 'not as an individual.

Unfortunate™ Sir, we are living in an
environment of contradiction. This is one
thi'ng for which you can take credit. What is
happening? One day the hon. Education
Minister makes some statement and it is
contradicted by the Prime Minister. One day
the hon. Prime Minister makes a statement
and the hon. Foreign Minister tries to explain
it. That is ot the right system. I thought you
could develop a model which w an RSS
model of discipline at least. But ,0, the
performance is belying that is contradictory.

Therefore, I would submit that you must
prepare an agenda. It is in the national
interest. In that agenda you must, first of all,
justify what is the urgency (f your visit. On,
of the hon. Member; has just now explained
that exchange of football teams, soccur teams,
volley ball tea-ms is a -wonderful thing. The
visit of the hon. Foreign Minister could als, be
a wonderful thing, but it should be very
meaning, ful, it should be a visit with a target,
it should be o, the agenda. Unfortunately, Sir,
it is not like that. At that time your Ministry
will have to work a; , Ministry, we cannot
stick ty ,n individual at all. Your Ministry has
to put the vision of the country. it has to
project the image of the country. But,
unfortunately, the image
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[Shri Charanjit Chanana] tha; you are
depicting is not th? goo:' image. This is the
reason why I am saying that the i-mage
depicted is not good. I am leaving it to you to
judge what is happening.

So, your foreign policy, my submission to
you is, should be the India's foreign policy. It
should not be like an individual's policy. I will
tell you just on, thing. Twas i, South Korea. A
an individual you can promote ideas which
might be spiritual ideas. Medically these might
be very good ideas. I saw the quotations of the
Prime Minister in one of th, South Korean
towns in the urinals. I was shocked because they
talked about medicinal idea only. Massive
consumption of urine can be as an individual's
slogan. It can be the slogan of the Prime Min-
ister of , country. But we cannot make it a
national drink at all. I am not in a light moo*- I
a-m in a very serious mood. Similarly when the
hon. Prime Minister goes out and talks of
foreign policy, well he can donate money out of
his income, he ca, donate his house, but h,
cannot donate 14000 kilometres of thg terri-tor
of the country. You don't have the right to do it.
Nobody ha; the ;ight to do it. I do not agree with
Bhupesh Dada when he talked of English as
half-American. I know he was talking in
philosophy; he was not talking in terms of
language. The hon. Foreign Minister under-
stands English a® well as Hindi. My only
submission to the Foreign Minister is that there
is a thing known as Deshdroh. T know it is a
very bitter word, but we should be very careful
about it. The posterity is going to judge you.
Deshdroh is one of the crimes which is always
registered in the histor, of India as a very
negative crime. Therefore, my submission to the
Government, including the hon. Foreign
Minister, i that the external affairs' policy that
you evolve should be a policy tyhich can be
operated in right term?" and should also be one
which should be , national, policy, which
should be in th, interest of the country. It should
not be guided by the prejudices or
predilections of
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have a perspective
thinking of a pers

policy which must
and when you are

pective, for heaven's sake don't do
one particular thing of which we
Indians, when we go out, are accus
ed of. That is, we are generating a
generation gap. We do not have to
do that at all. Similarly, our foreign
policy cannot be out of this process
at all. You have to think of the next
generation also when you are think

ing of the foreign policy of the coun

try, what your children will say about

what you have done. The next
generation, the posterity will not pardon you
at all if you are sticking to a policy which is
an anti-national policy. Thank you.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA (Uttar Pradesh): Mr.
Vice-Chairman, Sir, I thank you for affording
me an opportunity to take part in this important
debate on the foreign policy. I have heard with
interest my friends, Shri Bipinpal Das, Shrimati
Margaret Alva, Shri Bhupesh Gupta and others
on the opposite benches. I had expected that 1
would really hear from th, Opposition benches
some good critique Or at any raw criticism of
the foreign policy. But what I found was that -
my friend, Shri Bipinpai Das, about whom I had
heard so much as a . foreign affairs expert in the
previous Government, unnecessarily entered
into a defence of the doings and misdoings of
the previous Government in foreign affairs in a
rhetoric which, as far as the present affairs are
concerned, was nothing but a ridicule, but he
must know that ridicule is not criticism. He
unnecessarily was fighting, like Don Quixote,
wind-mills in the style of a Shakespearian actor
with  this difference that while the
Shakespearian actor on the stage had some
message, to give, his speech was without te*y
message. What 1 found from Shrimati Alva's
speech was an exposition of her feelings of
anxiety more for the good health and image of
the present Foreign Minister and his safe return
from foreign countries, particularly from China,
rather than a [  criticism  of the foreign
policy. (In-
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terruptions) Yes, I know that. I was reminded,
when she was speaking, somewhat of an old
man receiving a chiding and advice from his
spouse on his doings and misdoings outside
the house. And Mr. Vajpayee should deem
himself very fortunate that this afternoon h,
had to undergo that experience without the
legal responsibility of having a spouse.

Well, as far as my friend Mr.
Bhupesh  Gupta was concerned, his
speech was according to expectations

in that h'B in his preroration started
on a tirade on the imperialism of the
USA, perfidy of China, and so on
and so forth, and their allies. (In

terruptions) Well, he did. You
know, he said, "Don't be obsessed."
And he was blaming that India, in

its foreign policy, is more inclining
towards  America. He  referred to
South  Africa. He referred to the
inr-eriaMst  force? in  South  Africa.
That shows that in his speech his
voice is that of his masters who even
they be. While accusing our American
friends as imperialists, as exploiters,
he forgets about his own friends.
They also are equally to blame.
Whe,, referred to South Africa, he
never referred to the rate of Cuba
and its force entering int, conflicts
there. But he did make a reference to
NATO and all that.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am
Very sorry...

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: You ar,
comparing Cuba to South Africa. Probably,
you are referring to Angola.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: 1 ,m not
answering you. I am saying about the Cuban
forces in South Africa. What I have said
is... (Interruptions)

DR. V. P. DUTT: Sir, this is news to us.
The Foreign Minister should enlighten us
whether there are any Cuban forces in South
Africa.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: [ am not very
much concerned with that. What I submit is
that the Members of
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the Opposition forget that in the very
beginning, when the Janata Party came into
power, this was what was stated on the floor
of the House, that the substance of the
country's foreign policy was 'not an issue in
the party's manifesto during the elections; to
quote "the new Government reaffirms its
commitment to the policy of non-alignment
and affirms that it is continuing that policy".
And we, as one belonging to the Janata Party,
have stood by that. It is a continuation of the
policy which was initiated by Pt. Jawaharlal
Nehru more than a quarter of a century ago
except that according to the exigencies of
times and the changed situation, the em-phais
differs.

SHRI N. G. RANGA (Andhra Pradesh):
Now it becomes 'genuine’.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: As far as I can see,
'genuine non-alignment' means this. Whatever
dust and distortions came in the last decade
with greater force, our Foreign Minister is
trying to remove. It is essentially the process
of removal of dust and distortions the resultant
is known as the 'genuine non-alignment',
nothing more. In fact, it is—as I understand
it—a co'acept, it is a philosophy, but the real
thing that matters is how it is implemented and
how we apply the principles to develop our
relations with other foreign powers. I need not
go into this debate on what non-alignment is
and what alignment is and whether non-
alignment is equal to alignment towards all,
for that would take a long time; suffice it to
say that as far as the implementation of the
foreign policy on the basis of non-alignment
for the last 16 months is concerned, it has no
doubt resulted in our image being further
brightened up in the comity of nations, and for
that our Foreign Minister, our Prime Minister
and the whole Foreign Ministry personnel
deserve grateful thanks of our country.

AN HON. MEMBERS: Yes, yea.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: There is no
question of yea, yea. We are
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[Shri K. B. Asthana] just doing what even
Pandit Nehru would have done had he been
alive and incharge of the foreign affairs. You
might have been trained to make distortions in
the last decade or a few years before, but we
in the Janata Party understand the real impact
and the import that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
wanted to give to the foreign policy of this
country, and we are not making any departure.
We want to be friends of all. Keeping the
nation's interests and preserving our dignity,
we want to build up our relation:;, and we
have been able to build good neighbourly
relations. For the first time in 30 years our
relations with our immediate neighbours are
really good and sound. (Time bell rings).
Give me 15 to 20 minutes.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please conclude because the
time-schedule is like that.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: I have a friend
from Nepal. He is closely connected with the
royal family. He was convalescing after an
operation in the Holy Family Hospital here.
He goe, every year to Nepal, and he told me
that for once during his last visit to Nepal in
May and June, he saw that a common Nepali
is happy with the Indians and he welcomes
them land that even His Majesty of Nepal
expressed to him his gratefulness on the
generocity and the farsight of India in signing
the treaty of trade and transit. It is for the first
time that we have done it. Similarly, with
Pakistan as far as the common man is
concerned— I am not talking of the people at
hieher level—certainly the relationship has
become cordial, and there is more
collaboration and more friendship between
us,

A reference was made by Mr. Bipin-pal
Das and Shrimati Margaret Alva

External Affair.-'

about  Bangladesh. They said that
they did this and that in 1971. Well,
after doing all that, what did you do?
The history of Bangladesh will show
that it was your attitude of cold-
shoulderness to Mujib which resulted
in his assassination. If you did help
in  preserving what you  achieved
for them, then it is your failure. You
are now criticising the Farakka and
other treaties which we entered into.
If you had entered into these trea
ties during Mujib's time, he would
not have met disaster. He was our
greatest friend. (Interruptions)
This is my analysis. You may not agree with
me. But what [ am saying is that it is no use
being critical today of what you did
yesterday. I say that if you criticise our
present policy, then you are doing nothing but
criticising your ow, regime, your own past.
The whole policy is yours. We are only
implementing it. I do not agree with my
friend, Mrs. Margaret Alva and also Mr.
Bipinpal Da; who criticised our attitude
towards unclear explosions. I, for one, would
be proud to support my Prime Minister when
he says that we will not have a nuclear ex-
plosion. I will not agree with the views
expressed on the other side that we must have
nuclear explosions so that with pride we can
go before the world. (Time bell rings} Well,
this nuclear weaponry is rather a devilish
workshop, and the Americans are to be
blamed because they first...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please conclude.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA.: ...threw the bomb
on Hiroshima. I will never excuse them. No
nation should be proud, no people should be
proud, of showing off its nuclear power or
nuclear devilry. I would, therefore, think that
our Prime Minister is right whe, he says that at
no cost ' will there be nuclear explosions here-
after, for I know, with the little knowledge of
science that I have
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egathered, that nuclear explosions are not
necessary for use of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes. It is not necessary, as the
technology is well known, to make fresh
explosions. It is only when you want to invent
something new as a weapon of destruction
that newer kinds of nuclear explosions are
necessary. (Time bell rings) So when our
Prime Minister says that there will be no
nuclear explosions, I with pride, as a citizen of
India, support him, and there is nothing to be
ashamed eof, and no criticism should be made.

Then, about Sikkim some observations
were made. But you know, our policy is—and
that is the real message of "Panch Sheel"
which was invented by the great man, Pandit
Jawaharlal Nehru—that even in our
«diplomacy we must be ethical, we must be
with principles, and there should be no
chauvinism, no chicanery, no perfidy, no
guile. It is in this context that the much-
maligned statement of the Prime Minister on
Sikkim should be judged. He was talking only
as a philosopher when lie said that he did not
like, he did not approve of, the method of
uniting Sikkim. (Time bell rings). He only
meant this that in our.. .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please *conclude.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: ...future
negotiations and future treaties with our
neighbours, we will not act like
that...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please conclude.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: That is all he
meant. He did not mean that Sikkim is not
part of India or will not be part of India. I
would, therefore, appeal to my (friends bn the
sother side to think deeply before they
criticise. Instead of giving some onstructive
suggestions, as they should, they are rather
justifying their ~ lapses when they were
in
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power. We never criticised you. There was
no attack here in the debate against your past
policy. The debate is on the present policy.
So...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): Please conclude.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: ...your energies
should have been directed towards telling, us
what to do...

(Time bell rings)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please conclude.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: All right, Sir. But
for once I would like to follow them.. .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): No, do not follow them.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: Why not?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Please conclude now;
otherwise, [ am calling Dr. Dutt.

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: Just two words
and I will have finished. I want our Minister
of External Affairs to keep two things in
mind: One is that the goal of foreign policy
should be, as <~;ur Prime Minister-also said,
disarmament, and the other is equality of all
nations. Since the time is short, I am not at
the moment going to speak on disarmament.
But I would like to say a word on equality of
all nations. India should strive for a modifica-
tion or an amendment to the Constitution of
the United Nations Organisation to get rid of
the veto which the four great powers enjoy.
Our foreign policy should be directed to-
wards that objective...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): Now please sit down. Dr.
Dutt, now.
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SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: In the United Nations
our style should be to strive for a change in this.
Thank you.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM LAL
YADAV): Dr. Dutt. only ten minutes please.

DR, V. P. DUTT: No, Sorry, 1 cannot speak
only for ten minutes. If you want me to sit down, I
shall do so, but it. is not possible to make my
speech like this...

THO VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM LAL
YADAV): I request the hon. Member kindly to
appreciate ...

DR. V. P. DUTT: It i not possible to make my
observations in such a short time. Anyway, let us
not waste more time...

SHRI JAGDISH PRASAD MATHUR (Uttar
Pradesh): sir, he makes an excellent speech, no
doubt, but there should not be any bargaining like
this.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): There is a time-limit with us. If
the House decides to sit as long a; Members want
to speak, I have no objection. Dr. Dutt, your party
is left with only four minutes. Still, I am allowing
you ten minutes. What can be done? Kindly
appreciate my difficulty.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDIL: We
will go beyond 6 o'clock.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM

LAL YADAV): In any case you are going to sit
beyond 6 o'clock.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWIVEDI;
will go on.

DR. V. P. DUTT: Anyway, let me make my
comments...

St Wm @ TR e (fer)
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DR. V. P. DUTT: I would have probably

finished by now. ..

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM

LAL YADAV): It is not so easy.
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DR. V. P. DUTT: Mr. Vice-Chairman, the
honourable Minister for External Affairs had
very aptly said at another place that there is a
national foreign policy, that he is trying to
maintain \ the national components of this
policy that he respects the elements of
continuity and that in fact he has been trying,
to establish the notion of the continuity of
Indian foreign policy. I welcome that. And
whatever comm-ments 'l make and even
whatever criticism I have to offer, will be in
that spirit and in that light, that foreign policy
is not meant for politicking. If we look at the
international situation, first we can see— I am
sure the hon. Minister will himself say the
same thing—that there are today disturbing
portends on the horizon Detente has gone
awry. The language of the cold war has come
back. The heroic postures of the past are being
struck again. The basic conflicts, contentions
and contradictions between the United States
and the Soviet Union are coming into sharp
relief again. The old world order- is in its
death agonies and those who have been
dominating this old world order so far are
irreconciled to it. There is no progress towards
disarmaments. The non-aligned countries are
facing greater challenges and bigger pressures
and there is no movement forward in the
establishment of a new international economic
order. This is one side of the international
picture.

Some Doctors in the United States some
foreign office analysts, commentators and
academicians are looking into the reasons for
the patient's disease to find out what is wrong
with the patient—the patient being U.S.—
Soviet relationship. Why is the patient getting
debilitated? Some of them have said that
perhaps great expectations have ruined his
digestion and that there should be perhaps a
period of cooling off or disengagement. Some
others have said: No. On the other hand,
they
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should have involved the Soviet Union in a
network of more agreements carrying the lure
of more trade and technological agreements,
also implicit in it the threat of the loss of
leverage if the Soviet Union did not' go along
with the United States. Of course many others
"in the United States are talking i, the
language of the cold war. They are indulging
in sabre-rattling. They want to give hell to all
those who dare defy them in Africa or
elsewhere and so on and so forth. I will say
that the basic fact of the international situation
is that the era of paramountcy of power of one
or two nations is dead and gone for ever and
that the process of painful and prolonged, qjoq
si ui3}sA"s 1;BUOLBUI3"UI SV[% pa’su -tuiop
aABU 0qA\ asoq; JO; } U9ui;sn[pB

But there is another dimension also, which
is what interests us. To the reality of the
international situation. There is another
trend,: the capability of the big powers to
impose their will on each other and on their
allies has been substantially circumscribed. It
is substantially circumscribed not by the
balance of terror, but by the new international
system—a system which has undergone
radical transformation from a rigidly bi-polar
world to a system of multiple relationship
cutting, across alliances, cutting across old
group loyalties and cutting across old
ideological adherences—an international
system in which the leverage of super powers
over each other a5 well as over others is being
reduced. This is what we often call the
blurring of the east-west line, the
disintegration of the spheres of influence and
the decline of the global alliances system.

The plentitude of power is there and they
can destroy the world many times over, if
they want to. But there is a limit to the use of
that power. This was symbolised by Vietnam
more eloquently than anywhere else that there
is a limit to the use of power even by the
greatest of powers in the world. If there was
will
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[Dr. V. P. Dutt] and if there was
determination, even a small country could stand
up against a great power. I would like to submit
to the honourable Foreign Minister that,
unfortunately, we have not sufficiently used this
trend to expand the area of influence and
leverage of thej non-aligned movement and
that we could have made greater use of this
opportunity, but we have not been able to do
s0. The non-alig.ned movement is
facing  tremendous pressures as the honourable
Foreign Minister himself has said at a seminar
the other day. I do not know what exactly has
been our role except ~ what I have  read
in the newspapers and most of the time the
newspapers have pointed to our role of
mediation and, Sir, someone remarked, half
seriously and half jocularly, that since
mediation is the national policy of Mr. Vajpayee,
he is only carrying it on into the international
scene. Now, what is the mediation in the non-
aligned movement, mediation between
whom and  for what, I do not know. But I
would like to say that whatever may be the po-
licy of an individual non-aligned country,
whatever may be even the sum total of the
policies of the various non-aligned countries so
far as the non-alignment movement is concern-
ed, this movement has stood against
imperialism, against racialism, against neo-
colonialism, and these cannot be diluted by
any mediation and that our commitment to
these basic principles against imperialism,
against racialism, against neo-colonialism, must
remain steadfast. I  am sure  that the
honourable  Foreign = Minister would tell us
that they have remained steadfast, that the
Government sticks to those principles. This
question  arises because i, his speech at the
seminar the other day, Sir, the word
imperialism had not appeared and, therefore,
there were questions as to what our stand was
with regard to imperialism. Now, I have
feeling  that much of the problem  can be
traced to what I have seen in the Press, to what
is being said again

[ RATYA SABHA ] working of Ministry of 260

External Affairs

and again. I mentioned it in the seminar
also. But, since the Minister was not there,
I might repeat it here. A phrase i; being used
again and again that we are following
a result-oriented foreign policy. Now,
Sir, I am not g.oing into the question of
genuine non-alignment and so on.  That has
been taken care of by both the sides and I am
not going into that now.  But, when you say
that your foreign policy is a result-oriented
foreign policy, Sir, if it is a question of image-
building, then it is another matter and I "have
nothing  to say about it because it is just a
question of image-building. But, if it i a
serious proposition, then, Sir, [ would like to

raise some questions, some serious
questions, for the Foreign Minister because,
after all, foreign policy is not like,
what should I say, madari ka pitara and it is

not like "Choo mantar ki goli". But foreign
policy is the result of patient, painful and brick-
by-brick building up and it i the result of
responding, intelligently and flexibly and
according to principles to developing situations
and it is the art of maintaing friendship and
extending  the area  at friendship and
minimising  the  area of enmity, but again
without sacrificing one's principles. But, if
you go in for quick results, if you want to show,
that this is what you have achieved here and
that is what you have achieved there, then, I
am afraid, it will result in distortions  In fact,
the fears, the misgivings, that we have
expressed about these distortions arise from this
very basic proposition that you are going in for,
I do not know on whose advice or on whose
formulation, quick results. If you are
trying to go in for quick results no foreign
policy can succeed since foreign policy does
not admit of quick results.

Sir, I would like to take up th2 question of
our policy of friendship with our neighbours
first. Sir, the policy of friendship with our
neighbours was one of Jawaharla! Nehru's
cardinal principles of foreign policy.
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For this he was ridiculed and reviled. By
whom? By those who are adorning the
treasury benches today. My friend, Dr. Bhai
Mahavir, has gone away. But I would like to
ask: Who were the people, who were the
forces that opposed Jawaharlal Nehru at every
step on account of his policy of trying to
achieve  friendship with  neighbouring
countries? These were the forces...
(.Interruptions) These were the forces which
were sneering at Jawaharlal Nehru by calling
him 'Maulana Nehru'. Who were these? Dr.
Bhai Mahavir as the Vice-President
represented those forces. The RSS spread this
thing around the country, calling him
"Maulana Nehru" ... (Interruptions)

SHRI JAGDISH PRASAD MA-
THUR: Thisisall wrong. Have you
read the Jana  Sangh's  manifesto?
(Interruptions’)

DR. V. P. DUTT: Yes, I have. I know your
embarrassment. But I cannot help it. What |
am saying is that at every step there were
forces which opposed the policy of friendship
that Jawaharlal Nehru followed with our
neighbouring countries. And in fact, today
also I was surprised: Dr. Bhai Mahavir roared
like a lion when it came to criticising
Jawaharlal Nehru's policy towards Pakistan,
Jawaharlal Nehru's policy towards China and
he said, "This is what you did, that is what
you did". But then,
when it came to the present policy, suddenly
he became a lamb. He said: Well, we have
only gone two steps forward; so why are you
complaining? I thought he would say, since I
was opposed to what you were doing then,
since | was saying that you should not have
done this, then today also I would say: Please
do not go ahead, I oppose this also. Can there
be a greater example of double talk and
double think? This is what our fear is that it is
not conviction but it is the need to achieve
quick results. I ,, hope I am wrong.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:

Did I say "quick"? Please do not misquote
me...
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(Interruptions) AN HON.
MEMBER: H.is not quoting you.

DR. V. P. DUTT: The point is not
that. I do not want to belabour this
point that at every step, even includ

ing the Simla Agreement,
they ,ere the people who  oppo
sed it, who are now sitting

there;  sitting  there at the time
they were opposed to it. But also
there are certain principles. Who is
not saying that there should be friend
ship with China, Nepal or Pakistan?
All that we have said is that is
should be according to certain prin
ciples. Now, the hon. Minister had
said the other day that if we
have shed high-mindedness and
arrogance, then [ plead guilty to
it, I hope you have not sub
stituted it with petty-mindedness
and supplication. That is what it
looks like—supplication. What we
are saying is that in the agreements
that you have arrived at with neigh
bouring countries there is a suspicion
that certain principles have been sacri
ficed, and that those principles should
not be sacrificed. If anybody says to
the contrary, I do not agree. 1 say,
we are all for the policy of friend
ship with neighbouring countries. We
should develop friendly relations.
But certainly it does not follow that
you should develop friendly relations
with Pakistan by giving up your prin
ciples and welcoming Pakistan in the

non-aligned community when

Pakistan continues to remain
a member of the military
alliances. If Pakistan gives up
that membership, certainly, we

will welcome. In fact, we want Pakis
tan to give wup its membership of
military alliances and come into the
non-alignment movement. But do not
compromise  your principles. 1 was
sorry that it was left for Afghanistan
to do so, whereas India welcomed
Pakistan there as a guest member.

Now, somebody raised a question about
Rumania. Maybe, we were helpless in the
case of Rumania. Even then it was my
personal view at that time, and I also
expressed it openly,
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[Dr. V. P. Dutt] that we should not have
agreed to it. But if we did agree, even then I
say, here our own national interests are
involved. You don't get up and welcome this
development that Pakistan remains a member
of the alliance system and yet becomes a
member of the non-aligned movement. Simi-
larly, I would say to the hon. Minister with all
honesty: Do have friendship, but you do not
have to go out of the way to invest the military
dictatorship with  respectability = more than
it deserves.  There ig no need to invest both
the Generals Zias, General Zia on this side
and General Zia on the other side, with
greater respectability than they have in their
own countries from their own people. It is
not necessary. They do not enjoy it at
home. In fact, the suspicion is that
there is non-development of relations with
Afghanistan to the extent that they could have
developed after this changeover there, because
on the one side there is the pressure from the
Shah of Iran and on the other side there is
thig urge for quick results in foreign policy.
(Time bell rings.) Therefore, let me assure the
Minister for External Affairs that I for one am
not interested in any partisan gain in this
matter because, as I have said, foreign policy
is too serious; a matter to be left partisan or
political consideration. Take China, for
instance. Now, I am not one of those who
would oppose the policy of trying to find a
solution to our problems with Crnna, trying to
normalise relations with China and trying
to discover a common language with China.
Certainly I am not one of those who is opposed
to your going to China.  Granted "that we
snould have  friendly relations with China,
I would say that after all China is one of our
biggest neighbours and if China and India are
not on friendship terms, then obviously  the
peace in Asia will be affected. But again it
should be on certain principles. Certainly,
you  cannot have a situation in which the
Vice-Premier of China goes to our
neighbouring country and says that he stands
for self-determination in Kashmir. Kara-
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koram Highway is also completed. Even
then you say that you want to normalise

relations  with  China or that you have
nothing to say about all these matters. You
do go to China. You do have talks. (Time

bell rings). But the talks must be in the context
of finding a solution to  the border and other
political ~ problems between China and India.
It cannot be that China can say whatever it likes
about India's national interest, but we will not
say anything. But I do say that not only with
China but with other countries also, you should
follow the principle that we have laid down;
friendship with one will not be at the
expense of  friendship with others. Don't
try to play the Soviet card with China and the
Chinese card with the Soviet Union, as they say
in the United States. That will lead to disaster.
That is why I have pleaded that we must follow
certain principles. I am just now winding up.
You must give me two or three minutes more. |
am ending by saying that today the non-aligned
movement and detente in the world have
come under heavy attack or heavy pressure.
One of the areas is Africa. We had discussed it in
the Consultative Committee for Exter. nal
Affairs also that today Africa is divided and the
cold war is intruding into  Africa. You should
raise these questions. I should like you to tell us
the analysis and the root cause. What is the root
cause of the troubles  in 1 Africa? The root
cause is neo-coloni-alism and racialism.  The
root cause is South Africa and the illegal regime
in Rhodesia.  This is the root cause. Barring a
couple of regimes like Idi Amin's South Africa
is the most repressive =~ Government on the
African continent. It is a Government which
imprisons its own citizens  without trial and
then tortures them and kills them in prison. It is
a regime which decides which communities
will  live where according  to skin
and colour. It can even declare a person hon-
person. You are living but you are a non-
person. Nobody can talk to you and nobody will
publish anything from you. And five million
people out ofa  population of 25 million
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people are trying to maintain  their dominance.
This is the  root cause. And it was the South
African effort to go to Angola in October, 1977
which led to the Cuban intervention. It was that
which led to the Cuban forces going there,
because if South Africa had succeeded in
Angola, it would have dominated the whfole

African continent.  Therefore, Sir I say that
you must also analyse what the root
cause, are. | am not saying that there should

be foreign intervention in Africa. [ want
that the African States should find their own
solutions to their own problems. It is not my
argument that there must be more conflict. But I
say, the root cause mugt also be seen. First
things must come first Our commitment to

principles, our commitment to Non-
alignment, our commitment to  anti-
imperialism,  our ment to anti-neo-racialism

cenflc n commitment to  anti-neo-colonialism,
our commitment to solidarity with the Non-
aligned movement, our commitment to
soldarity with the developing countries, and our
commitment to principles in relation to our
neighbours must be maintained for  our
foreign policy to carry conviction. Thank
you, Sir.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SURIJEET
(Punjab): Mr. vice-Chairman, Sir, I do not
want to nor is there any time to go into the
history of our foreign policy. Since some of
the friends here mentioned that before the
Janata Party came to power, the foreign policy
was one of consistent antiimperialism, I have
to make a mention about that.

Sir everybody knows that in the beginning,
immediately after our independence, we were
trying to follow in the United Nations the US
and British imperialism. And in the first four
years, only on one occasion, " we had voted
against imperialism and voted with the
socialist countries. And on all other occasions,
we were helping them It was only after the US
imperialist defeat in Korea, it was only after
the imperialist countries refused to help Ug to
industrialise our country that we began to
see the
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danger of what imperialism  means. You go
back to the recent period. I would not agree
and it cannot be proved that we have been

helping Vietnam, that we have been
courageously supporting all the anti-
imperialist forces all the world over. India was

not the first but the last  country to recognise
the Provisional Revolutionary Government of
Vietnam. After everybody elsein the Non-
aligned world recognised it, India has recog-
nised it.  Not only that.  In relation to Cuba
what had been our attitude? Because of the
pressure of the US imperialism, where was our
trade with Cuba? Even in relation to some other
countries like Korea, what attitude we have
been taking? So, [ do not want to go into all
that. I only want to say that it iy a welcome
step that the present Government has stated
that we will ~ continue the foreign policy
which our country has evolved. That policy, as
Dr. V. P. Dutt just now stated should mean firm
opposition to imperialism, opposition to neo-
coloni-alism, and opposition to  racialism.
We want to judge the policy on that basis. And
if we try to judge  our foreign policy on that
basis, there are welcome features in the policy
which the present Government is following. But
then certain vacillations and doubts arise that we
are not in the forefront of the struggle against
imperialism and neo-colonialism. Even if you go
through the debates of the Belgrade Conference
which was held recently, you will find that
Afghanistan, where a revolution took place
recently, took a firm position on all the
problems facing the world and a firm opposition
to imperialism. Although we have restated
our position, we were lagging behind in that.
When we judge cur foreign policy, we have to
see that in the economic sphere there is a
debate in the world about the new international
economic order and  in that respect we know
that it is imperialist countries ~ which are refus-
ing to help all the under-developed countries
and they have even refused to help with their .7
per cent national income which they had
promised. They have even refused either do
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away or reschedule the debts which come to
about $ 250 billion today, which the under-
developed countries or the non-aligned
countries owe to them. In respect of all these
matters where do we stand?

When our Prime Minister goes to Brussels,
he tells them it will be very useful if you help
us these are the words used which are not in
consonance with our foreign policy, but he
said that "our new policy of liberalising
imports for capital equipment will no doubt
be of interest to your industrialist and
workers". He is asking them, he is asking the
multi-nationals to invest in our country. Then,
where do we stand in relation to the new
international economic order?

About the other matters, we have to
differentiate between imperialism and those
countries which are trying to help us because
it is our own history. In the struggle against
imperialism for our national independence we
have got a lot of experience about im-
perialism. Even subsequently we have got the
experience and know that imperialists always
tried to create difficulties for us, whenever
some crisis occurred they went against us and
instigated other countries against us. This has
been the position. And, if by explaining
nonalignment we do not differentiate between
imperialism and those countries which are
trying to help us, then we cannot have the
right direction. That is why on the major
issues confronting the world today, after the
heroic victory of Vietnam, after the biggest
ever defeat that the U.S. imperialism had
there, the imperialists are trying to divide the
forces of liberation, divide the people of Ada,
Africa and the Latin American countries and
imperialism i launching a cour.ter-attack. In
Asia, Africa today there are three centres of
tension. We have to judge our foreign poV'cy
in relation to what attitude we are taking
towards those centres. One is West Asia. We
are amazed to lee what is happening today.
In our
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earlier declarations and statements 01 the
Colombo Conference, in the Bureau meetings
we have restated the position which our
country has taken about the West-Asian
problem. But when our Prime Minister goes to
America and signs a joint declaration, a
communique, with Mr. Carter, he misses the
key issue involved in the West Asian crisis,
namely the right of the Palestinians for their
homeland. There is something in it about the
Palestinians but not their right to their
homeland. That is missed completely because
we know why you don't jant it to be
mentioned speci-ficially, specially when you
go to America. It is American imperialism
which is trying to divide thte Arab world
today, so that the Israeli aggression ca'n be
justified, although they go on talking about the
peaceful settlement of their problems. That is
why on that issue, so far as our Government is
concerned, even in the Report which was
placed before the House relating 10 the work
of the Foreign Ministry, there also even the
initiative which Mr. Sadat took to divide the
Arab world is welcomed and some hope is
aroused because it is U.S. imperialism which
wanted Mr. Sadat to enter some bilateral
negotiations and wanted separate agreements
between Egypt and Israel, between Syria and
Israel, bypassing the main issue of the
liberation of Palestinian people. We Bo not
want that there should be any vaccilations on
th, part of our Government.

The next question 'Ms of Southern Africa.
What has happened? I do not want to go into
the whole history or the problems being faced
by Namibia Or Zimbabwe but I want to men-
tion about the French Portugese imperialist
intervention i, Zaire. We have not heard a
single statement either from our Foreign
Minister or from the Prime Minister or the
Government of India. Our Prime Minister at
that time was Brussels but he did not utter a
word about it. not a word of svmnathy to
those who are fighting against the regime o
Mobutu, the murderer of Lumumba who was
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hailed in a big way in our country as hero
fighting for national liberation. We have not
done anything about, it. That is why it shows
vacillations. Why are w, 'not doing it? And I
was amazed to listen from the Janata Party
members that they are trying to equate Cuba
with imperialist intervention in
th.i»%i. u:.;ritries and they want to point qut
that Cuba is doing the same thing. Cuba has
categorically stated that wherever the people
are fighting for national liberation, they are
there to help them. We committed ourselves at
Columbo. Our country has committed itself at
Columbo that whateve, happens in Southern
Africa, we will help them materially by all
sources, arms, materials and everything.
Where do we stand now on that question?
Why vacillation? are there in our foreign
policy? We would not like those vacillations
on this question in the interest of our country.

The third important centre of tension i
Korea. Eve, after sy many years, after 17 or 18
years, American forces are ther. in Korea.
Recently, manoeuvres on , very large-scale
were carried on and America is trying to see
that Korea is divided and two Koreas ,re
made. And here is the Government of India,
here is our Foreign Minister; I have tried to
study his speech. There is no mention about
Korean unification. A reference to it is in the
declaration there because ther, are other forces
in the non-aligned countries. You find a
reference made very boldly in the speech (f
the Foreign Minister of Afghanistan but not in
the speech of the biggest country's Foreign
Minister, Shri Vajpayee. There is ny mention
about Korea at ,lI- Why? Is it because the
American forces are there? I it that w, do Mot
want to displease America? Otherwise, what i
it?  We have fought against British
imperialism; we have made tremendous
sacrifices; we hav, stood in the forefront of th,
struggle against imperialism and we do not
want our country in pnv way—when th, issue
comes of independence or liberation—
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to vacillate, and vacillate before imperialism.
That is why, on all these issues, there have
been lot of vacillations.

Now I come to the question of the attitude
we have taken at  th, non-aligned conference.
We want all countries to join us and
leave their blocs, military blocs and join
us. But what is this guest business? Earlier, at
Columbo, the imperialism got diluted this
definition of  non-alignment. Now, who are
invited as guests. They are Turkey, Portugal
and Pakistan who are the part of the millitary
boles. If tomorrow they give up the military
blocs, and join us, we would welcome it but
without giving up the military blocs, they are
invited as guest. And General Zia has
said: "If it does not benefit me, then only I will
give up the bloc; otherwise, I will not give up"
And h, says it shortly after Shri Vajapye,
admits him. But the point here is, how do we
accept them as guests and support them as
guests? Isis not diluting the definition of
the non-alignment? Secondly, if they try to
equate in their declarations those forces fight-
ting for and supporting the national liberation
movement,"and the forces of imperialism. thi
equation would not work. This  will
"hiTturally be taken to be the attitude of our
country which is not in our interest.

Lastly, Sir, I want to make « mention about
our relations with the neighbouring countries.
There is a lot of contradiction in what our fri-
ends are arguing here. We have always been
working for the improvement of relations with
our neighbouring countries. It is one thing that
we should *°e as to what type of regimes are
there. But we must resolve our differences
with those countries ,,d normalise our
relations. I would say that it is a welcome sign
that the present Government is making efforts
to normalise the relations. This does "not
mean that we approve of the policies which
those Governments are pursuing. We cannot
approve of the foreign policy which Pakistan
is
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pursuing. We cannot approve of the military
regimes in Pakistan and Bangladesh. No, we
can approve of the foreign policy which
China is pursuing. One cannot understand
China supporting Mobutu the murderer of
Lumumba nor can anybody understand what
China is doing to harass the people of
Vietnam, the heroic people who have
conducted such a big struggle.

ur ow.

But we hav, got 0™ °“n problems. I do not
know why the people are expressing so much
concern over Mr. Vajapyee's visit to China.
They want to know from whom he got the
invitation. Perhaps, the, are thinking that he is
going there without passport. Perhaps, they
are very much worried that he may be caught
there. I do Viot undersVand. We have got our
own bilateral problems with China. There are
only two courses before us. We kno,, who
started the process of normalisation. This was
started by the previous Government. You
Study all th*e reports of Foreign Ministry.
What do they say? They say *We are trying to
normalise our relations, but there is no res-
ponse'. After that, some initiative is taken.
They claim that they had taken the initiative,
they sent the ambassadors there and that they
reestablished the relations with China.

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI (Tamil Nadu);
For saying that, they sent us to jail.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SURIJEET:
All that has been done. Now, there are only
two courses open to us. One is, let the
situation remain ' as it is, which means,
freezing the situation and no advance. If
anybody says that by going t, war, we can do
something, it can be their claim. We cannot
say that. The second alternative is, w, should
try to normalise our relations and, through
that, resolve the outstanding problems with
China. There, one should be very careful and
one has to be very care-
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ful. Nobody here can say that you can barter
the interests of your country with anybody,
whether it is America, Soviet Union or China.
India is strong enough to defend itself.
Nobody can do it. I think, unnecessary
concern is being expressed over this visit.
Why the very same concern was not expressed
earlier when everybody was visiting America?
Why was not the same concern expressed
when the then Prime Minister visited
America, the imperialist country, which is
responsible for organising coups in various
countries, as it happened in the case of Chile,
which has been intervening in Africa, which
has been dividing the African people, which
has been dividing the Arab people and so on?
Why was not the same concern expressed
when people visited America with a begging
bow] to the World Bank and so on? I do not
understand why so much concern is being
expressed now. Some of the friends her, were
talking about anti-imperialism but they have
argued as if our main enemies are Pakistan
and China, not the imperialists. They forgot
imperialism. Even Mr. Bhupesh Gupta took a
lot of time in explaining and in cautioning Mr.
Vajpayee who is already very much
cautioned. I can understand people cautioning
my going to China or cautioning Rama-murti
going to China. He is trying to caution Mr.
Vajpayee that when he goes t, China, he
should he careful. He is extra careful. Now,
the roles have changed. Therefore, I do not
understand why so much concern is being
expressed over his visit. It is in the interest of
our country that our relations with China and
Pakistan are improved. Somebody said here
'What was done to Mujib'. Perhaps, they do
not know the history It is American
conspiracy there which resulted in that. Who
came to power there? The pro-Soviet forces
did not come to power there. I do not want to
go into those matters. It is America which
organises coups in the world; in every
country, everywhere, it is America. Not these
people. You
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have to differentiate other  countries from the
Soviet Union. It was the Soviet Union which
stood by us at the time of the 1971 War.
Now, when Mr. Vajpayee took over, some
doubt was expressed that the first thing that
he will do will be to do away with the Indo-
Soviet Treaty. 6 A.M. That was believed. After
that our Prime  Minister  visited the Soviet
Union and they had asserted again that they
stood by those relations. They have again
and again said that their improving ihe relation
with other countries were not at the cost of their
friends. This they have made clear many a
time. Sir,I do not want to take much of your
time. I only want to say _ that we should look to
the foreign policy from the angle of our role—
we are the biggest non-aligned country in  the
world— of fighting against imperialism, against
neo-colonialism, against racialism. We should
not leave the initiative to other countries,
but take the initiative ourselves and become a
leading force in giving the better content to
the movement so that the imperialism is not able
to divide and disrupt the movement and is not
able to weaken the national force.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV) There ,re s° many speakers
(Interruptions). I think the House agrees t, sit
longer. Yes, the State Minister, Shri Kundu.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI (Uttar-Pradesh);
Why not tomorrow?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV); It will be concluded today.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
(SHRI S. KUNDU): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir,
I have been listening to this debate with great
attention.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI; Are you
speaking on behalf of the Government?

External Affair*

SHRI S. KUNDU: What do you
mean? Do you think I am speaking,
on your Dbehalf? You should allow
me this much of commonsense at
least.

Sir, I will be very brief and short because
most of the points will be dealt with by our
Foreign Minister. I would only express some
of my feelings. Immediately after the Janata
Government came to power in March 1977, 1
remember those days, whispers were floated
and people were told to wait and see, after
some time this Janata Government will be a
partner, a part of a quasi-satellite State of a
Super Power.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI; It is.

SHRI S. KUNDU; It was whispered by
some people who say 'it is', 'it is', because
they never see the result. It was whispered
that Shri Vajpayee and other people here will
fight with West Asia.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI; You are the
satellite of America.

SHRI S. KUNDU: It was also said that
India will lean heavily to one power, like the
leaning tower of Pisa. But today, at least the
gist of the speeches is this, all those apprehen-
sions, fears have been belied. All these
have turned to be day dreams. We have not
only emerged from this fire, but we have
emerged unscathed. We have restated our
independence of judgment. We have
restated our faith in the basic  postulates of
our foreign policy. The whole world re-
cognises this and I am sure the
Honourable Members in this House would
agree with me. If you do not believe in our
performances in the last 15 months.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA; 17
months.
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SHRI S. KUNDU: I cannot imagine a more
distortion of truth. I was very intently
listening to Shri Bipinpal Das, the former
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs. He did
not see any good anywhere. It is a very
strange thing. He said that we had not done
anything new to our neighbours. In any aspect
of our ioreign policy, he did not see anything
good. It just appeared to me like the four
blind men trying to identify an elephant. I
would only request, let him speak from his
heart. If Salai Dam Agreement has been
signed, or if some of the problems with
Bangladesh were settled, or if today with
Nepal we have signed two Treaties, it is due
to the fact—the most important fact—that
these countries trust us as their friend. I had
some illusion—perhaps it is not true— about
the high-mindedness, the aggressive posture,
the big-brotherly attitude which India was
accused of in Mrs. Indira Gandhiji's era. The
way Madam Alva spoke and the way our
friend, Shri Bipinpal Das, pointed an accusing
finger towards the Foreign Minister and went
on pouring sermons after sermons, I thought
he was a professor or a head-master in a
school.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: We
have only one headmaster in this country.

SHRI KALP NATH RAIL  Your
headmaster is in the South Block.

SHRI S. KUNDU; Sir, the Salal Dam
Agreement has been signed because of our
Foreign Minister having gone to Pakistan
after 12 years and creating a climate of
friendship. You must face facts. I do not
know the reason why the former Government
did not sign the two Treaties with Nepal. You
wanted to do armtwist-ing. You wanted some
of the countries to fall prostrate at the feet of
the great deity. The Salal Dam agreement is
one of the most important achievements of
our foreign policy. We have been able to
arouse confidence and trust among the
neighbouring countries. They are just like
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ears and hands. I will say here, it is I the duty of a
big country like India to not only assure but re-
assure Bhutan, Nepal, Sri Lanka and other 1
countries that We have no other interest except to
build bridges of friendship. That we have been
able to do by our actions and speeches. You will
never see the reason.

SHRI KALYAN ROY (West Bengal):
Sometimes by shameless surrender also.

SHRI S. KUNDU: We have been accused on
the floor of this House that while developing
friendly relations with our neighbours, we sacri-
ficed principles. I would like to knew what
principles we have sacrificed " when we
developed friendly relations and signed
economic and cultural cooperation with
Vietnam. [ had the honour and privilege to go as
the leader of an economic, delegation to
Vietnam. After that Mr. Pham Van Dong, one of
the great Prime Ministers of Vietnam, who
fought inside the jungles for 30 years, had come
to India. We signed an agreement on co-
operation. What is the principle we have
sacrificed there? Don't try to read anything fishy
about it. We want Vietnam to be strong like any
other country. In this area, we want that there
should be peace and stability so that we can
pogress quickly. If Vietnam is weak, if Sri
Lanka is weak, if Nepal is weak. India will also
be weak. That ig the* position. And we have
said there, when I had gone to Vietnam, that it is
our moral responsibility to help in the recons-
truction of Vietnam. India is a poor country,
capital-importing country, but, in spite of that,
we could find about Rs. 40 crores. we could find
about 300.000 tonnes of wheat. I know my
Foreifn Minister argued before the Cabinet, the
Prime Minister and others for this.

("ntemipHnns)

SHRI ANANT PR.ASAD “HARMA '
(Bihar): Sir, he ssys "my Foreign Minister";
he should sav "our Foreign Minister".
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SHRI S. KUNDU; I stand correct-ed.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; This is only a
small expression of love and affection.

SHRI KALYAN ROY; Say "my beloved
Foreign Minister", not "my Foreign
Minister".

(Interruptions)

SHRI S. KUNDU: When seme journalists
asked our Prime Minister: "Why do you give
aid to Vietnam", he had the guts and
conviction to retort back saying; "It is none of
your business. We feel that it is our moral
duty t help a country which is suffering. And
we stand by it." We do not attach any
importance to political ideologies or jargons
or cliches while giving aid to certain
countries. We have stood by it. We want to
build up an Asian personality which has been
the dreatr. of many. Asia has been the cradle
of civilization and culture for many years.
Don't you want to build that Asian
personality? You will never see the reason.
You are so much obsessed and biased with
narrow, sectarian political considerations that
you will never rise above them. Try to ri3e
above them. Read the writing on the wall. I
have got great admiration and respect for
Bhupesh Dada. He is a great man, sacrificed
quite a lot. But. Dada, I would request you to
listen to your speeches 10 years back and
now. They are like a gramophone record.
They are the same. Sir, the USSR has changed
its views on ASEAN countries, but Dada still
feels that it is a military bloc. Dada, please rise
when the world rises. Don't go back to a
stuoar, Dada. don't see the ghost of any 'bloc'
in South Block. We are not pro-anything We
are pro-Indians; we are pro-people of India.

SHRI KALYAN ROY: You are rising.

SHRI S. KUNDU; T remember with
disgust and dismay that part of history of
India, what had happened in
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the past, i, the Battle of Plassey. Clive with
200 soldiers finished 50,000 soldiers of
Sirajuddaula. Right from that day, the honour
and dignity of India is in the drain. I was in
Lok Sabha in 1962 sitting and watching in the
visitors' gallery. That was the day Bomdilla
fell, I had seen a great man like Jawaharlal
Nehru coming stooped and in terrible
condition, Hem Barua waving a telegram and
saying: "Assam is going to fall" and Satya
Narain Sinha coming and say'ng: "Don't say
anything. Don't say anything. Nehru is
terribly  disturbed and all that" That
aberration, and that mistake we want to
correct. We want to build a new India, a pros-
perous India, India for the people, with the
mandate which the people have given during
the elections after the last Emergency. That is
the mandate with which we work. (Interrup-
tions) 1 can tell you, Mr. Rai, your shouting
will not help. Try to see reason.

SHRI KALP NATH RAl Your gestures
will not help.

SHRI S. KUNDU: I have gone to foreign
countries after I became the Minister and I have
found one thing which I want to tell you, Dada,
that everybody—whether a Minister or a
diplomat, whoever he may be—is surprised at
the way the poor people of India have restored
democracy. The prestige of India is sky-high. I
tell you that the prestige of India is sky-high. 1
do not indulge in nasty jargons. (Interruptions).
Our goodwill in the world is our capital, this i3
the , capital which we have. With this capital let
us march ahead, go ahead, and let us build a new
India. During this one year of about 16 or 17
months—I tell you Mr. Rai, you can do a lot of
shouting in the public meetings—in the West
Asia and North Africa, out of Rs. 1,500 crores
r>f works so far, Rs. 740 crores work we are
doing. There is a great demand for our younger
people, engineer?, doctors and others. Let us
face the challenge, and we are preparing this
country to face this challenge. We are
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[Shri S. Kundu]

never cowed down. We will never surrender.
We will refuse to Bur-render.

Somebody here raised a point that perhaps
we did not  effectively play our role in the
economic affairs of the world. Somebody said
it here.  Recently, I attended tne ECOSOC
Conference. You know, the world is passing
through—I should not say crisis, but I should
say—economic malaise. Stag Flatisi is ruling,
that is, there is recession and inflation. There
is unemployment. At the same time,  the
developed countries are raising lots of
barriers for blocking the exports from the
developing  countries  to flow.  About
debts, about th, contribution of 0.7 per cent of
the GNP by the developed countries etc. hav,

not been implemented. Whenever we
found an  occasion, we put forth our
views very  strongly.  Because we  are

charged that we do not play our role
effectively,, I will just read out a few lines of
the speech which was made at the
ECOSOC Conference at which  this
humble self represented India. This is what I
said;

"Before I conclude, I must remind this
august gathering of the ECOSOC of our
solemn undertaking way back in 1973
when we adopted the Declaration on the
Establishment of a New International
Economic Order." (Interruptions)

MR. VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): Let him conclude. Order,
please.

SHRI S. KUNDU; "We then said:

"We shall correct inequality and redress
existing injustice,, make it possible to
climinate the widening gap between the
developed and the developing countries
and ensure speedy accelerating economic
and social development and peace and
justice for the present and future
generations..." In our irresistible desire to
see the fructifl-
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cation of the undertaking so set out, we had
gone ahead and committed to the people that
the Declaration "shall be one of the most
important base; of economic relations
between all peoples and all nations."
Therefore, this has been a charter of hope
mainly for the millions of suffering
humanity. Failure to put it into effect would,
therefore,, not only be unethical, but would
also appear to be a breach of faith with
mankind in aspiration for a better life which
ha, been denied to it for no fault of its own."
SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: The
speech should be placed on the Table of the
House.

SHRI S. KUNDU; Madam, bear with me. 1
must tell you... (Interruptions)

MR. VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Order please.

SHRI S. KUNDU: I told the world body in
these words:

"I must tell you with all humility that
unless solutions are found in the foreseeable
future, the resurgent people of the
developing countries could not be expected
to remain passive spectators." What more do
you want? (Interruption) The personality of
India i; asserting itself in the world forum.
(Interruptions) You can go on shouting and
jeering. The people would not listen to your
shouting and jeering. I will wind up because
the Foreign Minister will speak. I will not
take much of your time. I will just mention
two small points. (Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Order, please.

SHRI S. KUNDU.- About the passport
matter,, I would just like to inform you—
tomorrow we will be discussing about
passports—that since the new Government
came, we decided to allow as many people
to
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hold passports and move freely ex-
ercising their constitutional rights..,

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: Except
Mrs. Gandhi.

SHRI S. KUNDU: No, no, not even Mrs.
Gandhi. Let Mrs. Gandhi get clearance...
(Interruptions)

SHRI KALP NATH RALI: It is shameful
that they are not allowing a passport to Mrs.
Gandhi, the former Prime Minister.

SHRI S. KUNDU; You do not know the
truth. Please Sit down. Don't disturb.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: You have not

allowed a passport to Mrs. <Gandhi.
Shameless.

(Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): You take up passport
tomorrow.

SHRI S. KUNDU; Sir, in 1975 4.5 lakh
passports were given. Last year nine lakh
passports were given. This year so far we have
given seven lakh passports and by the end of
the year we are thinking of giving two million
passports.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: Will
you give the former Prime Minister a
diplomatic passport?

(Interruptions)

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Why have you
not allowed a passport to the former Prime
Minister of India? Have you got anything to
say?

SHRI S. KUNDU: You read my answers
to the questions.

Coming to the question of Haj. I would like
to share some information with the House.
The desire of the Muslim community is to
perform Haj. This year we have increased the
number of Haj Pilgrims from 18,000 to
20,000. We have allowed more doctors to
assist Haj Pilgrims, we have given more
facilities in foreign exchange and all that. We
want that the Mus-
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lims here in this country should remain as
equals with everybody and this we have been
ensuring ... (Interruptions) Sir, to wind up my
speech... (Interruptions) All right, you had
your say.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAYV): You conclude.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: The
minorities do not need foreign exchange to
feel equal. We are equals without the foreign
exchange. Let me tell you, we do not need
your charity...

SHRI S KUNDU: My speech was meant
for those who think they are not equals. It is
not for you. It is meant for those minorities
who still think they are not equals. It is our
duty...

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: We are
equals without the money.

(Interruptions)

SHRI S. KUNDU: So, I thank you very
much for giving me the time. I will again
request hon. Members: they should stop
scratching on the wall.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: There
are no walls here.

SHRI S- KUNDU: They should see the
results. I think after the Janata Government
has come, we have pursued a dynamic,
purposeful foreign policy. We want to
continue with it and see that it is successful.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Shri Kamal-nath Jha.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Tomorrow.
Now, let us adjourn.

(Interruptions)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI SHYAM
LAL YADAV): Order, please. Shri
Kamalnath Jha.
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(Interruptions) [Mr. Deputy

Chairman in the Chair]
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
Prof. Rasheeduddin Khan will speak and
the hon. Foreign Minister will reply.

Now ,
then

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:
(Nominated): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I
am happy that at last an unattached Member
has also got a chance to unleash himself on
the attached Members.

Being, very agonisingly aware of the
limitations of time in the late hour, let me add,
and being more cynically conscious of the
marginality of influences which speeches
even in Parliament have a propensity to make
on the process of policy formulations,

External Affairs

I will still try to submit certain theoretical
aspect; on a couple of major sensitive issues
for the consideration of the Foreign Minister
and his Ministry. Firstly, the perception of
international reality and linking it up with the
perceptions of the national reality, even if one
has to emphasise again, requires a very
systematic and careful study, almost
consciously. In a highly inter-dependent
world which is passing through a tremendous
phase of change, sometimes the modality in
the speed of change is so staggering that one
is almost uequal and has to be almost
continucn prepared by those who are called
upon to make policy options.

Firstly; I do n,ot agree with the proposition
articulated in this House and elsewhere that bi-
polarity has collapsed and multi-polarity has
emerged, as if one can speek of bi-polarity
versus multi- polarity and as if the
phenomenon is not one where simultaneously
both bi-polarity at the pyramid level does not
co-exist with multi-polarity at the intermediate
level. One has just to see SALT 1 and SALT
2. One has just to see the problem of
disarmament. One has just to see that despite
the fact that isms have taken in ideological
politics even when the chips are down, the two
super powers remain two super powers. Let us
not ideologically or academically get away
from it. This is one of the attempts made by
interested and partisan scholars of the more
developed countries, uncritically accepted by
some of our more sensitive minds also. It is
not the position that one can speak on bi-polar
ity versus multi-polarity. The position remains
that 'bi-polarity exists for certain aspects of
world problems while multi-polarity and
polysynthes-ism also exist. Sir, I would like to
say that there, is this framework of pyramid
where at the apex you have bi-polarity and at
different levels you have polysynthesism and
you have the position of linkages. The per-
ception of foreign policy will remain highly
inadequate or will remain lopsided if you
perceive only one aspect
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of this phenomenon and come to a policy
formation only on that basis.

Therefore, 1 say that a couple of major
dvelopments should be kept in  mind
specially  from April  1978. Freezing of
detente, about which a mention has been
made very forcefully,, is a factor to be kept in
mind and I will refer to it somewhat later. New
threats in Africa are emerging. Reactivisation
of the NATO has taken place. But,
what is  more significant, which has not been
analysed, not even mentione3, is the trilateral
commission's role in the policy formation of the
United  States  of America particularly and
also of the 12 countries of Western Europe
and Japan and the western hemisphere. The
unilateral commission  today has emerged as
the policy formulating agency having the
NATO as the stra-tegic-cum-military build up
base and multi-nationals for the penetration of
economic and  commercial strongholds.
Therefore, unless you link up the NATO, the
multi-nationals and the trilateral commission,
the whole perception of the foreign policy,

particularly of the U.S.A.  becomes  some-
what distorted. It is a fact that Mr. David
Rockefeller launched in 1973 the trilateral

commission  of which President Carter,, at
that  time the Goverftbr of Georgia  was a
private member, in which the dynamic con-
tribution of Mr. Brezezihski has to be very very
carefully analysed. Several papers have also
been published. About fifteen reports of the 7
P.M. trilateral commission  are there. [
very strongly urge that the Foreign policy office
should make a very careful study as to how does
the recommendation of the trilateral commission
impinge on the policy formulation of the U.S.A.

J
U.N.

Sir, the attempt to side-track the

Disarmament Conference is not understood
unless juxtaposition of events is made
sometimes, which is the -whole part.  On the

7th of June,
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I a very important policy speech is made by
President Carter at the U.N. Naval Academy
at  Nepals. Forty-eight hours later,
Morarjibhai speaks in the U.N. Special
Commission on Disarmament. Forty-eight
hours after that, Morarjibhai meets President
Carter. This blowing of hot and cold should
be kept in mind.

On one side, the meeting of the NATO
was taking place; on the other side,
consideration of trilateral commission was
going on and on the third side, the Prime
Minister of India goes and meets the
President of U.S.A. Now what does one
make out of all this? 1 can only say that there
is simultaneous attempt to weaken the whole
process of detente, blow hot and cold and
they try to speak a language of hypocrisy, of
sublime hypocrisy, which is capable of being
interpreted according to the consciousness of
the different parties.

The second theoretical
which I am concerned is

proposition about
the bilateralism. 1

think many things have been mentioned
about it  and rightly so. I would like to give
full credit to Mr.  Vajpayee—a dynamic

Foreign Minister—without taking any partisan
position. I think some of the things which he
ha, done are worthy of being recognised as a
very positive contribution to national
consensus. But when he speaks of bilateralism,
it has to be very carefully under- * stood,
because [ feel, bilateralism, is being counter-
posed to multi-latera-lism. I would like to
ask a couple of questions to understand what is
the being  counter-passed to multilatera-Is it a
term to imply unilateral input into a bilateral
framework?  Is it a unilateral institute and
endeavour, unmindful of a quid pro
quo? Would it be allowed to become a
soliloquay in lieu of a dialogue? Is it only a

formal one-to-one equation without
carefully calculating the balance of
reciprocity? ~ Should not , bilateralism be

conceived as just one dimension, even if it be a
valid and a vital dimension, within the larger
framework of multilateralism, parti-
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cularly in a world that is highly
interdependent and intertwined by multiple
ties of transactions? Bilateralism is not and
ought not to be presumed to be, insulation,
much less isolation of two States from the in-
evitable global ramifications. Bilateralism is
to be a situation of solving exclusive two-party
issues, without the interference of a third
party. No less and no more.  But certainly, its
operation presumes a pattern of effective
reciprocity, of mutual benefit, of a  quid pro
quo a genuine effort for keeping third parties
out of the bilateral problems and issues.  Yet,
in a world, whose major concern is the
intelligent management of interdependence at a
global and regional levels, it is both impossible
and impracticable from the operational
angle, and undesirable and illusory from
the narrative angle to speak of bilateralism per
se. Letus recognise thatthere is limits
to bilateralism. For a healthy, meaningful
and viable bilateralism, it is necessary first to
have a clear global perspective, with defined
scale of policy priorities for the region, our
own region, like  South Asia of which we
are an integral part, and of contiguous regions,,
that is, South East Asia, West  Asia,
East Africa, Indian Ocean  regions  etc.,
whose developments become factors of
significance for our own foreign policy

operation. It seems, as if now, that our
policy of bilateralism, valid  in parts—but
only in parts—imbued with genuine

impulses as it is, is based more on euphoric
sentimenta-lism, to somehow come to terms
even with intransigent aspects projected by
our neighbours. The only virtue of
bilateralism., as practised so far, has been to
partially extricate issues from obvious

external influence or interference.
Partially because, as has become evident
now, the Indo-Bangladesh  talks on

Farakka have now got mixed up with other
neighbours as well. The design of bilateralism
has now been encroached by trilateral
patterns, with Nepal standing in the wings.
Similarly, our negotiations with Pakistan,
ostensibly on
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bilateral basis, have clandestine multilateral
edges to it. This is true evfti of our efforts for
talks with China. U.S. interest is all to
apparent. Therefore, let us not naively believe
that a more formal bilateral format is enough
of a security for avoiding exogeneous
interference. Precisely because of this
limitation, there is a clear and urgent need for
working out a board global framework of
foreign policy priorities and goals, both in
terms of long-term and short-term objectives,
and then, work out within that global
framework, the specific of bilateralism,
keeping in mind enlightened national interest
and the larger global concerns.

Here, I come to the  problem  of China.
While it is most welcome that the Foreign
Minister should pursue a line of 'normalising
relations  with China', I would caution him at
the same time. I do not hesitate to say so.
Sir, I have been one of those who have always
been wanting friendship with our
neighbours,  particularly, China. I am the
admirer of Chinese civilisation. I am the
admirer of the role of China. I am the admirer
of the revolutionary temper of China. ]
have also been one of the founder-members of
the Indo-Chinese Friendship Association.
But the fact remains that you cannot
overlook the perspective of China as of now.
Quite apart from the  traditional = Chung
Kuoconcept celestial empire, middle
kingdom at the centre of the world and so on,
the whole perspective  of China today, I am
sorry to say so, particularly,  sitting next
to  Mr. Surjeet is an attempt at splitting the
world movement, disrupting the whole process
of solidarity of the third world and distorting

the pattern of the socialist countries. Here, |
would like to quote, particularly, from a
very important policy document, Renmin

Rivao  (People's Daily)  of November 1,
1977. In this, certain formulations are
startling.  First, it says:

""The Soviet Union's ruling clique haa
completely betrayed the cause
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of communism, capitalism was restored in
the Soviet Union and it degenerated and
became a social-imperialist country.. . The
Soviet Union not only turned into an im-
perialist superpower that threatened the
world as the United States did, but also
became the most dangerous source of
another world war.'

The most interesting conclusion which they
come to is this:

"In short, both the Soviet Union and the
United States are imperialist superpowers,
the biggest international exploiters and
oppressors, the largest forces for war and
aggression and the common enemies of the
people of the world."

intimately, they end up by saying:

"The conduct of the Soviet Union in
international affairs is quint essential
imperialism and hegemo-nism, without a
trace of a socialist proletarian spirit."

Then, this is the conclusion:

"Of the two imperialist superpowers, the
Soviet Union is the most ferocious, the
most reckless, the most treacherous, and
the most dangerous source of world war."

I am amazed at the formulation of and
otherwise sensitive Chinese mind. Therefore,
when Mr. Vajpayee goes to China, he should
keep in mind the Treaty of Peace, Friendship
and Cooperation with the Soviet Union and
our own experience of China. He should keep
this in mind when he sits down there for
talks. I am reminded here of a couplet in
Urdu.

a2 TZT 7 7 #27 w1 7 7 ¥z 7fev
T 97 = BF a0 wfzq a5 91 & o171 T8

What will he talk? It is impossible to talk.
As a representative of an advanced
civilization, as a representative of a
civilization which has con-
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tributed as much to world development as
China, I would like the people to take note of
thb fact that we are second to none in our
pursuit of peace. We also have a national ego
and respect and I think the hon. Foreign
Minister of India should take note of this.
Delegations from China could come here and
delegations Irora India could go there. They
are welcome. But why should the Foreign
Minister of India take an initiative to reach
China at a time when the perspective of China
is like this; I am saying it with a heavy heart?
Therefore, I am asking, when you speak ot
China, when you speak of normalisation
within the bilateral framework, are you
keeping in mind that thi« bilateral framework
is ultimately part of a larger framework or
not?

Sir, I would also suggest here that it is a
fact that the Chinese role in Africa, the
Chinese role be proxy in the non-aligned
movement in Belgrade, has encountered to the
very assumption of India's foreign policy.
India's foreign policy having' based on certain
assumptions, while we would like to establish
normalisation with China, with Bangladesh,
with Pakistan with Sri Lank, but to at all at
the cost of our principles. This is linked up
with our perception of the United States of
America. I have several academic friends in
the U.S. T have no quarrel with the academy
of U.S., but 1 am afraid that the whole
approach of the State Department and the
Pantagon, particularly Brezenski, is to be kept
in mind. The United States today stand as a
power with which the third world has basic
divergence of interest. While we have to
normalise our relations with the United States
of America, but it ought not to be done at any
cost. It was, therefore, somewhat surprising
that the Foreign Minister's visit to China was
announr::! in the United States of America.
That it was announced in the United States of
America, one fears despite the patriotic
acumen of Mr. Vajpayee and his discretion
because Brezenski and President Car-
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lev were very eager to see that somehow the
Foreign Minister of India goes. Why should
Anmerica be interested in this visit?

SHKI NARASINGHA PRASAD NANDA
(Orissa): As a second Kissinger.

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN: They
are interested in it because they would like
India to come to terms with China on China
terms. Therefore, I would very strongly plead
that India should make it very clear that we
have no belligerent attitude towards China,
that we despite the aggression of China,
despite the famous road-building by China
are still prepared to sit with a large heart,
vision, but not on the terms of China alone. It
should be terms of mutually agreed
formulation in which India's interest and the
larger global interests should be maintained.

Sir, the United States of America again is
playing a role which has to be very clearly
watched. I am afraid, while I have got a lot of
admiration for Mr. Vajpayee, I wish I could
say the same thing about the Prime Minister
of India. I hav* very severe reservations
about the policy, perspective of the
distinguished Prime Minister of India, having
known his position during the last 30 years.
His decisions are based sometimes on fads,
sometimes on spiritual insights, sometimes on
old habits, sometimes or. revulsion against
what the previous Government has done, and
partly because of the age, despite his other-
wise healthy look because of his obe hayat
which he takes, I am told. I am sometimes
worried whether the Foreign Minister as part
of a collective responsibility of the Cabinet,
does not give in again out of his culture for
the elders and culture for arranged norms of
Parliament etiquettes to what the Prime
Minister says. The Prime Minister's speeches
are horrible and I am using the strong words
because when he speaks that non-alignment
means peace for
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all, I do not know what he means by all that.
Is it something of the inner statements which
he often make?, when he says I am satisfied
in a 1 conditions, I am always happy? i« it
humanly possible for anybody to-be happy all
the time? Either a person is totally bereft of
sensitivity and capacity to find out what is
good or bad. He says: "I am happy under all
circumstances. | am satisfied". How can you
be satisfied and happy under all
circumstances? There are certain situations in
which you are angry. I think we have not to
take a metaphysical view of politics but a
clear, rational, humanistic view of politics.
Therefore, 1 plead that even at the risk of
being asked to resign, the Foreign Minister
would do well to heed the Prime Minister for
purposes of spiritual ecstasy, for purposes of
therapy of a peculiar indigenous character,
but not as far as the foreign policy is
concerned.

I have reservations about some shifts here
and there. One shift which 1 would like to
mention is--1 think he was somehow misled
into it—the shift in his speech at Belgrade. in
which he said—and I quote:

"In Belgrade the torch of in-
dependence, non-conformity".

I would underline the word "nonconformity"
because this is the first time he has used this,

"

and non-militarism  was lit.
There was a real danger that nev nations
were going to be disciplined into forms of
military deper dence or ideological
subjugation”

This is an attempt to bring surreptitiously the
doctrine of equi-distance. The doctrine should
be totally rejected because the non-aligned
world has no equi-distance between the
socialist countries and the Soviet Union's
liberation movement on the one side and the
United States and Western imperialism on the
other side. We must reject it
categorically. When
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you speak .of ideological subjugation, we are
not, out of politeness,, going to bring in this
subjugation. Yugoslavia somehow wanted us
to say in the same breath that we reject
American military bloc and we reject the ideo-
logical overwhelcoming presence of the Soviet
Union. The overwhelming presence of the
Soviet Union has served some purpose. While
I have certain reservations a'bout certain as-
pects of the policy of the Soviet Union, I have
no doubt that without the Soviet Union large
chunks of the struggle for freedom, struggle
for liberation would not have been there. So
this shift has come. I was waiting for 16
months to catch Mr. Vajpayee and I have been
able to catch him here. Somehow he allowed
his Indian compassion" to let Yougoslavia sit
on his head and say, write down these
words—'ideological subjugation'. I would urge
him not to repeat thes words. Once a
phraseology comes into an international
document, it gets repeated. The word "hege-
mony" also appeared because Mrs. Gandhi
allowed that term to be used in Algeria.
Therefore, once a term comes into an
international document, it has a propensity of
its own. Let the Foreign Minister of India,
who has extricated himself from his erstwhile
linkages also extricate himself from his recent
shackles.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Ideological.
PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:

Yes, ideological subjugation.

Sir, these are some of the things which I
wanted to say. I will end up toy saying that
despite all discordance which you have heard
from Smt. Alva to Dr. V. P. Dutt, I think the
fact remains that there is a broad national
consensus. Let us not break that consensus.
The Janata Party has done several things on
which it can b, attacked. But by and large the
foreign policy has remained outside the
purview of such attacks. If at
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all, it is more as a warning for Mr. Vajpayee not
to go the way which some of us apprehend he
might go. But, otherwise, the fact remains , that
the head of India has been held high and I hope
that that head will be held high and Peking will
give an opportunity to pla, host to them ra-than
we go as a guest to them. Thank you very much.

ot g fagret aiwed( - 39T
afs &1, 59 == § o7 qzeq7 7 @
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: Please speak
in English.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: I will
speak in English as well as in Hindi. Of
course, not at the same time. Sir. I am grateful
to the hon Members who have participated in
this debate. I have heard their speeches with
deep interest and considerable 'benefit. I must
say that my friend Shri Bipinpal Das and
Shrimati Alva are more effective in
Opposition than they were while they were on
the Treasury Benches.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA:
Sir, I could return the same compliment to
you also. You were much better on this
side.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: So, if
there are no fire-works in my reply and if I
do not reply with any passion, friends sitting
in the Opposition can very well understand
my position.

Sir. T do not understand why a strong
objection has been taken to the use of the word
"genuine". How can anybody  oppose
genuineness? Would anybody like us to follow a
policy of non-alignment which is fake, which is
spurious? Certainly not. Sir,,*he policy of non-
alignment ' is not a policy of an individual or a
party. It has been evolved as a result of national
consensus. When I was



309  Discussion on tlie

elected in 1957 to Parliament for the first
time—Panditji was alive; he was our Foreign
Minister—and when I spoke for the 'first time
jn the Lok Sabha in the debate on the
subject— though I was elected on a ticket of
the erstwhile Jana Sangh—I said: We accept
this policy of non-alignment because this is
the only policy which India could have
adopted after becoming free.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: But, Mr.
Vajpayee, we never heard you saying that
"we accept the policy of non-alignment
subject to its being made genuine".

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Sir,
we continue to stick to the policy of non-
alignment, because it is in the best interests of
the country, because it is a policy for peace. It
is a positive policy and not a negative frame-
work. Non-alignment ig not neutrality. We
can never be neutral between peace and war.
We stand for peace and those who would like
to....

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Between
imperialism and national liberation.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Of
course, I am coming to that. "We cannot be
neutral between freedom and slavery. We
stand for freedom. We fought for our freedom
and we have been helping freedom fighters in
South Africa since the days of our freedom
struggle. There can be no question of
supporting the racist white regime either in
Nambia or in Rhodesia or in South Africa
Apartheid is a crime against humanity and we
are "fighting against this crime shoulder to
shoulder with other non-aligned nations, with
other countries. We are committed to a world
order in which there will be no political
domination, no racial discrimination. Sir, we
are not neutral if freedom is imperilled, if in-
justice is perpetrated, if a war ia thrust upon
by thosd who <would like to make profit
because they are
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engaged in the trade of armaments. But non-
alignment has to be followed with regard to
changing world situation; it cannot a static
policy. Of course, we have to stick to certain
principles, but if conditions change, we have
to adjust and that adjustment cannot be ruled
out.

Sir, I am inclined to agree with the analysis
of the world situation which was made by my
friend, Prof. V. P. Dutt. The international
situation today presents a curious mix. So
much of the familiar framework of the
international relations is in a flux in the great
power context, not the super-power context.
Peace has prevailed since the end of the War,
but the search for stable and confident
international relations is bidevilled by
lingering suspicions and diversity of national
and international objectives. The confidence
in the logic of detente has recently come
under a shadow. Power politics and
ideological and block relationships have
changed out of virtual recognition. Today a
new debate is taking place on the forms of
rights and wrongs of intervention. Unfor-
tunately, continuing or incipient conflicts are
occurring in the various parts of the
developing world.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, since India joined
the international community as a free nation,
we have unaware-ingly been guided by non-
alignment and indepence of judgement. We
have sought to pursue our own developmental
path and strategy and respected the right of
others to do so. But with that right we never
doubted that independent nations, regardless
of their economic or political systems can,
indeed must, co-operate with each other. Our
guidelines have been clear and consistent. But
steering a foreign policy which serves our
national interest and takes into account the
events which erupt to the surface of the tidal
currents of economic, political and strategic
changes which are under way below the
addies and storms, demands a careful
appreciation and shrewd judgement
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Mr. Deputy Chairman, these are the oad
parameters within which we function. Our
policies have sufficient flexibility to adjust to
change and turmoil. We have the national
resilience to see the opportunities to give
positive thrust for advantage of bilateral and
multilateral cooperation. We have reason to
believe that the entire world community has a
clearer and more favourable understanding of
the objective of our foreign policy than in the
past. Some misapprehensions and misunder-
standings which had existed, have been
assuaged, established friendships have been
preserved and strengthened, bilateral relations
where they had been luke-warm, have gained
a measure of confidence and warmth.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: This is the
trouble* The moment you are speaking ex
tempore, you are talking understandable
sense. The moment you start reading, you
start rigmarole, absolutely rigmarole. This is
the proof. Produce it. present it before the
House. This is the trouble with him. I was
listening very carefully. T\Tien you are
speaking ex tempore you are making some
sense. Now it is obvious that there is not a
word of imperialism, not even colonialism in
the high-falutin, lecture. You have put them
aside.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Have I
to keep on repeating 'what I have said? [ am
sorry, Sir, my friend, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta,
can repeat his speech every year. [ cannot.

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN: Sir, the hon.
Minister said that there is a clearer
understanding of our foreign policy than in
the past. Would he explain it?

(Interruptions)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: I
would like to assure my friend, Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta, that there is no conspiracy to change
the foreign policy, there is no
deviation,
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no distortion. We firmly adhere to the basic
postulates that have governed our foreign
policy since we independent. Sir, we have to
function in a complicated and complex world.
When the non-aligned nations met at
Belgrade...

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: No, no. don't
read.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: This is
a document, the Belgrade Document. Sir, he
is very much afraid of any paper in my hand.
At the Belgrade meeting we emphasised that
the distinct identity and the authentic
character of non-alignment must be
preserved. (Interruption). What did my
friend, Mr. Sharma say?

SHRI ANANT PRASAD SHARMA: No.
I did not say anything. Prof. Ranga was
saying something.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Sir, I
would like to quote further from  the
document.

"As an independent, vital force, the non-
aligned movement has given its whole-
hearted commitment to the struggle against
imperialism, expansionism, colonialism,
new olonialif/n apartheid, racism including
Zionism and hegemony, in other words, the
rejection of any form of subjugation,
dependence, interference or pressure, be it
economic, political or military."

Can any exception be taken to this? And
we are a party to thie declaration. I am
inclined to agree with my friend, Prof.
Rasheeduddin  Khan: "hegemony" wa;
included at Algiers.

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:
Mistakes have to be removed and not
repeated.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: If the
word is used in a proper context, then we
should not quarrel over words. Let there be
no wordy duel or squabbles. Sir, we have to
see whether the substance is being preserved
or not.
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Now, people say that we are tilting towards
one particular bloc. No. we are not. We will
never do that. Non-alignment does not mean
that we have to adopt a policy of equidistance.
No. Soviet Russia has been our friend. Indo-
Soviet friendship has stood the test of time. I
was in the Opposition when the treaty with
Soviet Russia—the treaty of peace, friendship
and co-operation —was signed. And while
belonging to the Opposition, I had supported
that treaty. Whenever India was in i.:ulty,
Soviet Russia came to our assistance. In
building the infrastructure of our industrial
base, Soviet Russia has been of immense help
to us. More than 70 projects are functioning in
our country with Soviet assistance. So, there
is no question of equating one power with
another power. But I would like to claim that
we have succeeded in developing a more
balanced relationship with all the powers in
the world.

A lot has been said about our agreements
with our immediate neighbour. We have been
accused of appeasement It has been said v:- at
we are guilty of sacrificing our national
interests. Sir, I cannot accept this charge. The
Salal agreement contains nothing new. We
have not made any new concessions. It has
been arrived at on the same basis on which the
previous Government wanted to conclude that
agreement. Even then we are being accused. I
know there are differences on the Farakka
Agreement. But let nobody say that we have
betrayed India's interests. What was done for
one year by the previous regime

SHRI L. R. NAIK
out.

(Karnataka): sell-

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: . . . has
be«h formalised in an agreement. Nothing
new has been done even in the case of
distribution erf the Farakka waters. One might
differ whether there should be two separate
treaties, one for trade with Nepal and
another for transit or
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whether there should not be two different
treaties. But to say that because we have
agreed to have two separate treaties, we have
sacrificed national interests, is beyond the
mark. We have succeeded in building bridges,
of confidence, of understanding, with some of
our immediate neighbours. We have
strengthened our ties with Soviet Russia. In
this connection I would like to consult the
records. My friend, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta,
should not object to it

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Oh , no. I will
not take objection if you say good things.
Why should 1?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: My
friend Dr. Mahavir, referred to the Soviet
maps depicting our boundary, our northern
boundary. 1 know, when I was in th,
Opposition | used to raise this jestion. This
question has been raised from time to time. ..

SHRI N. G. RANGA: We marched
together again  it.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Then
we assumed responsibility, we again raised
this question and I am glad to mention to the
House that the Soviet Union has informed us
that in future the cartographic delineation of
Sino-Indian frontier in Soviet publications
will more closely correspond to the
delineation in our maps. We have yet to see
the new maps. But we have been informed
that the border in the west n sector will be
delineated by the conventional sign o' an
une”tablished border but in the middle sector
and the eastern sector the new delineation will
correspond with our own. For years the
erroneous delineation had been the subject of
representation by our Government. It was
pressed agabi after this Government assumed
office. This significant response in the light of
our repeated requests iy an improvement
which should be welcomed.

A beginning has been made for improving
our relations with the United States of
America. There are differences. Some
differences are of a
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very vital nature. But as we are wedded to the
policy of resolving all differences through
negotiations, we have adopted the course
which is best suited to our interests. I would
not like to take up th, question of atomic ener-
gy because the matter is being dealt with by
the Prime Minister. But we have refused to
sign the nuclear non-proliferation treaty and
we will continue to refuse to sign it because
this treaty is unequal and it is discriminatory
and, therefore, we can never accept the treaty
in its present form.

India ha; unilaterally decided not to
manufacture atomic weapons. But those who
continue to pile up atomic weapons day in and
day out have no moral right to tell India to
sign a treaty which is against our self respect.
Nor are we prepared to open our indigenous
atomic  installations  for  international
inspection unless the non-nuclear weapon
States get similar facility to inspect the
nuclear installations owned by 'he nuclear
weapon States. Unless all nuclear installations
are opened .'or international inspection, we
are not going to submit to any such
arrangement. It is yet to be defined what full-
scope safeguard really means.

How did South Africa get fissionable
material? Who supplied the material to Israel?
Obviously, the material has gone from those
countries who would like us to tighten our
security arrangements so far as atomic energy
installations are concerned.

Sir, on West Asia I need not reite
rate the Government's policy. We
would like Israel to wvacate all the
Arab territory that it has occupied.
The inalienable right of Palestenians
must be restored including the right to
have a separate homeland and sepa
rate State. This stand i; based on
principles. Aggression is aggression..

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: How to arrive
at that?
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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: By
convening the Geneva Conference.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Say so.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: That I
have been saying. I am prepared to repeat it.
We did not welcome the new initiative taken
in West Asia. Unless our Arab friends stand
united and if the attitude of Israel continues to
be intransigent there will be no just solution to
the West Asian problem.

Our stand on South Africa is well known.
We are helping the freedom fighters morally
and materially. But if there is a negotiated
settlement and a peaceful transfer of power,
then we would certainly welcome such a
development.

SHRI N. G. RANGA: What is the material
assistance we are giving?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: It is
not to be disclosed, Acharya Ranga. But I can
tell you in private, if you so desire. Certain
other points were raised. In the case of the
Belgrade conference, I was asked why India
did not oppose Pakistan's participation as a
guest. After the Colombo Summit, the doors
were wide open. Rumania was admitted as a
guest and so also Portugal and Philippines.
Pakistan wanted to come as an observer which
wa, resisted. We also resisted the same
demand. But India decided to go along with
the consensus in Colombo. So, we also
decided to accept. . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: CENTO and
Pakistan's participation in CENTO are there.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: I know
it Dada. That is why Pakistan cannot be come
an observer. But if Pakistan wants to leave the
CENTO, if Pakistan wants to join the frater-
nity of the non-aligned nations, if Pakistan has
come to realise that military alliances are not
going to pay, then we should help Pakistan
in that
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process Ay a guest Pakistan will
have no right to reply. They will not
participate in the decision-making.
They will be there just as a guest and
I said it in my speech so very clearly
and categorically that "I hope that
Pakistan would detach itself"................... "

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Two
things are there. Th, US military pact and
CENTO. These are the two things.

SHRr ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: It
there were no pacts like this, then Pakistan
could have become a full-fiodged member.
But even the observer status was denied.
There is a move to make it conditional for
those who want to come as guests the condi-
tion being that they should make a 1 ciaiation
of their intent to leave military alliances. We
have supported thi;g move and I hope, before
the hawana summit, something will be fi-
nalised on this question.

Sir, there is a lot of controversy as to
whether I should go to Peking or not. I
don't understand it....

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR
JEET; What happened to Zaire?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: It was
surprising indeed that my friend, Mr.' Das,
asked as to who has invited me. I have
received a formal invitation and the invitation
has come from the Foreign Minister of the
Republic of China. Can I go univited?

SOME HON. MEMBERS; No.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: But
why should this doubt be raised? After all. |
know what our relations are.

(Interruption)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: The doubt
arose because Mr. Subramanian Swamy was
telling us that there wa? difficulty.
(Interruptions). Then he left and before
leaving he said that he had no quarrel with
Mr. Vajpayee any more.
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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: May I
clarify that Prof. Swamy has gone on his
own? He is nobody's emissary.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; How?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: You
are free to go to China and also to Soviet
Union if you like.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: The
doubt arose because of what has appeared in
the newspapers.

(Interruption)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Yes,
Mrs. Alva, go on.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: don't
go on contradicting what your free Press
says.

(Interruption)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Our
free Press? I know that you would not like
the Press to be so free.

SHRI BHUPESH GUTTA: T am very
glad that....

(T?tterrupTton)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: But
the freedom of the Press has come to say and
I cannot g, on contradicting every day.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: 1
believe what the Press says. I believe them.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: No.
Please take them with a pinch of salt.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: Yes,
in future.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Recently, a newspaper in Delhi pub
lished something--------

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, 1 am very
glad that Prof.
has gone on his own. Now, Sir, the meaning
and definition of "own" will begin to change.
Something has to be written into the Oxford
English Dictionary as to what "own" means.
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SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: He
is not the Government's emissary, and he
has not taken any message from me. He
decided to go and h'j has gone.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; There-will be
a revolution if he goes with 0 message from
you. Angel of peace. ..?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
There are allegations, 1 am sorry to say.
Whatever good has been achieved during
the last 17 months was begun by the former
regime. I do accept that the process of
improving relatio. is with Pakistan was
initiated by the former Congress
Government. But I ha'/e taken that process
further. Am I to be complimented or to be
decried? | know you would not compliment
me. (Interruptions) You are a miser. I know
how I praised the former Prims Minister in
1571, without any reservation though I did
not call her Durga or Kali. No, I did not. I
praised her I stood with the Government.
Let the foreign policy be a field in which
party considerations should not be allowed
to vitiate our outlook There might be some
differences.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: This point was
raised only because the Prime Minister had
said—not once but several times—that it is
they who have succeeded in creating a new
climate of peace and friendship.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: If
there is a new climate, what i? wrong in it?

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: That is not the
point. The point is that it is not you who
have done it.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: No,
no. You started the process, and we have....

(Interruptions)

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN: 1 am
quoting what he said now. There is a clear.
.. . (Interruptions).... a more balanced
relationship with the powers
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....(Time Bell Rings) Is it the pi’
sumption that the previous Gover¥
ment were not balanced, noy clear?

(Interruptions)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYL
There was a clear understanding. L.
it iz clearer. ... (Inferruptions) Let
not fight over trivialities, If and wi ;
1 go to Peking, the horder probla
will be uppermost in my mindy
{(Interruplions) And I would like
assure the House that we will s
have friendly relations with any couj
try at the cost of any third couniry..
(Interruptions), If there is to be ;
solution, it has to be on the basis -
maintenance of our territorial i’
rity and keeping in view our nations,
self-respect. But when we have rul |
out the use of force, then there is?
alternative but to talk. We will ¢
talk out of fear: but we are not afrn‘ﬁ.
to talk...

(Interruptions)

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS. Wil yo
alsn raise the question of Chinest

- helping and training the Naga am

Mizo bhostiles and their stand ov

Kashmir? )
SHR1 ATAL BIHARI VAJPAY'
Every problem will be raised.
¥

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Your.
Jund themn about Panch Sheel ang b
Bandung spirit.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYE(
Of course. There can be no normell
sation of relations unless all outstan
ing problems are solved. Ang #
problems can be solved on the k.
of five principles of peacefu] co-e ™
tence. That T have said so m_-
times. And I hope T will succeed jnt
mission. But rest assureg fthat th-
will be no bartering away of Indis
vital interests. ’

Feqwata oft, g ara Frazmer ..
gifrewfRuiAfay mmiiEy
I an T g & fF iy e o7
arfge +  Iuwwrafa wEw, fa.‘é.wa‘tg
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%1 frafeor domem Fraterm 3o aEd
g ¥ fg Prar smar &1 Pl g
¥ forwr Afy g ¥ Ay a7 AW
&t & a1 Pray T A Pdw AT A7
S-S AT T HrAvi g A
qEdr | g% orem & mre A feor
FET § W AT TA  IEAfHFAT B
AT X g & WY @A

ey f2at #1 dvme fRw it
FT 99T e € 1 59 qIfae 3 I
dgngam g ag fa tRTgFRaR 7
S E GRS R R AR IR AL
figdi it i % fore 39 fagreat ax vt
fader Aff 77 frafor w91 w2
fo fagredi =1 fmq0 0 A% R
¥ gmEey waws § AW q9am
& | IET-AIST iy TG TAL AYaT ,
T Ra7 Tro ez IFHT@TT 7 Fg¥ 7Y
O ATHT OAT T &Y A, FATAG S
saren. faramifa + AT A9 WG @wa
faem Ao+ g & s Bed
Tt gTETC AT geteg /€7 FLT ot Uiy
fedi My afa A A @ s &I
Hifq w@ aLF 9 T IH G §
IqF G AT & 60 FUT ATAT H
gama M afasm T T 1 W
wifaama, T fega & 3%
B o TN AL TFAT |

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; That is our
only hope, only safeguard against you.

ot mee fagrdy avagdt . a3 &F
g frafemw a1 & oF TR
T Agar g gw fave § o 4% o
= gE g s Tesl #
T fFm et § @ /g W@ og
fasadier g fomd & wfgsiy @
fomier o & mawm € i@ §
QafRawaTE T IAHT Wawr fFar 7oA
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|ATHAT FT 47 98 70 faFww & o gwmm
s ad ) sgfarframitrag
gré Fgar W W afsr -
wevdta ofr, ¥ g qear avgar § v a
waw wrEfes Tl ¥ fasg oF Jwn
W19 35T QF T8 09 0 3 IV &Y
sifeq Y a7 awar g P gw Had f{E
wafey wsat & faar fRT 9w Age
IFE ST EATHT . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA; Which
peace-making is more difficult—Charan
Singh-Morarji Desai or India-China?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Peace making between the Communist
Party of India and the Communist Party
(Marxist). Now you have got it. Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, I am younger to you. I am
junior to you. But I have also learnt a few
tricks of tht trade from you while I was in
the Rajya Sabha.

JaqaTfy oY, ®|0 FZ BT 47
&9 I AN T AR F78 BT AACITH]
FT AATINT TR &7 AFar | o A
wz Y grafes sfas qa9 § qer
gt ATERIET & AT TAITG Ay
afg 1 &+ AT 3o vl 1 F
7% 9 FT AT g 1% weigi 4 s
foirg awmF § 7% o9 A ¥ faate
# = AT YN ATCEH 97, § 7F 7T FY
QEF DT @t wram g .§ fo
farerair ot T W17 357 3001 H 19T
FEV.IE IUAT 7 7Ty

az a7 a7 § wrr A9 FTAYEr
EEC I CER L BT R A
i F e A | Fas o 367 2R
oI Fer FY AT A8 %7 AR
gafaa a4 fas ug agt g1 fr Fome
wifcgees qifwet gmr Tifgd 1« @
ag it 771 T+ g7 7@ Tre=fr a8 %%
afal FT QF aueR TV ZNT WA
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8 p.M.

frare  wez #v f27 @17 g
T Aast fawae AdgT A9z
FER AT &1 0 T gHA A T
#Y afer 7 AT 7Ad A F AwHe
¥ v A A A w7 g A ww
wz fwar fozz a7 are ama @@t 21
afer dwis § w0 ava A7 wvoiwT 4r
FE 2 foqer Aidem ohE ¥ 4 4
ST, T wE e & O @ 2ol 3w
wwae T T et A9 AET F A
ot e Wt A1 8, B g -
@ & Fga v ge faa famm #ao
amor gat & f@@wT & warar @
gETEATAAT # OEe €1 Fg faan g b
forase e Qe @ g &1 qlo
e agA wedEE awed |
W Wae ) Aagl avmarag
& g T AT AT foaad &

(Interruptions)

........

o vHigg A@a. gaar &l 3|

ot sew fandt aimqdt . Sfa
gart  fazw Afr wEi weaEl
T AT g2 AT AT AT & i 2w
qA1ET T AN, SAET FT W AT § |
e et w1 R A1 g
TEAT AT 2 | F Tiierat § A1 7iEr-
7 T B2 THAAT ATFAT E | W e
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fa=rr gl % WA FE AT
HATS STEAT T GIHT TATHAAT &F
¥ &0 Tz v oA & qaer oA
o T AT AFT OF T I2vAT & (94
g0 T T3 FOAT € A fel OF
fa a7 STHT ara F § A9 TET I
feft  wogm AW FT wAeEEA
FTH ZH WL a9 T ¢ F TIAT EFT
w7 {67 ot aw 32w & o9 % foa
THeAA TEAT GEAT | oA § FEATE
fa oy e Hvfer waramdt g =tz
A TR AT LA EZ | qg @ 2
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The House then adjourned at
four minutes past eight of the clock
till eleven of the clock on
Wednesday the 9th August, 1978.



