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thing that they demand is that, as in
Kanpur and Madras IITs, the book
fung should be enhanced from Rs. 300
to Rs. 500. That is how the prohlems
aof these boys can be solved
This is a very serious matter. I ex-
pect 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, back-
ward 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 woulg suggest that the
Government should immediately take
a sympathetic and favourable action.
Otherwise, the boys, after reading for
so many years, will be going out of the
IITs without completing their studies.

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN (Kerala):
Sir, T would commend to the Gov-
ernment the Kerala example where
the State Government gives g chance
to the students in the medical col-
leges and in the engineering colleges
if they fail in g 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 Affairc, But
Sir, many of us have given motions
under rule 170 that some day the
internationa] situation shoulq 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 alsg gave another motion
that the Prime Minister’s visit to the
United States of America and other
countries shoulg be taken into consi-
deration. Iike 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
ralse a discussion on the working of
tne Minisiry of External Affairs. 1
never asked tor it. What we want to
discuss is the international situation.
You will say that we can do it here.
it 1s not that innocent as it looks. In
this discussion, under this rule, we
cannot move any amendment, we can-
not 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 ang the Ministry also
goes on. That is why this form has
been chosen. Obviously, it suits the
Government ang 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, T would have given an
amendment that this House expresses
its concern over the 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, T do not know. But then, this has
been done. Suddenly, we fing ‘Dis-
cussion on the working of the Minis-
try of External Affairs’. We do such
a thing in the Budget session. It has
been done tg suit somebody’s conven-
ience. Everybody understands the
way it has been done. 1, therefore,
wish te say this. In future, I hope,
this will not be done. The resolution
shouldg 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 partici-
pate in this. But I strongly protest
against this. If yoy are sg minded,
even now, I would like to have it
changed that the international situa-
tion 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 un-
happy about it.
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SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI—
VED! (Uttar Pradeseh): Sir, I wish
to make one point in regard to the
point raised by hon. Mr. Bhupgs_h
Gupta. I had also given, under this
rule, g motion that the present int(‘.‘I:-
national 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 Com-
mittee decided that four Ministries
could be discussed, one of which was
the Ministry of External Affairs. Be-
cause of the fact that the hon. Minis-
ter of External Affairs was not avail-
able in the last week, it was decided
that this discussion could be deferred
to the next session. When the Busi-
ness Advisory Commitiee met in this
session, it decided that in pursuance
of the decision taken by the Business
Advisory Committee previously, the
functioning of the Ministry ot Exter-
nal Affairs should be discussed. There-
fore, probably it is not either the
Secretariat or the Government but
the Business Advisory Committee
which fixeq the functioning of the
Ministry, that we are to discuss today.
This is the correct position in grder to
get the record right. At the same
time, I want to associate myself with
Shri Bhupesh Gupta. T 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 useg tg be
the practice before.

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

Sir, when Shri Vajpayeeji took
over the charge of this Ministry T was
very glad, because I thought the
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Prime Minister had chosen the right
person for the right job. He has a
very charming and amiable persona-
lity. He is very liberal in his per-
sonal and private life. He has a dis-
arming smile and, Sir, he is kn_own
tor his ability and gynamic gualities.
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 dyna-
mism in the conduct of the Ioreign
policy which is going on for the last
16 months.

The first doubt arose in my mind
when they started talking about
genuine non-alignment. When the
adjeciive ‘genuine’ was added my
douby started: What is this about,
what is its meaning? Has it been
used only to silence the persons like
Swamis and Jethmalanis of this coun-
try? Or, 1s it to cover up-the inner
conflicts of the hon. Minister himself
because of the hangover of hisg 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 Govern-
ment? Or, is it the indication that
you wanted to appease or please or
satisty somebody, some big powers in
the Wworld? 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 hag a tilt in
favour of the Soviet Union. Thig
question must be faced squarely and
must be answered squarely, What was
the tilt? No dobut, we had very
close friendship with the 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



Discusston on the

185

the socialist bloc countries stood by
India on =ll issues in which India’s
vital interests were involved. Take
for example Kashmir, Goa, Bangla-
desh. 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 atti-
tude 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 atti-
tude 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 friend-
ship was based an facts. On what
facts? On our own national interests
and nothing else. There was no tilt.

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

SHRI PILOO MODY
Rupee trade.

(Gujarat):

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

SHRI PILOO MODY: If you make
such a bold challenge, you must ac-
cept it.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: T accept it.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Then I say
Rupee trade. Now answer it. And if
you don’t know anything about rupee
trade &on't talk about it.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Sir, I give
three mejer instances. (Interruptions)
Mr. Mallick....
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SHRI PILOO MODY: Dr. Mallick,

not Mr. Mallick

(Interruptions)

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Your Min-

ister is here to answer. So I give
three instances.
st AT fag  (SER w_w)

fsaa arer wower 1 &Y ¥ HfrfoQ ) J9w
w7 faeaa #Y #9 gE F v o
T F g 7

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 I 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 con-
cept 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 Sum-
mit Conference in 1961 held at Bel-
grade. All thig is known. This
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policy has been guided by basic prin-
ciples 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
non-genuine 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 considgrations
which have guided and whith did
guide the former Government in con-
ducting its: foreign policy.

Sir, over the years, non-alignment
has acquited more substance, more
concrete content and more meaning.
It is no lunger a simple case of not
joining th s multi-lateral military al-
liance or 'hat alliance. Thaf was the
origin of it. But over the jyears, it
has acquired 2 new meaning, a new
substance. What is it? It is a
policy which stands against im-
perialism, against colonialism, against
racialism. It is a policy which” stands
in suppori of all liberation struggles.
It is a po icy which is guided by the
five principles of Panchsheel or peace-
ful co-existence, It stands for uni-
versal membership of the UN.O. It
stands for removal of economic dis-
parity between the one-third develop-
ed and tte two-third under-develop-
ed 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 estabilsh 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 correet 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 bagis 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 multi-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 re-
main 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 ecwhomic dis-
parity is not removed, as long as
equality among nations, big and small
and respect for independence, sove-
reignty and territorial integrity of
every nation, big or small, is not
assured, secured ang 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.
T 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 ang frustration now
about the 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 ar{ 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, be-
fore the world. I don’t complain about
it. But we have not succeeded the
way Wwe conducted ourselves to
achieve samething concrete and sub-
stantial. I am afraid we have failed.
There is lack of progress in our march
towards collective self-reliance which
we adopted at Colombo Summit Con-
ference. 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 i 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 fundamen-
tal difference. Neither Romania to
my knowledge, nor Portugal toc my
knowledge, nor Phillipines to my
knowledge is involved in any con-
flict 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 time that we
welcomed the Helsinki Pact signed
by so many countries. But there
cannot be an island of peace in
Europe alone. What hags happened
after thatY Wayr 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 gpirit of detente. Therefore,
there also the w.rId picture is not
very brigt.

Now, Sir, T do nut 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 1s this failure of the
Janata Government? What 1is 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. We 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 integrily, 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 concep-
tion, our move, our initiative, our
steps must penetrate through the
present power structure in order to
create g new world—may not be today;
may be in the 21st century. What
should be 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, unfortunate-
ly, 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 com-
plexion of the United Nationg has
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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 de-
velopment 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 jnternational
sphere.

Sir, their main claim—ag the Prime
Minister hag 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 solved al] the outstanding prob-
lems and nothing remained for the
Janata Government to golve. With
Burma, there wag only one problem,
i.e. about land boundary demarca-
tion. That also was almost comple-
tely solved before they took  over.
We signed the maritime boundary
agreement with Indonesia ang  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 Pak-
istan. It is we who restored the
diplomatic relations with Pakistan.
We signed a number of agreements
with Pakistan. They have recently
signed the Salal Agreement. Yes, you
have signed it. But all the negotia-
tions 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 fu- ~
ture will tell. What will be the con-
sequences 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 has 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 ig more than
double of that given by China, not
to talk about that of the big powers
who stand far behind. So many pro-
jects 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. I have
no grudge. 1 wait to see the conse-
quences of what they have gsigned in
the trade and transit agreement, I
want to wee 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 elogquent but
highly emotiona] 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 achie-
vement. I claim it. We have given
so much aid for the development of
Bangladesh. It wag 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 conces-
slons, concessions which will hit the
Calcutta Port. Sir, the Farakka bar-
rage wag constructed only to save
the Calcutta Port. Even in the Bri-
tish days, a large number of reports
were there. It wag they who pointed
out that that was the place where
we hag to construct a barrage in
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erder to save the Calcutta Port in
future, and that wag why a Mushm
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
re:ations with China gt 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 hag 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 fee] 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 matterg as
trade and communication facilities,
Pakistan has again repeated recently
jts demand for creating a nuclear-
free zone in South Asia, which is
directly aimed against us. They have
not only ceded our territory llegally
to China but they have allowed the
construction of a highway which was
opened even without our being taken
into confidence. The Ministry took
nine days 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
response 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 ig 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 sign-
ing the trade and transit agreement
with them. They are also demanding
the construction of a cana] 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 res-
ponding to our friendship?

Then, Sir, Bangladesh. We signed
recently an agreement with-
Bangladesh. We even made some
concessions in the hope that ultimate-
ly there wil] ke a long-term agree-
ment. Our proposal wag that there
should be a canal connecting the
Ganga with the Brahmaputra. Up till
now they have obstinately {rejected
our proposal. Not only that, when we
talk of this ce~] connecting the Ganga
with the Brabmaputra, they say that
in that case Chins also must be in-
volved because the Brahmapuira
originates in Tibet. Wonderful argu-
ment from Bangladesh. They are try-
ing to involve Nepal in the building
up of a river system, a gride or
something like that, connecting all
the rivers of thig 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 in-
volve foreign powers, western powers
in it. What is this? What is all this
going on? Is this the result that.we
expected when we made concessions
to them, when we made gestures to
them? I want to ask the Prime
Minister and the Foreign Minjster:
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Is this the way that we are trying to
create a climate of peace and friend-
ship in this region? What is the res-
ponse from the other side? Friendship
is a two-way ftraffic; 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 Nagg and Mizo
hostiles. They continue to instigate
Nepal, Pakistan and Bangladesh
against us. Ng 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 wus. 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 yp a nuclear plant in Pakistan.
As regards the Karakoram Highway
some of the friends from the Janata
Party said, ‘we hope that the Karako-
ram Highway will be used for peace-
ful 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 pur-
poses, for carrying goods and human
beings only?

Ag regards the border trouble, I am
not referring to it. It is a big problem.
I leave it. He knows, I know, every-
body 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 1o Nepal, another Vice-

Premier to Pakistan and Sri Lanka,
yet another Vice-Foreign Minister to
Bangladesh. And to India they send a
goodwill mission led 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, a second Vice-
Premiey to Pakistan and Sri Lanka
another Vice-Foreign Minister teo
Bangladesh, and to India a goodwill
delegation led by Mr. Wang Pin-nan
who is the Presideni 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, a5 an
independent, sovereign country, and
has shown it s0 in the recent map
when they showed the western and
south-western boundary of China. Thig
i 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 ws. It is certainly

not better than what it was at the
time of the Congress Government, In
spite of concessions and liberal ges-
tures from the Janata Government,
the attitude of these four countries
remains what it was. We must
iry to do our best to improve our
relations. We must try our best to
improve our relations and create &
climate of peace, friendship and co-.
operation in our neighbourhood. And
that must be our first priority. I
entirely agree with the Janata Gov-
ernment on that. But it appearg that

all these four countries are taking
the Janata Government for a  ride,
leading them along the gardea
path...

SHRI GHANSHYAMBHAI OZA
(Gujarat): May I make a humble

request to my honourable friend? Hé
woag a Minister himself ... (Interrup-
tions) 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 vely delicate subject.
He should be more responsible on
this subject. That is all. (interrup-
tions) T have not heard a more irres=
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ponsible 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 diploma-
tic point of view. I know much more
about it than you do, Mr. Oza.

We must do our best to normalise
4he relations. But it appearg that
these four countries are taking . the
Janata Government for a ride, lead-
dAng them along the pgarden path.
The Prime Ministe; condemned the
previous (Government’s policy saying

that the previous Government was
suffering from arrogance anq  big
brother attilude. You are free, you

are at liberty to say so. But the
previous Government followed a po-
licy of realism and, the most im-
portant, cautious optimism. That was
the approach. You are now
exhibiting an approach of
childlike—I won’t say child-
ish—exuberance in the conduct of
foreign affairs with all countries—I
do not discuss western countries—in-
<luding our nighbours. You may say
anything against the previous Gov-
ernment. You are at liberty to say
that. We had committed errors, omis-
sions and commissiong and you are
at perfect liberty to rectify past
mistakes. You can improve upon it
uand we will welcome it. But for
God’s sake, please do not do one
thing. I appeal to you—I warn you—
not tg allow this great country to be
taken for granted by anybody or 1o
be taken for a ride or, ag T said. to
be leg along the garden path. Please
do not do' that. That is important
and T warn them of that.

3 P

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

careful.

‘Our Foreign Minister iz going to
China. Well, what can I say if he
wants to go? But I have some ques-
tions to ask on this. Some questions

arise, and the couniry expects ans-
wers from them. 1 am strongly—1%
repeat ‘strongly’—in favour of im-

proving an normalising our relations
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 s
a very concrete question. As I said,
the Chinese Vice Premiers have been
going round visiting al} the neigh-~
bouring countries. Who visited us, I
want to know? Should our Foreign
Minister visit China under the cir-
cumstanceg that 1 have already. ex-
plained? 1s it proper from diploma-
tic point of view and from the
point of view of our national honour
and self-respect? What is he going
10 discuss? Has any ground heen pre-
pared for such a high level visit?
Once again I caution our Foreign
Minister against any kind of exuber-
ant and over-enthusiastic—I do not
wrant to wie 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 Fore-
ign Minister to China? I 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 activilies are
increasing there.

I want to know of the progress you
are making in the matter of econo-
mic 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 previoug 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 implement-
irng-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 js a part of India and
everybody knowg it. But what about
the statement made by our Prime
Minister, by no less a person than
the Prime Minister himself? The sta-
tement made by ng less a  person
than the Prime Minister has inter-
nationa] implications. He zaid that it
was his private view. May I  ask:
Hag 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- wag integrated was not pro-
per. And who said it earlier?
China said it; and the US said it.
What China and the US said about
Sikkim our Prime Minister hag now
dittoed. Being the Prime Minister,
Sir, he gpeaks for the nation. Was
it -not a betrayal of the national in-
terest, a gross betrayal of national
interest? Morarjibhai cannot say, as
Mr_  Subramaniam Swamy or Mr.
Jethmalani, whatever he wantg to
say. He is the Prime Minister. Here
is the Prime Minister who talks on
such a subject ag this. He has no
right to gsay this thing, that the
manner in which it was integrated,
the manner in which Sikkim was in-
tegrated, 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 vou seem to be doing.
Or, most, probably. he did not under-
stand the implications of what he was
saying.

*Sir. T 4o rot want to discuss the

nuclear policy now. We hope to dis-
cuss it on other occasions. With one
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word, I will conclude my speech. £
say this because nuclear policy, dis-
armament, etc. are all subjects of

such a nature that they must be dis- ~

cussed separately. And, Sir, we have
already condemned the statement
made by the Prime Minister on the
flocr 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, T am a student of physics and ¥ .

do not understand the distinction
between nuclear blasts and nuclear
cxplasions, 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 ex-
plosion 1s or what a blast is. But he
makes a fine distinction between
these two things and that was the

policy statemeni which struck at the.

very rcots of our policy of self-reli-
ance. Number of explosions will be
necessary to gevelop 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 under-
stang anything? Those nuclea:- powers

might be sg 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 this
iz no more necessary. But have
we «one enough to develop that
technology? Have you done much to
develop that technology? Sir, nuclear
technology has three purposes or
aspects: Omne is use of radio isotopes
for agricultural and medical purposes,
the second is nuclear energy for
rower and the third is nuclear ex-
plosion for mining, for digging
canals, for boring tunnels for oil ex-
ploration and s¢ on. This is the
Report of the International Atomie

Energy Agency and it is not my pri-’

vate view. It js for these purposes
that we want to develop this techno-

'Y
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logy. They have developed it and
they have conducted many experi-
ments. But we have not done. But
the Piime Minister here the other
day asked: “What have we gained by
this experiment?” He says that he
was a sludent of science. Can any
student of gcience by a single experi-
ment master a technology? Are we
fools or children? We are neither
fools nor childien. Sir, hundreds and

hundreds of experiments will be
necessary to develop a particular
technology, especially the nuclear

technology. Therefore, this policy
statement wus anti-national, was
against the interests of the country.
Sir, ag I said earlier, I want fo close
now,

In the wultimate 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
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 inter-
nally vou have political strength and
economic strength. When the GoV-
ernment becomes weak and divided,
and the econcmy goes down every
day, when the unity and integrity of
the nation are threaterréd when the
stability of the very political sysiem
comeg under a cloud, and when the
economy goes ¢Gown rapidly resulting
in more misery, more suffering, more
discontent and more unrest, no foreign
policy can succeed or achieve anything
however able ang dynamic the Foreign
Minister might be. Thank you, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Shri-
mati Margaret Alva, Please keep to
the time-limit, ctherwise you will be
taking the time of your party mem-
bers.

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

Sir, the foreign policy of our
country, I believe, has beenA influenc-
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ed by two basic factors., The first is
that it has giown basically out of
rigid historical commitments to cer-
tain principles and this policy has
been influenzed cver decadeg 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 {rom gall sectiong of our people,
as far ac our bLasic approach to inter-
national affairs Is involved. Govern-
ments may come and go, Foreign
Ministers may charige, but I believe,
the basic policy of this country can
be changed cnly at the cost of the
prestige of this nation, and perhaps
even the stability of the Government
itself. It ig this foreign policy of
peacefu] coexistence, of non-align-
ment of support to liberation strug-
gles and national freedom movements,
of cooperation with develcping coun-
tries in their baitle for scientific and
technological c¢eli-reliance, and sup-
port to the assertion of equal rights
of the newly independent nations of
the world, that hag given to India a
place of prestige in the comity of
nations, and has brought us friend-
ship from all guarters of the world.

It has been stated by the Janata
Government ard 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 ccuntry’s foreign policy, and that
they have set about deliberately to
rectify the situafticn by projecting an
image of India which is democratie,
non-repressive at home and non-
chauvinist and non-disruntionist
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 Govern-
ment—and the Foreign Minister
used it the other day—that it ig “a
result-oriented foreign policy.” What
do ybu mean oy result-ariented

foreign policy You have a policy,
you stand by it and you implement
it. But when you say that your

foreign policy is Result-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 Minis-
ter is not listening...

(Interruptions)

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

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHEI ATAL BIHARI
VAJPAYEE): T am not playing to the
gallery. ..

(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA:
You are yawning...

(Interruptions)

He has been speaking about having
a result-oriented foreign policy and
not being confined fo just keeping to
something which has been handed
over to him. That is why I say that
we are faced wilh 1ihe 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 bet-
ween the previougs speaker and nre
because basically we are Congress-
men and we believe in the same
policy. Non-alignment i3 probably
the most impoitant thing beeause it
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really is the corner-stone of this
couniry’'s foreign policy. Ag the-
speaker before me pointeg out, they
keep on icpeating the new term
‘genuine non-2lignment’.  And the
Foreign Minster has often clarified
it, In fact, foreign policy was not an
issue in the last general elections and
nobody asked them for any explana-
tion and no explanutions 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 arcund trymg to tilt the balance-
or trying to restore the balance, [
do not know what happened in the
process. But it has been repeatedly
said by many great gpokesmen of the
Janata Farty thal the previous Gov-
ernment had tilted too much to the
socialist side and that we were too
much dependent on the Soviet Union.
Thig had its historic reasons. There
were reasong fcr 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 RMmis-
ter quoted his speech at 4 Seminar
the other day saying that non-align-
ment, accoraine to our Prime Minis-
ter, means “‘aligning with all.”"I am
surprised thal Mr., Vajpayee should
have quoted this. 1 ask him today:
Can you be aligned with all whei you
speak about justice, can you be align-
ed with the exploiters and the ex-
ploiled, can you be aligned with
colonialists while supporting the
cause of freedcm and ean you be with
the imperialists when you are speak-
ing about the right of new nations to
their own economic self-r&liance and
independence? How can you be
aligned with all if you have a policy?
If you just want your policy T be
result-oriented and want tg get g part
from everybody ang to be with every-
body, then have no policy at all. How
can you say that our policy is to be
aligned with all? Can you be witk
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SWAPQ and other freedom fighters of
Africa and also support the illegal
regime yup by the white minority?
How can the Prime Minister and the
Govermment say such a thiag and
then have it quoteq by a Foregn
Minister of Mr. Vajpayee’s standing?
How can you say that we are aligned
with all if vou are anti-imperialisy and
if you are with the freedom fighters
and with those whg are fighting in
Atrica for their indepeudeace?  You
speak about the tilt tg gne side and
I ask why was them no tilt on the
other s.de. What hag been the role
of the United States 1, this region?
Why was the Seventh Fleet in the
Indian waters during the Bangladesh
war? What has been the role of the
United States in regard to the Indo-
Pakistani relations al] these years?
It was of arming Pakistan and sup-
porting them in their iilegal occupa-
tion of Kashmir. On several inter-
national issues, they stood against us
and today you say that the previous
Government was  responsible for
moving us away from one side and
bringing us closer tg 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
persona] friendship, what have you
got by way of 3 commitment for
Tarapore? Something has  been
given to you now. But even the
contractual obligations have not
been committed right up to 1980, 1n
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 be-
lieve, 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 a5 a
guest, Let me remind you, Mr.
Vajpayee, and I am not wiong on
this issue that at Colombo we OP- |

[ 8 AUG. 1978 ]

working of Muustry of 206
External Affairs

pused 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 say that we made a commit-
ment to Pakistan {rom the Legin-
ning, that we would not oppose the
admission of Pakistan even though
till today it continues tp 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 vou 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
hags been hostile to us 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 every-
body by your standards. You may
have undergone change of hearts.
But countries do not overnight under-
g0 a change of heart on these basice
issues, and least of all Pakistan.

As far as our statement at Belgrade
was concerned, I believe, it was toa
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 by
someone much less dynamic in the
Ministry. I would, therefore, like 1¢
ask: At a time when the movemen
ilsels iz ridden with interna] prob-
lems, with internal dissensions, whert
infiltration ig taking place, when the
very existence of the movement i
going to be threatened, in the long
run, what has India, as one of the
founder-members, to offer by way o
a solution Did your statement say
thig is it, this is it? Have you spoke:
about some concrete measures b;
which these trends could be checkes
right at the beginning? Or, do yo
believe in shoving everything unde
the carpet and lef it lie until th
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carpet cannot hold any more dirt
under it? | believe, we have to take
a positive step and a positive gtand
to see that some machinery is evolv=~
ed 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
soma f§..ialives and see that our
voice ig felt, I don’t think the Non-
aligned movement itself can survive
these pressureg for very leng.

You have spoken at home, abroad,
in Parliament and outside about the
gheat 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 re-
peat what he has said. But there are
certain other gngles which I woulg lke
to emphasise. You have said that those
accusing the Goverrrment of abandon-
ing the pationa] interests did not like
the significant improvement in Tadia’s
relationg with hey neighbours. Would
you suggest that those of us who have
been criticising something of what has
happeneq for the last few months are
not interested in improving our rela-
tions with our neighbouring tountries?
Do you believe that we want to be
at war or at g perpetual hostility with
our neighbours? But, Mr. Vajpayee,
. we alsp believe that there are cerfain
basic national interests which cannot
be sacrificed. Young men ip their
thousands have laid down their lives
to defend the borders of this country,
angd we will continuerto fight for what
we believe to be the right and just
cause of this 'natioy irrespective of
what the world or the super-powers
or others mav say about us. Let us
not believe that just because 3 Gov-
ernment hag changed. that the inter-
ests of this country have changed or
that the needs and reamirements of
this country can over-night take a
neyw turp altogeth-r. Thig country
will last heyond Governments be.
yond Foreign Ministers and beyond
Prime Ministers. Ang it is this wng-
tery perspective that you have not to
" keep in mind when you negotiate with
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your neighbourg and when you sign
agreements which gre going to bind
the future generaticns of this nations
to which we belong. I would here like
to ask you one thing more. You have
said and I quoste: “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’ad at what cost ig this
nation entering into these ggreements?
My views on Farakka have been very
well-known. Probably, we may not
see eye to eye as long as you are the
Foreigh Minister and a5 long as I am
here in the Rajya Sabha to speak and
fight about it. Let me tell you that
Farakky according tg you ang your
spokesmen ln Parliament and outside
has been a great gchievement, a great
feat of diplomatic hegotiations but I
have termed it a sell out and I still
believe it to be so. The effects on
U.P., aad Bihar in the long run, on the
Calcutta port which gre already notic-
ed, ang on certain smaller towns along
the banks of the river are going to be
a disaster, L.et me ask you, after this
agreement whep we came down from
40,000 cusecs to 20500 cusecs, ™ what
was the result? We were told in Par-
liament that in the interests of the
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 concern.
ed? 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 internationa-
lise the issue day in and day out. She
has already suggested that the Joint
Riverse Commission should be ex-
panded to bring in Nepal and China in
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 thap aaything else is the fact
that the British Prime Minister, when
he addressed. Members of Parliament
in the Central Hall—his speech has
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been circulated—referred to the
waters of the Ganga ag the waters of
the sub-continent and congratulate‘d
this Government on entering into this
~agreement. For the first time I hear
an Indian river being refe;'red to as
“the aters of the sub-continent”._May
1 know since when has the Ganga and
these river waters become the riv_ers of
the sub-continent? Whep all this wag
said. the Government stood _up. and
appiauded the gneeches which ‘these
people made in the Central Hall.

And, thep came Mr. Jimmy Carter

' offering aid for the development of the
North-Eastern region. What interest ig
it to the Americans as to whgt hap-
pens to the North-Eastern region of
this country? They offer aid Tor ﬂh-e
development of, these areas. What 1is
‘the long-range f)roject and objective of
this new-found interest in this North-
Fastern region of thig country bordel:-
-ing on China gnd Bangladesh? In this
connection. Sir, T would like to ask
one more question, Is the Government
going to consider this Bangladesh pro-
posal to drop the Ganga-Brahmaputra
link cana} project, as suggested? 1Is
Baagladesh pot going to insist upqn
that? Of course, we will be told in
Parliament that this had to be done in
the interests of the country, and as
Babuji has said once or twice_ in some
of the speeches here and thHe Pr}m‘e
Minister has been repeatedly saymg,
we have to play the role of the big
prother, after alk we are a big country
and we have to be genérous. I do mot
1ike the use of the words ‘big brother’
in international politics and nobody
likes it. What is the meaning of say-
ing that we are a large country a'r.ud so
we con ga on making concessions?
Does it mean that you can go on offer.
ing everything to others? What type
. of internationa] negotiatjons are these?

| has been said that because of this
‘s ' understatding the rtefugee problem
‘ ang the border problem have been
solved, This hag been solved at _the

|
!
!

i

|

|

’

[ 8 AUG. 1978 ]

working of Ministry of
External Affairs

cost of hundreds of Mukti Bahini pat-
riots, who have been sent back gcross
the border and whose fate has "ot
been known since they r~*urned to
their country. Is this the tradition of
this country to have handed back or
literally forced back hundreds of these
Mukti Bahini volunteers who had
taken refuge in India because of con-
ditions at home? But we say today
that we have solved the problem?
Does sending people back znhd having
them go down as others have gone,
the way in which you treat patriots
from a neighbouring country, whe
havye taken refuge in Iadia, mean solu-
tion of the problem?

210

Ag far as Pakistan is concerned, it
hag been said by the speaker before me
and I repeat that the Simla Agreement
and the first steps towards the norma-
lisation of relations wity Pakistan
were takep by the Congress Govern-
ment under Mrs. Indirg Gandhi., We
took the first bold step to see that
friendship was restoreq and a lot of
progress was made on the question of
trade and the question of ovening up
the borders for transit and go on. Whag
is the big thing that has happened
over the last 17 months? The Foreign
Minister has beepn there.
concrete results emerged out of it
except 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 heri-
tage? What else have we got? The
Salal Agreement has been concluded
on their terms. We have given
ultimately to certain
which they wanted. Then we have
got the great resolution from the
Islamic Conference reviving the call
for a plebiscite in Kashmir. Then
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 gaid. “I want te
assure the House that the Foreign
Minister knew nothing about it when
he went to Pakistan to have negotia-

Have any

in
adjustments

-. tions; he knew . 'nothing about thig
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goad, nothing about its opening up,
we 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 Min-
istry 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, Ig that =a
compliment t{o the functioning of your
Ministry or the Embassies or the Gov-
ernment of India itself?

And then comes this repeated pres-
sure at the United Nations for the
nuclear weapon free zone., And this
is  because of our own weakening
stand at the 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
Pakistani

of this, the votes for the
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 pro-
posal from that reg.on, we are pre-
pared to enter into g joint declara-
tion 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
apposing 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, 1
agree with the speaker before me
that none of us is opposed 5 negotia-
tions with China. It is an Asian
power at our door-steps, and a coun-
try which has achieved a tremendous
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lot in gdifferent fields and we 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 patrio-
tic speeches you have made in your
political career. Carry them with you
please and read them gn the way. Do
not forget what you had once said
and try to remember 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
nc doubts about your capacity. 1
would only ask one question. Why
has the Government thought it neces-
sary to send a special envoy ahead of
you? There was a big report: I think
it was on the front prage of the
Statesman saying that this special
envoy has received detailed briefing
from the Foreign Minister, not the
Ministry, but from the Foreign Min-
ister and that he wag going with the
clearance of the Prime Minister to
prepare the ground for the Foreign
Minister’s visit. I 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, I 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 improveq relations with
China. But the border is important
and the prestige of this country is
important,
no country anywhere in the world
any time in history has ever achjeve
ed greatnesg by the policy of appease-

Let me remind you that N
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ment. It is only a country which can
stand up for iis rights and assert
itself when it must, that has ever
been able to defeng itself ang 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 duly if I ignore the
nuclear policy. We have been talk-
ing 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 con-
sensus. Two things we had accepled.
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
eertain countries are trying to hold
the others to ransom, as far as these
requirements are concerned, it is of
vita] importance that in a devioping
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 Govern-
ment creates a new controversy, a
contradiction and more confusion.
Every few days, we have 5 new
controversy in the Press, because,
either the Prime Minister has made a
new statement, or, he has contradict-
ed his previous statement, or, he has
found a distinction between a blast
and an explosion, or, he has found a
difference between the past and the
present. We cannot understand where
these policy statements are drafted,
who makes them out and ffom where
they come. Everytime the Prime
Minister makes a statement, there is
more Confusion in this country and
abroad and ambassadors come knock-
ing at your doors to satisfy them-
selves that their interests have been
kept in mind before the new pro-
nouncement was made. I quote here
what the Prime Minister went and
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said before the U. N. Special Session
on 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
has piedged not to manufacture or
acquire nucleay weapons even i
the vest of the world dia :5. 1
solemnly reiterate the pledge Le-
fore this august Assembly.”

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

“In fact, we have gone further
and abjured nucleay 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  peacefu!
purposes. The Prime Minister sees
something wrong in it. 1  should
not, but I would like to ask whether
thiz was a Cabinet decision, {o 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
ag far as the scientists are concern-
ed, and, if they are safe by the opi-
nion of our scientists. But instead,
he comes back and what do we
have? He says that the 1974 Pokharan
test was  a political stunt. Could
there be a greater insult to the
scientists of this couniry? You have
ridiculeg them  before the world,
you have ridiculed what they have
achieved of which we are proud of
which every Indian citizen is proud,
by saying that it was a political
stunt. Did you consult the nuclear
scientists before you made a state-
ment like that? Did they do it to
please some political person or to
please somebody else? Was it not
because we felt that this country’s
technological development and nu-
clear programme required that ex-
periment? But no. The Prime Minis-
ter says ‘It was a political stunt, if
was not necessary and I have decid-
ed that it will not take place’. ©
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[Shrimati Margaret Alva]l

am the state, said Louis the XIV.
You laugn at s~.me others for saying
something  else. But today, what is
your Prime Minister saying? ‘I have
decided.” ‘I go to international forums
and make commitments because I
fee] so’. Is it how a democracy fun-
ctions? 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 far as the NPT is concerned, we
congratulate you on the very bold
s;and you have taken that we wilf not
sign the NPT because it is discrimi-
natory. This has been the policy of
the country and we are with you
hundreg per cent on this stand and
we hope the Government will gtand
by the commitment to the nation and
hold on to it. Then comes the ques-
tion 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 U.S.S.R., agree to these
three preconditions, he would have
no objection to certain full scope
safeguards. Now, I do not know it
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. If you are leaving out
there two countrieg from full scope
safeguards and going on saying that
as long as these two super powers
agree to this, the rest can be Tooked
after, T think, it is like—I will use
the same term that Mr. Bipinpal Das
used~—erhilq like exuberance. I do
not want to =pend more time on de-
tails, hut it has been rather dis-
appointing that the negotiations for
the demilitarisation of the TIndian
Ocean have really not achieved any
results. Wa 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 lo the freedom movements and to
the finding of a just golution to the
problems of these people. But 1
would say here once again that ag far
as Africa is concerned, you can-
not be aligned with all. You have
to be aligned with those who have
been exploited, with those who have
been denied their birth right, with
those who have paid or are paying
with their blood the price ior their
freedom. We are a ccuntry  which
has fought colonialism, we are a
country which hag 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 plead
with you, please do not quote that
statement of the Prime Minister any-
where gbroad if you want to help
this country in any way.

There iz nothing more that I wish
to say. I only want to add in con-
clusion that we do hope, Mr. Exter-

nal Affairs Minister, that at least
for the future you will think more
about our long-term interests and

this

not think as if the destiny of
country is tieq up with the term of
Government of any one party. The
interests of this country are going to
last beyond the Congress Govern-
ment, beyond the Janata Govern-
ment and beyond any other Govern-
ment that might come Th at any
time. Let us not make compromises
which we will not be 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 re-
fused to speak on them, allowing
everybody else to speak, intervene
and make statement on the issues. I
can quote two or three debates where
you preferred to sit and observe and
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let otherg intervene probably  be-
cause there are different opinions
on these issues and many of you do
not want to make commitmen.s 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 pri-
oritieg are, what your interests are
and please do not be obsessed by
result-ariented foreign policy, but by
the policy which will keep only the
interests of this country closest while
deciding on your options,

o Wi WA (Wew gIW)
Iravafe S, #Y @Y ww e Tl
& FxamEl & wIOwi F1 AT |

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

Y AINIAT AT
g2o7) ¢ AR A

T o WiT HEWE T : o1y fgeEy awe
&\ T T g9 WINT & @are 9% Al
g FTWE !

g (SR

. TR IR o 5 wage fasw W&l
& ATOT § T AAT 97 F FAET FY
F® Aow faars g, wfeq foars og
fear & m=alt 9% wed F 9@ T gE
IS F1 faT 9@ & @t 19 @
g | SN @ faar fF & g9 meer
AT ¢ a8 a1 I T W S 3.
GUE" § 98 T9 §AT AT F WL WTHT
T AT qEL T F¥ & 1 AW F anfrear
F1 faa aret ST a2F q4TS & W7 geE
1962 a1 1963 ¥ 7® g A€ AN
foad ar ¥ gidwe &1 a3 § 1965
F W) 1969 § fopdr geerl F1, I9
geF &I faeagy W sar g &
T AT T AR wgrRT ¥ wIwEr F
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T A= F forg ST w1 grr A7 @
& IF a3 A A AL AT T IAF
FTETR
DR. V. P. DUTT (Nominated):

They are repeated what you used to
say.

To W& Frd T wgry, faframa
| WEEd A @1 ¥ ¥ 8§ @ §
=T AT F AT Tgq TA F AT
Q@2 TEd AT 99 799 K7 G G
wa g9 SuT ¥ gH AT Wv g9 F Al
g AT’ FET ST 9T | gRE 98T -
AT 9T-—"FT1 AT WY & & gw
qIfFEaT F §IY FSE L, A7 B 7 |
aifea™ ¥ ag fFar a1 ag fan, g
qFEAaTT &1 ZRd a1 s Y
el TN T HIFAT FT oY | T 77 -
qT FTHAY FAT 9T G qIFFea™ &
gy arar e & fau ofFam #@
framT TomET ¥ feam, Swa qgwr o
FTIHIR X T GTHAT g7 97 JT FTHIT
#1 0% fag € & sumar fewmm nifeam &
Fool § F1 4T | qF R F By (¥
AT IEl ¥ BT T AT BrEr 1
faw 7 zafau fF s Q=g ¥ fF e
qURFEaT FIET 99T | & TIOE Ao
F, WUF TAA FT WA FAT 7,
THT AT FT FTAEAT A FAT
¥ gwaar g 5 oow ag @ ar fa
YT TFEAT BIET 39 § HIT a8 BIA
WTE T AT SFFgE F2 AR HH G,
gH IF! AT F ST & AT ATAT &7
F Afwa ag T8¢ FW1 1 & ooy gedl
ATEAT & S JET AT 1948 F E
forar =gt @1z 9 fwar o mfae 7 A
FUATRT T AT &F a9 T ORI &
o ¥ fag & som § o gwuTd w
FET AT, WO 98 FATT qifEeaE F 1
T femn, wr @i Sifear 1 SATHT
ST AT J A e ¥ 7 L@ AT
SuF! dew &1 uwg fFg i | oag



219 Discussion on the

[z10 arg ART]
ga feq fau gon o1 ? wifFem &
a I, AL NAT FL AT W (A
& fF arfream saF 919 AT GAF FL
T & ? Az 9ar 9 F A1 g i @
#. g Fie gd A gy 2, 72 fam
ma% §1 gq § fod F37 & g9 A
@Y 9% @ & | Sar 9iEf F A,
fads g farm w547 w1 F qurd
T ArEaT § gwiN FwHT arar Aw fE
fF #T WEHT @ SRR A1 & TEE
9Z FT TR T HIE AT T=90 19 Tal
WY | I 9g AgE St w1 o5 fam,
7o Agmt #1 frn Afe 7z 57 8w
AFL  IAH! I g FT TS0, AT
fafma aw arE A1 9@ AR 93F
I 2 | IAET oar @ 6 ag e 1 e
ZR{T S AT 97¢ A0 §B5 T FH FAJT
qret & fgaTs gear WraT T3 K1 GETI-
AT & @ FE AN, EA T 98 &
FLA FY FIAWFT F ) FAY F] 3 A0
fraar =, so% SR % UF SRIE
AT | Fgy -9 AT AT &
g3 g, guv gawn fagaAm & aiy
feor ) § gqmar =zaT Fowm fosam
F qT @S T AL W@, AT EI & A
IS IR el S A e S P i
am Az w4 A 3! ¥azaae A
qudT ST MAYd Hal a8 FET & A
AT T F | g g wafan v
gAR AW a7 F & IF v & a2
AT FATBI T 0 | 77 gt gd ot
¥ @A AT T FET WA WG H
]I SATCT, SHTARET FT0T HYT F4 JT0iT
FfFT 7g T FAT W 1 FF WD
O Jrg q1 AT 1 oArs T age mrer
T AMGT &7, § FTORI AT AL FAT
IIEAT | I8 Fg1 1% you say some

other people say something else

awr B 98l 9T who are those
‘some other people’ and what is
that ‘sumething’ which they said?
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SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA:
The Janata Government has learnt
many more lessons, including Mr,
Vajpayee.

(Interruptions)

Tro Wi R T : gIAT ATH I

TN e TG & | § g FgAT AT §
f& w=er zar ag W W @@ T

Tg AIFAF FT TZAT qIF 3 | Ig AT )

qEf & mowr Wt F< faar ) 97 9F
M- qaT § 93 g€ ¥ 99 qH AR
UE 9FF TGN AT AT (Interruptions)
H’E\RII L] Fgl f5 (Interruptions) ey
HIYH) FET @Tqd § gAT § 1 H Sarar
TAY A9 a7 w6 g ) war £ oag
A R | A AATEARE F AT
FAt AT T ? Ag  gar 9
g fF ST A aammn war
T AWM F QA aW F fagm § a8 ATT-
TR F&T T 5 G AW ST SHIREY
a7 TR E | A ST FIEH AT 59§,
T S famdt g ag wgEw
ZaAT AT @ A fF =E gad A
AR &9 9% & | [T gy gAr: &
@ T HZIET I & | & HIOw H 9
®AA FX A 6 AT FOG FH A
F ¥gg & fF IT9T FTI9 A 2 AR
aFgr EfrsaRr g g oo & and
Fgrai g fr ag ST s a1 g, a8
FR Y FH TS We8 F 0T F1 qHAAA
g 3 o fw 39 g #1 FEATT
& qr wwT & IFET 7 qHAFL & F
Eﬁ (Interruptions) WEIRT, FEI4 Tg
9; w71 f5 mifrem ‘sfmmde’ &7 m,
qIfFEaT FF AT T T O 3 qAES
FHNEE AR TAIfeIF WA AW
IR F HAT T3] A& g1 s |
g 9 T F Fiawar § afeeam F
WY F AT AT WX wewEr Hd
oL qrfFea T3 W qwr v gafag
5 g § o & ay qrfesae
ALY F8eq ATEAT AT, qrfeearT 1
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TG T e iy o T2 faar
NF ag T F T H AT, A F €

T ¥ [T ATZAT 9T AT FEY, Ag wATA 94

TET ISAT AT qEaT AT 1 JAFFT 9
HAY Tegor qTEE faRw Ue & M =g
1T 9% grafa 78 Fa ¥ 5 arfeema
I F &7 F 99

" DR, V. P. DUTT: That is wrong.

Don’t make a wrong statement.

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: Yoy will
‘have the opportunity to correct all
You please keep
glued to your seat for some time,

the wrong things.

AZFa, 4% UF g4 g afar g fw
arfeears S& a1 &7 5w f7ar s ar
a3¢ | ffea qa warfaar £ siar g1 ?
Fq7 warfamr fafaedr svars a1 "gen
72?7 IT ARG O ATKITH, 3T /AT
¥ fazor wealt 7 3O &% ageg frar
71, o 79 frargr 1 § 398 Arow
9T Az 741 Far. ¥ ag 78 Fgar 5
g ATT UATRT qanz ¥ w1 faewme
FI B AT IH FFET T4 A F1fow
1| IFgi arar g b ow e gan
F1fgd 1 S 71w §F gATIT R I AT A
1T wATIE g F7 Fifwar 7% fee e
$IT2T ¢ TR OF feT g agTi g g
FL AT OATES ®T & @7 g 7% |
HqI%eT 5 OFT fpar & 1 T7 qw@ 935 &7
TIRAT ATT [IT qIORRATA T 290 &
fag d@y F at fega aomaw 1%
gmfa 731 | 7 § qasTr g {5 am
TATEE gaae ¥, ffeats & wratT |
+% W[ FI AT T F ITHT § 72
FVP F[ TELT G 8 | §F WIAT T
aifgr B St qgr i & e nAET
AN - R Y S o B
Forar str g arfresma &% 30 fom
g MRl sarE A7 Seadr 877 AW
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TW I TH YTRAT § AT AT

¥ quaAr g fF wowry = 7 FE7 o

=7fRR |

WERA, THE AT IATT W7 AT
AT 5 AT HTF A AT FD
g7 wT faar | Hragarealy #a7 =
g T &, T F g 918 F37 UR
wefas faoa ot | SG T A AT
T4 T AT o T G5 57 517
TAAfEAT T FOGATT AR F
dart & e Ffow S wE & i
T/ IFTSIIA S 5775 777 97 98
HIG A T | FUAXTTA GEF AT G FEATT
¥ olapr a1 Haydrfi g qEam
F qre 9g wiwyT &7 T 9l 5§ Téf
®37 | bRey &0 wiawr a7 7 1 39
CER S N O R S
Hiq 73 qOaTH 2 wfFa wEed wa &
TS EHTITHIAT TATET & THE TFL
Hl e aF F(d § qOTF GATH0 AT qG
g g TR & Hgeard & e, w1
a1 o 3% waw, f59q 39 30 A
HAY ¥ vA gAg F1 HIAT T V@I, A8
g forE o § 1 IH /AT TIT a1
#am wr feedr et o fv &
Trgar # fr @ & Srgwia s
F27 H FT @I E IR HTIT 17 717,
FTif% wAT 78 T F1 97T 7S 94T A
THE Agr FeT AR fal g 3007 v T
Pear s+ wg<x, 7z &L A3
sfqgmay ad § § 24 5.7 F@7 g
AT T AH 7 7 7 AT T2AT A6
¥ 0g TFI qga ag FEr A | K g
frzaamt =1 U A% ™ T
fa=re £ § srzi gafrg oF 9w fadw
vl w1 aars gar g 7 W 3w AW
Fr et F1 UF AT fu¥ F Fv @A
¥ gEv e F AW R Ag A i
Tt AreTeR W % Afea fied
qAMET G358 TET F fag A7 A&
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[3T0 Wr$ AZTHR]
AAT ATAT F——~3F I97 AT T7QqT A I
517 7T uw gL ag fRadr 9t 2%
& AT AT EY &Y | HAT FZ TAAT FT
wWr & A IWRY AFAT AT JFAT
O H g5 JFIr orEdf F amew
#1 2faTa §ag wgard Fr oz aag ar
grAfen & | gHTL TR F1 o 399
7 fqemT w7 gw 3@ @17 ®) AT @ v
5 2o I F FAIFT ST T W IR
g ACHTL ST TAAT FJ0T JT ZEHT 7Y
FEATATGFIT &) AT, AISTATE F

qftags & FTew omwrd gfr
F ywezT T OIT FT AIGT FAT

gAT 1 g F15 7g A fw
IATT TR TI-IT AW F qg
‘granee’ a1 Iay 72T sArar y9rfad &,
§ qaaarg fx 399 sarar a3y Tadr 78t
g s | 7w frew &AY gard fadw
g T ¥ 1 53 fwar, o o-mE aoy
F T, GITF, RAA AT TR &
ar gt ag ey FY 1 19 o Az,
g AgIq § ITHT A FrepTr wTet
g0 F I3TIN Ay FITT A1) FETOF A
1 737 frar gav qfwears & grg
gaatar #7 feemfer form=g Fq19r
FTETAT 1 g Frar a0 | oS FAAr
forar a1, Tl A195 7F 7F FT AT
Ffoar ? gaw g o« prarwar E Ay
aifas fF 5w frorr § o) oY w=2w 93,
WEl aF 1T 75T ¥ IgY AW AT Iy
FEq A0 T+ | ATT I FIF AZMT
T & AT 3T a8 FEd & 5 v adr oy,
Afre & F27 17 93 T, ITFT AT
Fafs

ZET, AT AN F AT T AT
qIa Fg T H Feq FB7 1 T 07 F
qry gAY TFey 998 2, AbwT § fager
wel St & quAT =rgAr g R oFar a3
Ao g1 g9 & waq ~gferae fed &
IR F i@ F IR § a3 30 7
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Fgam o 1 gROET
FIFAF @I 2 | AGAFT T qIT (937
fra g7 at: & o 37 @ TR FRT
®F & GAT IR FAT Fo00 Y gH I
AT Zort 1 wEAw farr e Y

TF 97 agT AT H AT TR H

AT TFT & | ATTHRT A T1E Z0AT F0fE T )
T F 7T AT FER T 8 A
Fad W B qfR T w77 9w fzarg
AT TET ] ) AT W AT FW @
T T AT 3 X FJ0AT J0A0 7T O 3
TAIT & FT AT, TFAT GIAT THT FT & |
§ qmaragar § fr o#ar wwwe ¥
EAF T T TIT ISTITHIT AT I5TAT
qr BT FT TR FT 29% JI{ 47
FAT

TIRA, AEHEaE EEel & oae
¥ afigor-gaf uforar s v g3 Frer qrar ¥
TAfT W | I VAT ATGTFH 37
AEEFQH TETHT X AETT I7 T AT
AT FT OF Fa 91 737 917 & g
frr W #7 3%w 6T & gw a9d, 39
T FTHTT FT JAGT a1 37 T
§ sprorr w3t 3 £ 59 AT S0 eAT
fear v o

ZdT T3 § AL AT ZATAC & 3AF
wfawrdr Praw a1 & 98 3 KO
¢ vz fa3er wet S gAgFET AL IF
gax 1 feare frar 1 fam o & g
wraon A Fafse =1 sadar & wefir
S § o T-0T9E FHT A AFTEN QEATF
a1 | § wa7ar g ga% far 37 ™ A
AT F 0T EH g0 AAD F AH-
FT0eat wr 1 fagaarg § SaFT AT A
eATT AT ATavAF g | § Agar
AT WATET TAET AT €17 3 |

3E ;A Er S FATEY WA
faamt § a¥ & 7y 3ot & fr 930 =
gu T F ATLT ¥ QY gEART AATY TE,

LT Arifwar F 9 v FA § | 3HA
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SATARIICH FfoTzat 707 & § Y Sray
g 75T € P 7% wfsarzar 51 1 ferq
afe gar g Frar o @ 1 & awear
g Prarem g9 4 A aud,
A32T 77 gAX AW H a9 § gvay @y
FEHAT T W TAY AT 1 57 IF
feaf & @msr & grm 1 7T =&Y afero
WHIFT A8 39 § TgT IR &, a8l &
3 frardt =w=a § fF 9 & dfes
FtaAy &, Seitfrafar arfast § s
a=at &1 farerr F1 7Y 67 fadr | a7 gwTy
FTFTT FTHT 3T AT &) QI A7 &7
it &t 5 F 9T F qrw mod
Wz graey qC @ | ¥ Smgar g fr
9 AT eara fRar g = oA @
garzfey qUT F TR A WIT AT
gfafafica & go Tio Fd3efare ¥,
F1%; forerad gea 1 faeet &1 o
MNT F AT a8t & IART AT §
5 ardEt &1 HOA 7Ed & AIET
Azl & o ag e ey, F
73 fray i 3w afer &y 9w
oY fadty = & awq ady &1 & =g
B Aeft v g oW sy BT F

AZw, ¥ TAA7 FE L AT
T g FF fadw w41 off & §aaq ueg
T &Y wOAT WreT #F W fEar ag wdrw
qt f7 ar@ farfagr & arg @sT
grar g e & § wgar g v e
ggerfan s AT gfaaT & gesT
gU AR F, 1 el ga FTqH E ITH
#ay g wed ag | & o fauey & el
 grgar w5 sEsR
faTi® ATy AATI N F AT T |8; )
AL GTHTT AT g8 99 [0, FHaAAT
¥ fan qurd & wex T8\ Ty TAfaAt
F gardr @rdf & ARIATH H I®

g &, sAw @ gw o @m
4 pog, TART E | A AT 5 FaHT
I3 § T §H g% Wl T g
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F € I JSH F AT WA 29 qwA Y
€7 wafedt & @7 g% @ gmry
Tt Y et gE o T o g@
IE I | ATET gL AT * HA
Tifafera Qaar &, gera gfesor &
T3, T H W AT qATE FAIY | geaTe |

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 suppos-
ed to be implemented with a truly
national outlook, keeping in view
the traditions that we have upheld.

(The Vice-Chairman (Shri Shyam
Laj Yadav) in the Chair}

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 asses-
sment 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 ynderstand-
ing of the present-day world situa-
tion in terms of the western powers
and may be, also of their require-
ments, 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 realisti-
cally and objectively reviews and as-
sesses the situation from the stand-
point 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 inter-
ested now in glossing over the dark
side of the developments and, above
all, the culprits in the present-day
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jnternational situation  particularly,

the U.S. imperialism.

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 reduceqd 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 armg 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 con-
ference, 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 bil-
lion 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-

[ RAJYA SABHA 1 working of Ministry of 228

External Affairs
tions going on.

At the same time we saw
the NATO powers directly inter-
vening in Africa and Zaire, well,
supported by the US Task Force,
And following that military inter-
vention 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 inti-
midate 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 pre-
venting democratic, peaceful, re-
unification of the countries which is
the common desire of all Xorean
people, There they .-are equipping
the armed forceg 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 give many, many examples of
this type. We are in the midst of a
new counter offensive by the imperia-
list 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-
lism, has lost its initiative in inter-
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 tech-
nigque 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 dis-
armament, 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 univer-
sal peace and set about the task of
building a new international econo-
mic 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 im-
perialist power in the United States
of America. After the Vietnamese
war they have become desperate to-
day. That is the situation today.
And where is the recognition of this
fact? Now the United States of
America has taken to new manoeu-
vres, 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 hap-
pening in the context of relations
between the United States of America
and China. Today China is in opcn
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 ag-
gressive 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
of it. The collusion and collabora-
Tion between the United States o\
America and Ching and between
‘China and NATO powers is g danger-
ous major factor in international situ-
ation. Is it being taken intg account
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at all? Is it being, assessed? Are we
adjusting our policy and projections
keeping in view this dangerous deve-
lopment 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 forceg of African national libera-

tion. Have we taken this into ac-
count? Nothing, of the kind is being
done.

Shri Vajpayee is my old friend
and naturally I have been reading his
speeches very carefully. 1 have got

some very interesting paper, This is
“INDIA NEWS”...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
SHYAM LAL YADAYV): May I just

point out to yoy that the time allot-
ted 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 YADAYV): What can I
do?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I will
not take much time I know that
time has to be divided among various

Parties, If necessary, we can sit a
hittle 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 offi-
cial policy. Mr. Goray, our High
Commissioner in London, sends a
message which is published in INDIA
NEWS of the 29th June. Thig is
brought out by the Indian High Com-
mission. 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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Well, the Soviet Union is g friend-
ly, 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 read-
ing Mr. Morarji Desai’s statements
about Mr. Charan Singh. They are
doing 1t with weapons in their hands,
with material and moral support,
with diplomatic support and so on.
Well, Sir, we find that all these
people have been equated now. Sir,
here Mr. Vajpayee spoke the other
day, I think, on Saturday, in Delhi. 1
was not present. I wanted to he
present to hear my friend, Shri
Vajpayee, in a seminar in Delhi. There
he said something very interesting.
He made certain utterances in. his
speech on last Saturday. He said:

“In this somewhat confusing pic-
ture today . . .”

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

“In tbhis somewhat confusing pic-
ture, the relevance of mnon-align-
ment vr, as our Prime Minister put
it, alignment with all, has emerged
with greater conviction.”
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So, from alignment fo genuine non-
alignment they have come and now
alignment with all. Alignment with
all.  Alignment with tae Soviet
Union, alignment with America, ali-
gnment with Vietnam, alignment with
Chile’s junla: 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 liberaticn
movements, against imperialism, and
it is for association with the forces
of national liberation movement. It is
not the policy of flirting with every-
body as they think. Alignment with
all! Qur Prime Minister has said
that. When did Mr. Morarji Dsesai
understand our foreign policy? I
should like to know that. Did bhe
ever understand it? If so, what was
that? Alignment with all? Sir, these
are all meant to cover up and to pre-
pare the ground for taking the coun-
fry 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
saems s0.

I never say that our foreign
policy has changed. The main feaftur-
es remain. But, within that frame-
work, nibbling has started and these
distortions have begun and these ja-
viations have begun in a calculatcd
manner. Recently, they held a con-
ference 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, represen-
tatives from America and from
France and so on, but not from
Vietnam. And, Sir, the Government
of India spent about eighteen lakhs
of rupees on this. What a generosity!
Well, Sir, you see the list of those
people who have vparticipated in the
Ashoka Hotel seminar or workshop on
disarmament. Some of them are
known to be associated with the CIA
and we bring them and put them in

N
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the Ashoka Hotel and spend the
public money, about eighteen laklis
of rupees, in order to start a work-
shop on disarmament! Or, are we
starting a workshop to sabotage owm
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 wag 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 re-
lationship 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 {(he
kindergarten will laugh by reading
this. What are you talking? Talking
through your hats? Has it happen-
ed? 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 te
take away the country as far as pos-
sible from its moorings of friendship
and cooperation with the Soviet Unicn
ant other countries of the socialist
community, from the friendship that
has been built.

We shall be tomorrow cele-
brating the Indo-Soviet Treaty
of Friendship and  Coaperation.

No won<der, the moment genuine non-
alignment policy was announced, the
Americans welcomed it as a change
for better relations with India. It is
not accidental. Thev have Dbeen
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 dis-
tortion has started, deviation has
started. A dangerous situatien 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 tak-
g anti-imperialist measures, hy 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 s

happening? Today
they do not condemn the American
intervention, it was done openly.

Even the British Prime Minister hesi-
tated 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 interven-‘

tion. Nothing of the kind has been
done.

. Sir, some other things are happen-
ing. 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 con-
demnation against China, Cambodig
has been put up artificially to give
pbrovocation to the Vietnamese people.
All the offarg  of the Vietnamege
peoble for » peacefu] scttlement of
the problem have hoon turred 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 preblem,
and we support the Vietnamese people-

ancll we just oppose the position
China has taken? Well, if vou remain
silent, what does it taean? What

does it imply? The Americans want
to utilise China as a kind of lever in
ordrr 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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with China. There is no doubt about
it absolutely. (Tvme 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 Yyou
have good relations with China? Good
relations must ‘be built on certain
principles. These principles have
been laid down at the Bandung Con-
ference in 1955 and earlier in the
Panch Sheel Agreement of 1954°?
Where are they? Are they absorb-
jng 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 un-
ravelled. 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 opera-
tion 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 mnot
making any comment on it. But did
you ask Pakistan to quit CENTO?
‘All the others are asking. Even when
the Pakistani Government is wobbl-
ing, why don’t you ask Pakistan,
directly or indirectlv, to quit CENTO
in order to have friendly relations”
(Interruptions) Anyway, Sir, he is
saying ‘yes’ 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 bemng involved in the
Amerjcan arms race. Sir, America
thinks that after the SEATO is gone,
the ASEAN countries, so-called
ASEAN countries, should be utilised
as a kind of spring-board for neo-
colonialism in that region, particularly
as a counterblast against the develop-
ment 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 1
can say is that we are a little dis-
turbed, 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 wup. It 1is not
possible that way. Even the Ameri-
cans do not ask us to give up non-
alignment, The age of Dulles has
passed. But America wants to
undermine the anti-imperialist con-
tent by breaking or disrupting rela-
tions between the newly-freed coun-
tries 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 Vajpayce
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. I would say that the
Afghanistan development is an im-
portant and significant ang 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 policemarn
of American imperialism in that re-
gion—he is using his force and mo-
ney as he has been doing elsewhere—
summong you and Yyou rush there

NE S
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and talk {p him. What you have
talked nobody knows. The previous
Government started this kind of cul-
tivation 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  Parlia-
ment. These are very significant de-
velopments.

Sir, all I say, therefore, ig that
the present foreign policy is in dan-
ger of being subverted, of being dis-
torted, of being mauled by the pre-
sent Government. And I am very
sorry to find our friend. Mr. Vaj-
payee, acting ag a witting or an un-
witting tool of such a conspiracy
against the foreign policy. The task
is to save the foreign policy, to de-
fend it, not to allow the conspiracy
which ig going on not in the United
States of America alone or in the
NATO, CENTO, but right here in the
South Block where: thg Pro-Ameri-
can, pro-imperialist elements have
come on to their own and they think
that now is the time to distort and
change it in 3 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 po-
licy is in danger of being subverted.
At the same time, I have the greatest
confidence in our great patriotic peo-
ple, in our anti-imperialist tradition,
in the heritage that we carry for-
ward, and unitedly we shall defend
our foreign policy, we shall prevent
the gubversion, and we shall carry
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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 pgpeaking 1 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 speecheg 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 oOur
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 resolu-
tion, not this kind of a thing, so that
we could register in the form of @&
resolution what we want and what
we do not want. But, again, I say,
we are confident that we shall suc-
cessfully resist the subversion of our
foreign policy, strengthen the anti-
imperialist content, develop our re-
lations with the anti-imperialist for-
ces and carry forward the fight
against imperialism which is now in
collusion with Maoist China.

SHRI CHARANJIT CHANANA
(Delhi): Before I gtart, Mr. Vice-
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 respon-
sible statements, because it ig a
very delicate issue. T would only
say that this unfortunately reflects on
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those Benches from where some
casual gtatemenis are made. In fact,
those statements outside the country
are taken ag Saocking  statements.
The casual statement made by  the
Prime Minister on Sikkim was really
a very unfortunate statement. He
diq not stop there. Then he contra-
dicts it and the press does not leave
out anything at all. This was fol-
lowed 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
wag also contradicted. They do say
so. But it was published 1n 11
daily newspapers of the United
States of America.

We thought our hon. Foreign Min-
ister belonged to a disciplined
school, which boasted of at least one
thing about which my colleague has
just now mentioned, namely, pat-
riotism. I feel that in thig particular
field we must build a positive co-
relationship between our statements
and ¢ v performance. That is very
important. Keeping quiet about it
also was, on the part of the Thon.
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 wag said. Well. in a par-
liamentary system just like the Bri-
tish parlinmentary system such an
important statement can lead to the
resignation of the person who makes
a wrong statement or the person who
holds the portfolioc on which a wrong
statement is made.

Now, Sir, while talking on the
performance of the External Affairs
Ministry—I have seen itz  Annual
Report which is a sketchy one—TI say
that there is one very good thing in
this Report, namely, that the  hon.
Foreign Minister has promised the
continuitv of the foreign policy But
now a new ‘concept has rome into
existence after the statement of the
Prime MWinister and we will have to
discove!’ a touchstone to test everv
commitment and every statement that
he makeg and find out whether it is
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a genuine one or not. First of all,
we wil] have to ascertain the genu-
inenegs of his non-alignment. That 1s
why when people askeq me a ques-
tion about the performance of our
hon. Foreign Minister at the Bel-
grade Conference, I told them that
you must appreciate one thing and
that is that the hon. Foreign Minis-
ter did not go to attend a  confer-
ence which was a genuine non-
aligned conference but only a non-
aligned conference,

Now, Sir, there is another im-
portant 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 po-
litical relations of a country are
concerned, more so in the small de-
veloping countries. T would request
you to see the performance of im-
portant countrieg in the South Asia
and South-East Asja in the recent
past. You can  start seeing  their
formance from the year 1970 on-
wards. The first estimates of the
Chinese economic performance were
released by an American agency
based at Hong Kong. It is very in-
teresting to know that the first esti-
mates put the oil resources of the
Chinese territory at a very high
figure. And, this was, at a time, whet
the Americans did not have an en-
try into the mainland. If you  see
the subsequent eight or nine esti-
mates when they hawve, in fact, got
involveg in the economics of Chinas
you will gee that the estimates have
gone down. Well, T would like you
to interpret this in the best possible
manner that you can. America’s
foreign policy towards China ig de-
termined by twqo important factors;
one is economic and the second is
political. Now things in that deve-
loped 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 muliinationaly 1nvoived
in the suppiy of arms and ammuni-
tion and in tne supply ol other unings

A did not want the U.S. Administra-

b
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“tion 1o withdraw from there. But at
that time, che peopie of America did
not want, and tnat teeling is gtill there
they have developed energy .or
invoivement in the war in any oul-
side territory but they do not want the
white skin to be involved 1n that.
Their involvement hag limit and that
limit is a very interesting limit, ihat
is, in the field of economics and not
in the field of politics direciiy,
although indirectly it does have a
correlation with politics. Now, Sir,
you would gppreciale and would
agree with me that after the with~
drawa] 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 surpris-
ingly been able to deviate from the
line of product they were in ag far
ag 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 wag a very big market
for the developeg world and if you
see the trade relations and the per-
formance of China, you would see that
it wag dominated—and till today it

is dominated—by Japan angd  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 alwayg call it as an American
umbrella. I would not like the Gov-
ernment to interpret it; I am just
quoting what it ig called there. Now,
whole foreign policy there is being
deve'oped 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 jtem 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.
has not that feeling in the ioreign
fpolicy or the defence policy. Even
the second generation equipment of
theirs is the first generation require-
t:e1t of China because even when they
have started this revolution of tech-
nological and scientific advancement,
stili there is a very big gap. I do not
g0 by the figures given by the CIA
cstimates at all as far as China is
coacerned, because I have been to
China recently and I wish China
develops very fast, but I would not
like to go by the CIA estimales be-
cause that is a salesman’y estimate
rather than an aclual 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 beon to 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 the main issue, 1
would say, their outlook is politico-
economic. Now, do we have to judge
our foreign policy from what suits
America? That ig a very importan:
question. Do we have to become an
instrument in their hands? Do we
have to pleass the Uniteq States of
America by pleasing China? This wag
in 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 ha should have taken the eleven
newspapers which I gave them but he
says: Woh jhootha hain. They are
liers. And you know thig very Ameri-
can press on whoy vou depended
during the emergency. You useq to
quote from this thing. Angd a very
interesting coincidence was that this
very reporter wag 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 gre doing, a process which
is a very wrong process. Let us be
ourselves. Let us build the foreign
policy which should be 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 cne country like ourg to stand on-

its own. Anyway we do not want fo
get ourselveg involved in the fight bet-
weep them and the Soviet Union or
between China and America. My point
is that qup foreigp policy is deviating
from the slogan which ig a very im-
portant slogan, and that is that we
have to be ourselves. My second re-
quest and g very important request to
the hon. Minister is that—it might be
at the cost of repetition—let ug stick
on to what we say. In fact, you have
very kindly sponsored an annual re-
port which does say that you would
continue, in regard to foreign policy,
all those policies on which there has
been consensus, cutting pgainst party
lines. The Janata Government appears
to have pledged to the basic continuily
of India’s foreign policy followed
hitherto. Now, my request to you is
that, for heaveén’s sake, have a genuine
commitment to that.

The third point that I have to make,
the third submissica that I have to
make, to the Foreigp Minister is that,
let us do something positive, India
can be proud of one very important
thing and you would agree with me if
you go inty the statistical background
of this that in the third world, India
hag had the best performance as far as
aiding the developing world is con-
cerned. I would give you one example
which a friend of mine quoted to me
yesterday, of Tanzania. Now, I have
nothing against any big country. But
T am just giving vou an instance and
that instance ig that we were also the
tendererg for building a railway line in
Tanzania. But the Chinese got it be.
cause they gavye the lowest rate there,
Then, I asked him ‘Why did the rulers
of Tanzinia wind up that contrast?
Actually, it was a 1700 Kms. contract.
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But after the completion of the first
800 Kms, they stoppeq it there. It is
important to remember here that Pre-
sident Nyerere made a statement at an
African conference you can check it
up—that the best consultants and the
best advisers ia the third world are
the Indians. Then the question I ask.
ed my friend was ‘Why are you saying
this?’. The Chinese did 5 very inter-
esting thing which, of course, was
good for them. It is this Forty thou-
sand Chinese went from Ching to build
that railway lne. All the equipment
went from China. But they did pot
train a single Tanzanian, They did
not at all generate 5 genuine ecanomic
development there. After the first
800 Kms. was completed, Prezident
Nyerere askeq them to get put of the
country. We definitely do not behave
that way. We have iy Tanzaniy and
in other African countrieg and in other
developing countries 5 very high re-
putation and my request to you is that
you should maintain it. We did make
a gstart in this sphere before your Gov-
ernment took over ang I amj gure you
would be positive enough to float an
idea Mke this. Whep you are thinking
of a new economic order India has
the respomsibility of developing a
smaly garland out of the master gar-
land which is known as the new eco-
nomic grder. India shoulg 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 Souty Asia.
It may be known as the South Asian
Economic Fraternity or it may be
known as the South Asian Club. I wag
surprised why there wag a pnumbness
and a meaningless—or, I do not know
whethey it was meaningful—silence on
the part of the Ministry of External
Affairs after the Shah of Iran came
here and floated the idea of an Asian
Common Market. Asian Commen
Market may be a stage ghead of wus.
But why can’t the Ministry of External
Affairs take the initiative, why can’t
a leader Hke Mr. Vajpavee take the
initiative, of orzanising » movement, g
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 deve-
lopment ang the economic indepen-
dence in this zone. You will also be
respected more than you would be by
becoming a tool in the handg of a big
nation, whatever the big nation.

Ag far as the neighbouring countries
are concerned, I would not like to re-
peat anything. But oae thing I would
say that the previous Government, the
Congress (I) Government did gchieve
something. You shoulq have taken
that.

DR. V. P. DUTT: Congress Gov-
ern'ment, not the Congress (I) Gov-
ernment.

SHRI CHARANJIT CHANANA. 1
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 state-
ments. You started saying that you
will stick 0. to a process known as
‘continuity’ and then you started chan-
ging the process of that continuity
also. When the Farakka talks were
going on, I do not know due fo what
reason, under what pressures_you took
the whole thing off the rails. 1 say,
you should be honest enough gbout one
thing, posterity woulg not pardon you
for this deal at all. You made a simi-
lar thing with China. Well, 36€ cannot
put in under any other caption, but
‘ridiculous’. Thig is what people say
and this is what has been happening.
The hon. Foreign Minister is trying to
go to China and till today the agenda
is not known. We do not see the
agenda berng evolved. Normally what
happens when a Foreign Minister goes
to a country like China where wa
have a cleavage of I7 years, some
homework is done. The homework is
not done in the South Block, it-is done
by the official team....

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA:
Mr. Swamij is going To China.
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SHRI CHARANJIT 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 natio-
na] system at gll. That gsmacks of
something, I would pot say what I
leave it to you to find gut. I am only
saying, for Heaven’s sake, take the
country intg confidence. I know the
hon. Foreign Minister hag a wonderful
aesthetic sense. He can go and see
wonderfu] art n 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 ig concerned, because inciden-
tally when he goes theréhe goeg there
ag g Foreign Minister and ot as an
individual.

Unfortunately, Sir, we are living in
an environment of contradiction. This
is one thing 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 makeg a statement
and the hon. Foreign Minister tries to
exphaip it. That is not the right sys-
tem. I thought you could develop a
'model which was an RSS mode] of dis-
cipline at least. But po, the perform-
ance is belying that ig contradictory.

Therefore, I would submit that you
must prepare an agenda. It is in the
nationa] interest. In that agenda you
must, first of all, justify what 15 the
urgency of your visit. One of the hon,
Memberg has just now explained that
exchange of football teams soccur
teams, volley ball teamg ig a wonderful
thing. The visit of the hon. Foreign
Minister could alsg be a wonderful
thing but it shoulg be very meaning.
ful, it should be a visit with a target,
it should be op the sgenda. Unfortu.
nately, Sir, it is not like that, At that
time your Ministry will have to work
ag g Ministry, we cannot stick tg an
tndividual at all. Your Ministr, has
to put the vision of the country, it
hag to project the image of the coun-
try. But, unfortunately, the image
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[Shri Charanjit Chanana]
tha: vou are depicting is not tha goo
imagé. This is the reason why I am
saying that the image depicted is not
good. I am leaving it to you to judge
what ig happening,

So. your foreign policy, my submis-
sion to you is, should be the India’s
foreign policy. It shoulg not be like
an individual’s policy. I will tell you
just one thing. T"was in South Korea.
Ag an individual you can promote ideas
which might $e spiritual ideas. Medi-
cally these might be very good ideas.
I saw the quotations of the Prime
Minister in one of the South Korean
towns in the urinals. I was shocked
because they talked about ‘medicinal
idea only. Massive consumption of
urine can be as an individuaVs slogan.
1t can be the glogan of the Prime Min.
istey of g country. But we canno®
make it a national grink at all. I am
not in a light moo& I am 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
-cap donate his house, but he cannot
donate 14000 kilometres of the ferri-

tor of the country. ¥You don’t
have the right to do it. Nobody
has the right to do it. I do
not agree with Bhupesh Dada when

he tallted of English as half-American,
I know he was talking in philosophy;
he was not talking in terms of langu-
age. The hon. Foreign Minister under.
stands English ag well as Hindi. My
only submission to the Foreign Minis-
ter js thati there is g thing known as
Deshdroh. 1 know it is a very bitter
word, but we should be very careful
about it. The nosterity is going to
judge you. Deshdroh is one of the
crimes which is always registered in
the history of India as a very negative
crime. Therefore, myv submission to
the Government, including the hon.
Foreign Minister ig that the external
affairs’ policy that you evolve should
be a policy Which can be operated in
right term¥ aad should also be one
which should be ; national policy,
which shouldq be in the interest of the
cauntry. It should not be guided
by the prejudices or predilections of
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one Padividual man. It has to he a
policy which must have a perspective
and when you are thinking of a ners-
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 op-
portunity to take part in this im-
portant 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 oppoesite benches. I had ex-
pected that I would really hear from
the Opposition benches some good
critique or at any raw criticism
of the foreign policy. But what I
found was that vy friend, Shri
Bipinpa] Das, about whom I had
hearq so much as a . foreign
affairs expert in the previous Go-
vernment, unnecessarily entered into
a defence of the doings and mis-
doings of the previous Government
in foreign affairs in a rhetoric which,
as far as the present affairs are con-
cerned, 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
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Shakespearian actor on the stage
had some message, to give, his
speech was withou* any mes-

sage. What I fouand 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, parti-
cularly 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 speak-
ing, somewhat of an old man receiv-
ing a chiding and advice from his
spouse on his doings and misdoings
outside the house. And Mr. Vaj-
payee should deem himself very
fortunate that this afternoon he 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= 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
im-eria’ist forces 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.
Whep referred to South Africa, he
never referred to the rate of Cuba
and its force entering intp conflicts
there. But he did make a reference to
NATO and all that.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am
very Sorry...

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

SHRI K B, ASTHANA: I am 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 F.. B, ASTHANA: I 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 ot an issue in the party’s
manifesto during the elections; to
quote ‘“the new  Government reaf-
firmg 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 continua-
tion 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 ‘gen-
uine’,

SHEI K. B. ASTHANA: As far
as I can see, ‘genuine non-alignment’
means this. Whatever dust and dis-
tortions came in the last decade with
greater force, our Foreign Minister
ig trying to remove. It is essentially
the process of removal of dust and
distortions the resultant is known as
ithe ‘genuine non-alignment’, nothing
more. In fact, it is—as 1 wunder-
stand it—a concept, it is 4 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; suifice 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 brigh-
tened up in the comity of nations,
and for that our Foreign Minister, our
Prime Minister and the whole Foreign
Minisiry personnel deserve grateful
thanks of our country.

AN HON. MEMBERS: Yes, yea.

SHRI XK. 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 makingt any departure. We want
to be friends of all. Keeping the

nation’s interests and preserving our
dignity, we want to build up our
relations, and we have been able to
build guod 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 con-
clude 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 opera-
tion in the Holy Family Hospital
here. He goeg 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 ‘and that even His
Maiesty 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
higher level—certainly the relation-
ship 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
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about Bangladesh. They said that
they did this and that in 1971. Well,
after doing all that, what did you do? ﬁ*
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 I am saying
i3 that it is no use being critical to-
day of what you did yesterday. I
say that if you criticise our present
policy, then you are doing nothing
but criticising your owp 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 Dag who criticised our atti-
tude towards unclear exvlosions, 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 explo-
sions so that with pride we can go
before the world. (Time bell rings)
Well, this nuclear weaponry is rather
a devilish workshop, and the Ameri-
cans are to be blamed because they
first. . .

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

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
right whep he says that at no cost
will there be nuclear explosions here-
after, for I know, with the littie
knowledge of science that I hava

le
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gathered, that nuclear explosions are
not necessary for use of nuclear en-
-ergy for peaceful purposes. It is not
‘necessary, as the technology is well
known, to make fresh explosions.
It is only when yoy want fo invent
something new as a weapon of des-
truction that newer kinds of nu-
clear 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
of, and no criticism should be made.

Then, about Sikkim some observa-
tions were made. But you know, our
policy is—and that is the real messace
of “Panch Sheel” which wag inven-
teq 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 wsas
talking only -as a philosopher when
he said that he did not like, he did
not approve of, the method of unit-
ing Sikkim. (Time bell rings). He
only meant this that in our...

THr  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 LAI. 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, there-
fore, appeal to my (friends bn the
-other side to think deeply before
they criticise. Instead of giving some
constructive 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 de-

bate against your past policy. The

debate is on the present policy.
So. ..

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

SHRI K. B, ASTHANA: ...your

energies should have been directed
towards telling, us what to do...

(Time bell rings)
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN

SHYAM LAL YADAV):
conclude.

(SHRI
Please

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

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

SHRI K. B. ASTHANA: Why not?

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

SHRI K. B, ASTHANA: Just two
words and I will have finished. I
want our Minister of External Ai-
fairs to keep two things in mind:
One is that the goal of foreign policy
should be, as cur Prime Minister-
also said, disarmament, and the
other 1s equality of all nations. Since
the time is short, I am not at the
moment going to speak on disarma-
ment. But I would like to say a
word on equality of all nations.
India should strive for g modifica-
tion or an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United Nations Organi-
sation to get rid of the veto which
the four great powers enjoy, Our
foreign policy should be directed to-
wards that objective... B

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

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHLI
SHYAM LAL YADAYV): Dr. Dutt,
only ten minutes please.

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

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
SHYAM LAL YADAV): I request
the hon. Member kindly to appre-
ciate. ..

DR. V. P, DUTT: It is not possi-
ble to make my observations in such
a short time. Anyway, let us not
waste more time...

SHRI JAGDISH PRASAD MATH-
UR (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, YADAV): There is
a time-limit with us. If the House
decides to sit as long ag Members
want to speak, I have no objection,
Dr. Dutt, your party is left with
only four minutes. Still, I am al-
lowing you ten minutes. What can
be done? Kindly appreciate my
difficulty.

SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWl-
VEDI: We will go beyond 6 o’clock.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHR1
SHYAM LAL YADAV): In any
case you are going to sit beyond §
o'clock.

"SHRI DEVENDRA NATH DWI-
VEDI; We will go on.

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

St W= ar 77 W (famw) -
ITQATETST HGIST, T THA FT qravar
FIAE AT TG A IR FoIR FE,
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fF 7 felt &1 w2 2 Afoom 1 R
®T FH &9 q1 GEAIT IS | [T AT
9 F WY OF 9T Fdid Q& av
BT & 1| %X 9T 39 faug &1 agr
HETOA FLS @ € AV a8 TH gHaT TEv
g 38 q1 qviY qaar awET &, AfeT &
qIH! SMd g ... (Interruptions)
zafay faaT awa om0 g@R e F
Y W Y F9 I3 gwy faeer mfgu
I A T H R TOEL AT G
afer wo felt Y wg & 5 oy
5 fome qum frenn S ¥R g
gRTE |

IIEAT (A TR TG 07 )
FfRam s @ g g oF ol %1
Ty frgifea & | g7 a=T e <
g € % foeer @97 & gg% o TaaTrd
FX I AfET AACFE . |, (Interruptionsy

S At et B LTS I (L
o1 fegma & = AT L

Irwreew (| wE T er) o
T &1 g FE IR & | AT dggw &
ar QI gr ' |

s axz Aty fgad : o= fAae
T gy o § g m@r &

WY WA THE e gH av
ggam 3 AT ww S & gge &
7 %9 ¢ 5 o quw feerm foew
Frem arer fegdis g amar g |

Juegrre (ST ",'-“f":a') 3
§ wmar g fF 3 awgda o SO
T g
DR. V. P, DUTT: I would have
probably finished by now...

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
SHYAM LAIL YADAV): It is not
S0 eagy.
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DR. V. P, DUTT: Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, 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 conti-
nuity of Indian foreign policy. I
welcome that. And whatever comm-
ments T 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 poli-
ticking. If we look at the interna-
tional situation, first we can see—
I am sure the hon, Minister will him-
self 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 pos-
tures of the past are being struck ag-
ain, 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
progresg towards disarmaments, The
non-aligned countries are facing
greater challenges and bigger pres-
sures and there is no movement for-
ward 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, com-
mentators and academicians are look-
ing 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 he
perhaps a period of cooling off or
disengagement. Some others have
said: Wo. On the other hand, they
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should have involved the Soviet Uni-
on in a network of more agreements
carrying the lure of more trade and
technological agreements, also im=-
plicit 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 in 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 po-
wer of one or two nations is dead and
gone for ever and that the process of
painful and prolonged.

U10Q ST Wd}SAS [EUOI}BUIIUI Y} PIJEU
~TUIOp 9ABY OUM dSOU} J0J juawisnipe

But there is another dimension also,
which is what interests us. To
the reality of the international situ-
ation. 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 under-
gone 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 inter-
national system in which the leve-
rage of super powers over each other
ag well as over others is being redu-
ced. This is what we often call the
blurring of the east-west line, the
disintegration of the spheres of in-
fluence 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 Viet.
nam mare elogquently 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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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 suffi-
ciently used this trend to expand the
area of influence and leverage of the
non-aligned movement and that we
could have made greater use of this
opportunity, but we have not been
able to do so. The non-aligned
movement is facing tremendous
pressureg as the honourable Foreign
Minister himself has said at a semi-
nar the other day. I do not know
what exactly has been our role ex-
cept what T 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 interna-
tional scene, Now, what is the media-
tion 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 prin-
ciples against imperialism, against ra-
cialism, against neo-colonialism, must
remain steadfast. I am sure that
the honourable Foreign Minister
would tell us that they have remain-
ed steadfast, that the Government
sticks to those principles. This ques-
tion arises because in his speech at
the seminar the ather 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 feel-
ing that much of the problem can
be traced to what I have seen in the
Press, to what is being said again
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and again, I mentioned it in the
seminar also. But, since the Minis-
ter was not there, I might repeat it

here. A phrase is being used again
and again that we are follow-
ing a result-oriented foreign
policy., Now, Sir, I am not going

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-buil- .

ding, then it is another matter and
I have nothing to say about it be-
cause it is just a question of image-
building, But, if it ig a serious pro-
position, then Sir, I would like to
raise some questions, some serious

gquestions, for the Foreign Minister
because, after all, foreign policy
is not like, what should I say,

madari ka pitarqg 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 ig the result of responding intelli-
gently and flexibly and according
to principles to developing situations
and it is the art of maintaing friend-
ship and extending the area of
friendship and minimising the area
of enmity, but again without sacrific-
ing on€’s principles. But, if you go
in for quick results, if you want to
show, that this is what you have ac-
hieved 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 fér, I do not
know on whose advice or on whose
formulation, quick results. If you
are trying fo go in for quick results
no foreign policy can succeed since
foreign policy does not admit of quick
results.

Sir, T would like to take up thz
question of our policy of friendship
with our neighbours first.  Sir, the
policy of friendship with our neigh-
bours was one of Jawaharlal Nehru’s
cardinal principles of foreign policy.

»

\
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For this he wag ridiculed and reviled.
By whom? By those who are ador-
ning 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 sneer-
ing 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- This is all 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 I am saying
is that at every step there were forces
which opposed the policy of friend-
ship that Jawaharlal Nehru followed
with our neighbouring countries. And
in fact, today also I was surprised:
Dr. Bhai Mahavir roared Iike a lion
when 1t came to criticising Jawahar-
lal 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 com-
plaining? I thought he would say,
since I was opposed to what you were
doing then, since I was saying that you
should not have done this, then to-
day also I would say: Please do not
go ahead, I oppose this also. Can there
be g greater example of double talk
and double think? This is what our
fear js that it is not conviction but it
is the need to achieve quick results. I
hope I am wrong.

7% SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:

Did I say “quick”? Please do not mis-
quote me...
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AN HON. MEMBER: He 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 were the people who oppo-
sed it, who are now sitting
there; silting there at the time
they were opposed to it, But also

there are certain principles, Who 18
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 I plead guilty to
it, T hope you have not sub-
stituted it with petty-mindedness
and supplicatior. 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 guspicion
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. I 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 up its membership of
military alliances and come into the
non-alignment movement. But do not
compromise your principles. I was
sorry that it was left for Afghanistan
to do so, whereas India welcomed
Pakistan there as a guest member,

Now, somebody raised a
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,

question
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that we should not have agreed to it.
But if we did agree, even then [ say,
here our own national interests are
involved, You don’'t get up and wel-
come 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 re-
lations 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, ag I have said,
foreign policy is too serioug a matter
to be left partisan or political consi-
deration. Take China, for instance.
Now, I am not gne of those who would
oppose the policy of trying to find a
solution to our problems with CHina,
trying to normalise relations with
China and trying to discover a com-
mon language with China. Certainly
I am nol 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 affecfed. But

again it should be on certain principl-
es. 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
to say about

that you have nothing
all these matters,
China.
rings).
context of finding a solution to
border and other political problems
between China and India. It cannot
be that China can say whatever it likes
about India’s nafional 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
at the expense of friendship
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.
1 am just now winding up. You must
give me two or three minutes more.
I 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
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 re-
pressive Government on the African
contnent. I{ is a Government which
imprisons itg own citizens without
trial and then tortures them and kills
them in prison. It is a regime which

You do go to
You do have talks. (Time bell
But the talks must be in the

decides which communities will live
where according to skin and
colour, It can even declare a person

hon-person.
are a2 non-person,
you and nobody will publish anything
from you. And five million people
out of a population of 25 million

the’

one will not be’
with’

You are living but you :
Nobody can talk to’
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people are trying to maintain  their
dominance. This is the root cause.
Angd it was the Scuth African effort
to go to Angola in October, 1977 which
led to the Cuban intervention. It was
that which led to the Cuban forces go-
ing there, because if South Africa had
succeeded in Angola, it would have
dominated the whole African conti-
nent. Therefore, Sir I say that you
must also analyse what the root
causeg are. I am not saying that there
should be foreign intervention in
Africa. 1 want that the African States
should find their own solutions to their
own problems. It is not my argu-
ment that there must be more confiict.
But I say, the rcot cause must 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 com-
mitment to soldarity with the deve-
loping countries, and our commitment
to principles in relation to our neigh-
bours must be maintained for our
foreign policy to carry conviction.
Thank you, Sir.

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET (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 in-
dependence, 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 help-
ing 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 peried. 1
would not agree and it cannot be pro-
ved that we have been helping Viet-
nam, 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 Revolutio-

nary Government of Vietnam. After
everybody else in the Non-aligned
world recognised it, India has recog-
nised it. Not only that. In relation
to Cuba what had been gur attitude?
Because of the pressure of the US im-
perialism, where was our trade with
Cuba? Even in relaiion to some other
countrieg like Korea, what attitude
we have been taking? So, I do not
want to go into all that. 1 only want
to say that it ig 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
jimperialism, 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 feafureg in the policy which
the present Government is following,
But then certain vacillations and dou-
bts arise that we are not in the fore-
front of the struggle against imperia-
lism and neo-colomalism. Even if you
go through the debates of the Belgrade
Conference which was held recently,
you will fing that Afghanistan, where
a revolulion 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 lag-
ging 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 im-
perialist 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 gtand?

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 conson-
ance with our foreign policy, but he
said that “our new policy of liberalis-
ing imports for capital equipment will
no doubt be of interest to your indus-
trialist 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 his-
tory. In the struggle against imperia-
lism for our national independence we
have got a lot of experience about im-
perialism. Even subsequently we have
got the experience and know that im-
perialists always tried to create diffi-
culties 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 i 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 im-
perialists are {trying to divide the
forces of liberation, divide the people
of Asia, Africa and the Latin American
couniries and imperialism ig launch-
ing a counter-attack. In Asia, Africa
today there are three centres of ten-
sion., We have to judge our foreign
policy in relation to what attitude
we are taking towards those centres.
One is West Asia. We are amazed to
see what is happening today. In our
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earlier declarations and statements of
the Colombo Conference, in the
Burexau 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 gigns a joint declaration,
a communique, with Mr. Carter, he
misses the key issue involved in the
West Asian crisis, namely the right of
the Palestiniang for their homeland.
There is something in it about the
Palestinians but not their right to
their homeland. That is misseq com-
pletely because we know why  you
don’t want 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 ag-
gression cam  be justified, although
they go on talking about the peace-
ful settlement of  their problems.
That is why on that issue, so far ag
our Government is concerned, even in
the Report which was placeq before
the House relatisg 1o the work of the
Foreign Ministry, there also even the
imitiative 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 Dbilateral
negotiations ang wanteq separate
agreements between Egypt and Israel,
between Syria and Israel, bypassing
the main issue of the liberation of
Palestiiiap people. We do not want
that there should be any vaccilations
on the part of our Government,

The next question ~1s of Southern
Africa What has happened? I do
not want to go into the whole history
or the problemg being faced by Nami-
bia or Zimbabwe but I want to men-
tion gbout the French Portugese im-
perialist intervention in Zaire. We
havs not heard a single statement
either from our Foreign Minister op
from the Prime Minister or the Go-
vernment of India, Our Prime Minis-
ter at that time was Brusselg but he €
did not utter a word about it, ot a
word of symnathy to those who are
fighting against tha regime of Mobutu,
the murderer of Lumumba who was
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hailed in a big way in our country
as hero fighting for national libera-
tion. We have not done anything
about. it. That is why it shows vacil-
lations. Why are we Mot doing  it?
And I was amazed to listen from the
Janata Party members that they are
trying to equate Cuba with imperiaiist
intervention in thomwgaintries and
they want to point gut that Cuba is
doing the same thing. Cuba has
categorically stateq that wherever the
people are fighting for national libera-
tion, they are there to helo them, We
comrmitied ourselves gt Columbo. Our
country has committeg itself at Colu-
mbo that whatever 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 vacillatioi.e 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 ten-
sion ig Korea. Evep after so many
years, after 17 or 18 years, American
forces are there iy Korea. Recently,
manoeuvres on g very large-scale
were carried on and America ig try-
ing to see that Korea is divided and
two Koreas are made. And here is
the Government of India, here is
our Foreign Minister; I have trieq to
study his speech. There is pg men-
tion about Korean wunification. A
reference to it is in the declaration
there because therg are other forces
in the non-aligned countries. You
find a reference made very boldly in
the speech of the Foreign Minister of
Afghanistan but not in the speech of
the biggest country’s Foreign Minis-
ter. Shri Vajpayee. There is pg men-
tion about Korea at zll. Why? Is
it because the American forces are
there? 1Is it that we do "0t want to
displeas> America? Otherwise what
is it? We have fought against British
imperialism; we have made tremen-
dous sacrifices; we have stood in the
forefront of the struggle ggainst
imperialism and we do not want our
country in »nv wav-—when the issue
comes of independence or liberation—
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to vacillate, and vacillate before im-

perialigm. That is why, on all these

issues, there have beedl lot of vacil-

lations.

Now I come to the question of the
attitude we have taken at the 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? Ear-
lier, at Columbo, the imperialism got
diluted this definition of non-align-
ment. Now, who are invited as guests.
They are Turkey, Portugal and Pakisa
tan 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 blacs, they are inviteq as
guest. And General Zia has said:
“If it does not benefit me, then only
1 will give up the bloc; otherwise, I
will not give up.” And he says it
shortly after Shri Vajapyee admits
him. But the point hére is, how do
we accept them ag guests and support
them as guests? Is is 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, thig eduation would
not work. This will Haturally be
taken to be the atfitude of our coun-
try which is not in our interest,

270

Lastly, Sir, I want to make g men-
tion about our rekations with the
neighbouring countries. There is a
lot of contradiction in what our fri-
endg are arguing here. We have al-
ways been working for the improve-
ment of relations with our neighbour-
ing countries. It is one thing that we
shoulg see as to what type of regimes
are there. But we must resolve our
differen~es with those countrieg gnd
normalise our relations. 1 would say
that it is a welcome sign that the
present Government is making efforts
to normalise the relations. Thig does
ot mean that we approve of the
policies which those Governmentg are
pursuing. We cannot aoprove of
the foreign policy which Pakistan is



271 Discussion on the

[Shri Harkishan Singh Surjeet]

pursuing. We cannot approve of the
military regimes in Pakistan  and
Bangladesh. Noy we can approve of
the foreign policy which China is
pursuing. One cannot undarstand
China supporting Mobuty the mur-
derer of Lumumba nor can anybody
understand what Ching is doing to
harass the people of Vietnam, the
heroic people who have conducted
such a big struggle.

But we have got our own 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 invi-
tation. Perhaps  they are thinking
that he is going there without pass-
port. Perhaps, they are very much
worried that he may be caught there.
I do mot understand, We have ggt
our own bilateral problems with
China. There are only twp courses
before us. We know who started
the process of normalisation, This
was started by thé previous Govern-
ment. You Study all the 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 re-
established the relations with China.

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

SHRI HARKISHAN SINGH SUR-
JEET: AIl that has been done. Now,
v'there are only two courses open fo
“us. One is, let the situation remain
‘ag it is, which means, freezing the
situation and no advance. If anybody
says that by going to war, we can do
gomething, it can be their claim. We
cannot say that. The second alterna-
tive is, we should try to normalise
our relations and, through that re-
solve 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 15 strong enough to defend it-
self. Nobody can do it. 1 think,
unnecessary concern is being expres-
sed over this visit. Why the very
same concern was not expressed ear-
lier when everybody was Vvisiting
America? Why was not the same
concern expressed when the then
Prime Minister visitedq America, the
imperialist country, which is respon-
sible 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 ex-
pressed when people visited America
with a begging bow] to the World
Bank and sop on? I do not under-
stanq why so much concern is being
expressed now. Some of the friends
here were talking about anti-imperia-
lism but they have argued as if our
main enemies are Pakistan and China,
not the imperialists. They forgot im-
perialism. Even Mr. Bhupesh Gupta
took a lot of time in explaining and
in cautioning Mr. Vajpayee who is
already very much cautioned. T can
understand people cautioning my go-
ing to China or cautioning Rama-
murti going to China. He is trying
to caution Mr. Vajpayee that when he
goes tg China, he shoulg be 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 Pakis-
tan are improved. Somebody said
here ‘What was done to Mujit’. Per-
haps, 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

4
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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 assert-
ed again that they stood by those
relations. They have again and again
said that their improving the 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 {0 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 g 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 gre s®
many speakers (Interruptions). I
think the House agrees to sit longer.
Yes, the State Minister, Shri Kundu.

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

THE  VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
SHYAM LAL YADAYV). It wil} be
concludeq today.

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

SHRI KALP NATH RAI. Are you
speaking -on behalf of the Govern-
ment?
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SHRI S. KUNDU: What do you
mean? Do you think I am speaking.
on your behalf? You should allow

me this much of commonsense at
least, 'Y

274

Sir, T 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 feel-
ings. Immediately after the Janata
Government came to power in March
1977, I 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 bLelied. 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 agrce 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: 1 cannot im-
.agine a more distortion of truth. 1
was very intently listening to Shri

Bipinpa] 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

foreign policy, he did not see any-
thing good. It just appeared to me
like the four bling men trying to

identify an elephant. 1 would only
request, let him speak from his heart.
If Sala] Dam Agreement has been
signed, or if some of the problems
with Bangladesh were settled, or if
today with Nepal we have signeq two
Treaties, it is due to the fact—the
most important fact—that these coun-
tries trust us as their friend. I had
some illusion—perhaps it is not true-—
about the high-mindedness, the ag-
gressive 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 WMARGARET ALVA:

We have only one headmaster in this
. country.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: Your
headmaster is in the South Block.

SHRI S. KUNDU. Sir, the Salal
Dam Agreement has been signeq be-
cause of our Foreign Minister having
gone to Pakistan after 12 years and
creating a climate of friendship. You
must face facts. I dp 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 coun-
tries to fall prostrate at the feet of
the great deity. The Salal Dam agree-
ment is one of the most important
achievements of our foreign policy.
We have been able to arouse confi-
dence and trust among the neighbour-
ing countries. They are just like our
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ears and hands. I wil]j say here, it is

the duty of a big country like India

to not only assure but re-assure

Bhutan, Nepal, Sri Lanka and other J

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 Ben-
gal): Sometimes by shameless sur-
render also.

SHR] S. KUNDU: We have been
accused on the floor of this House
that while developing friendly rela-
tions with our neighbours, we sacri-
ficed principles. I would like tg kncw
what principles we have
when we developed frieadly relations
ang signed economic and cultural co-
operation with Vietnam. I 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 Minis-
ters 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 stabi-
lity 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 is the' position.
And we have saig there, when I had
gone to Vietnam, that it is our mnral
responsibility to help in the recons-
truction of Vietnam. India is a pcor
country, capital-importing country,
but, in spites of that, we could find
about Rs. 40 crores. we could find
about 300.000 tonnes of wheat. T knowr
myv Foreien Minister argued befcra
the Cabinet, the Prime Minister and
others for this.

(Tnterruptions)
(Bihar): Sir, he says “my Foreign

Minister”: he should sav “our Foreign
Minister"”,

sacrificed®

-
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SHRI S. KUNDU; I stang 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 scme

journalists asked our Prime Minister:
“Why do you give aid to Vietnam”,
he had the guts and conviction to re-
tort back saying: “It is none of your
business. We fcol that it is our moral
duty to help a country which is
suffering. Ang 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 dream of many.
Asia has been the cradle of civiliza-
tion 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 fo rise
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 gramo-
phone record. They are the same.
Sir, the USSR has changeqd its views
on ASEAN countries, but Dada still
feels that it is a military bloe, Dads,
please rise when the world rises.
Don’t go back to a stupar, Dada, don't
see the chost of any ‘bloc’ in South
Block. We are not pro-anything We
are pro-Indians; we are pro-people of
India. i~ " .

. SHRI KALYAN ROY: You are ris-

Ing.

SHRIT S. KUNDU: T remember with
disgust and dismay that part of his-
tory of India, what hgd happened in
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the past, in 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 Bomdilly 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 any-
thing. Nehru is terribly disturbed
and all that.”” That aberration, and
that mistake we want ty 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 man-
date with which we work. (Interrup-
tions) I can tell vou, Mr. Rai, your
shouting will not help. Try to see
reason.

SHRI KALP NATH RAI. Your gus-
tures wil]l not help.

SHRI S. KUNDU: I have gone to
foreign countries after T became the
Minister and I have found one thing
which I want to tel] you, Dada, that
everybody—whether a Minister o a
diplomat, whoever he may be—is
surprised at the way the pgor pzople
of India have restored democracy.
The prestige of India is sky-high. I
tell you that the prestige of India is
sky-high. T do not indulge in nasty
jargons, (Interruptions). Our goodwill
in the world is our capital, this is the
capital which we have. With this
capital let us march ahead. go atliead,
and let us build a new India. Dur-
ing this one year of about 16 or 17
months—1] 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. 1500 crores of
works so far, Rs. 740 crou-es work we
are doing. There is a great dernand
for our younger people, engincers,
doctors and others. Let us face the
challenge, and we are preparing this
country to face this challenge. We are
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never coweqd down. We will never

surrender. We will refuse to cur-
.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. Re-
cently, I attended the ECOSOC Con-
ference. You know, the world is pas-
sing 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 un-
employment. At the saome time, the
developed countries are raising lots
of barriers for blocking the exports
from the developing countries to
flow. About debts, about the contri-
bution of 0.7 per cent of the GNP by
the developeq countries etc. have 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: N . L SRR

“Before T conclude, T must re-
ming this august gathering of
the ECOSOC of our solemn  un-
dertaking way back in 1973 when
we adopted the Declaration on the
Establishment of a New Interna-

tional Economic Order.” (Interrup-
tions)

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

SHRI S. KUNDU: “We then said:

“We shall correct inequality and
redress existing injustice, make it
possible to eliminate the widening
gap between the developed and
the developing countries and en-
sure speedy accelerating economic
and social development and peace
and justice for the present and fu-
ture generations...” In our irre-
sistible desire to see the fructifi-
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cation of the undertaking so set
out, we had gone ahead and com-
mitted to the peopie that the Dec-
laration “shall be one of the most
important bases of economic re~
lations 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
has 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. I must tell you... (Inter=-
ruptions) '

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 humi-
lity that unless solutions are found
in the foreseeable future, the re-
surgent people of the developing
countries could not be expected to
remain passive spectators.” What
more do you want? (Interruption)
The personality of India is assert-
ing itself in the world forum. (In-
terruptions) You can go on shouting
and jeering. The people would not
listen to your shouting and jeer-
ing. T 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 (SHRE
SHYAM LAI, YADAV): Order,
please.

SHRI S. KUNDU: About the pass-
port matter 1 would just like to in-
form you—tomorrow we will be dis-
cussing about passports—that since
the new Government came, we de-
cided to allow az many people %o

h /1

s
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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
«learance... (Interruptions)

SHRI KALP NATH RAI: It is
shamefu] that they are not allowing
a passport to Mrs, Gandhi, the for-
mer 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. i
(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)

SHR1 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 num-
ber 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 re-

main as equals with everybody and

this we have been ensuring ... (In-
terruptions) Sir, to wind up my
speech... (Interruptions) All right,

you had your say.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
SHYAM LAL YADAV): You con-
clude.

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

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

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Tomor-
row. Now, let us adjourn.

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

please, Shri Kamalnath Jha.
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FATERET ST, FAAT AW AT ST HAT
TEITA FT A0 AT F 12 A T AZ-
ga giar g 6 war ardf v akfos Afg
F FATEIT FTZ ITH Iq99 & 2T T2
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AEY WY, AT T4 T A FAGTATHA SA¥
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AR TET T 9 AR HT TRT BT F
W R E AR 17 WA A ¥ <@ av
3T BIT F7 AW arr & |

(Interruptions)

[Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair}

Fafow Hifs § wiel ft F wrawt
FT T EAT g5 17 WEIN H I9H TR
FgT fF Toar quet 1 g4 g @
AT QIET FT AT GAT WA AT 2ATNT
FN HET TT 9g IAT FT I THA 9T
T T § AR AR G F A 9
*F A IFAT fouT JMOAT ) ww AW N
UTH 9T ¥ Fgr, AOF FF F AU
Fgd & F JAar o€t #1 o5Aw g
&1 @1 & | Sqr qredt &, fa| g
FIAS IMF 7 ) H fare v
gawt fawr ¥ v svw ? oag
g M R REES 8§ 3
qEE | A iy g @ W g R
TaE  AfewEew W OoFm g W
HTF JATST A AT B T@E | AR
I AEATTE & A9 AT FTZ
@ il F TP E @ e
TR AT Fz3 & FAT AT I TR
g gear ¥ fr aafyqwa woEr sAw
T 31 Ffew 9@ A WA
oY 17 wEW ¥ faar & &, 3w oa%
Frfaar @@ & HR 30 T OF
T S FT FuEaT 9X ofIE FEAEETr
Jge ¥ fag Taw #1927 fFar o1 sy
T N WET |

FT ATIY AT ST F AT Ay
T A & AT A owa A A E | A
AT 75T &1 a1 & ATIHT AT
T wmgar g afew & FEAr e g
e o d3forr AfT 6 8 5 g
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G e ¥ FIE qqT Hg“faarm%l
ggeT fwd &, s wArEr ¥

A fegeam A a3few Aifq w1 e

1 F1 M T STAT IR Y, T T
FY T A AT AR &1 FF SEE e
frre, e wrq foa oF FERqEE
F F@AT ERM | FET TE AT FT T
TOHT KA OTEr & A § &R
e freem @ @r g 7
T ERT  WfeEr #T T SEEIES
TR ¥ wd w9 )
arferedt #r smare foer #ar & wT A
FF gATa ®rA qrfedy #v snar ot
T <Y & wg & aaran TRAT § | W
o Fifs Afg w1 OF WRY @
foram ot | =g RN FAT AT 7 A WAA
a1 f& §A% & S afea &w &, @l
g & o werw qwg fga i
ATAET BT St & SAET AOET
fre fergear ot ST AR T4,
FIX T TR AE 7 4, SEG T AT
T | gETd fammeETEaE ¥ AT
ot ¥fere Ferfee AT A, A AT A
¥ o gepere frar At g (-
FIE-TE AT awar F1 ga@m TF W@
fear wftT mpch-qm w1 ACHIC A
g @ adits saE qre S B0
60 FT SIAT FT F1o7 a7 | 38 TR
& TEET T 3w F | oo qeg & gA e JA0
¥ gl #Y wwaT @ AT
¥ TSt g€ o T e ey ¥ (g
mWaT HIET A 99 3@ F ITET
qrody & o widy ofr, SRgTETe o
AT ol g widd e wiaq
FT T AGAT AT AR FHT
41\ oo woer ol 9T 2 @ &%
@1 g7 & 77 a7 | wiw e
& a1 73 § & fsa-fa 3wt § stgan
& gfuFic G fod aF M ST
BT 9T & AT Aifadi § gHwa
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71 &7 7% qfFT 794 97w A7 ¥
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FTHTS 9T g1 X g E | aqus §
HOFT 47 FEUAAT a1 7 Fraqdr
qIgT For T | TG MYAT UF HATIT
MY E TIAT WL T FICH | FTET AT
TN VST T AT TEA & | 9 TIAT
TzT ¥ fax ag @ & ateT faeft o
I T TG, THEIAF @A
UZE A O, WST  AGET H
T e AE &, A AT T
G E L A § WHA Uz | WA

gl & ar-faere Wi § gyee wree

AT & 1 3 AT R AIFT FHFAT

9 | /AT AW et § g @)
giF gra | fEgeT #1 s X
oE! ar (T & AT g F qr
AT TR g9 W R R owmw fead
safas #AIX TMF-TAEZET £ )

(Time bell rings) QI THE F| T -

qsr &1 A {7 A1 w4 e &y Frmr Av)
gATE, § mad FgA1 Agar § 5 7

o9 HIAT AIF-UFES Hr qUiAEr w7

owed § A7 TET & a1 AGET IAF
faqg #gw 3217 987 |

wz aia 3% § (% fgmgeary § AL
T § &5 I AL g 5 ArIwr

z
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arfes ®1 g9 TET "1 AT ;T FAT
arferdy #1 @37 /17 1 g7 AT @Y
qrfert FAT-HeT g aFAr 2 | AfFET
7 & a a3z 2 5 o&w
T € wr w7 & v 8w
T ST F ogrew wr gET OF
&1 W FgF ¥ B g q7E o AT 09
qATEs qrfedr w1 wAT g wfET I
faqdm o w17 F3F & 1 zafar §
Gy FEAT AGAT Z

T 97T qB7 F T {F 19 =TT
grq #T AT gudt & qa F ggw F
g g1 AT § % A% w37 A
§ gear vag £ owre o g@TH
mafiar WX oHw GrEmsTaRy
QWM A HAF IO AT TAW K JAT
Qg @y & WIT FAT T AT A qIA
AITSAIET AgIT HT TH A FC
qrar § ? o »qrT 57 AT FL ATAL §
qT ATTFT T FA FT AT TAT AT A1z
fe o sfear @are & 290 &y
miaF gtz 7 qam aqTT @A TIGAT
&1 F wwgar & fr owiT =@ A Ay
AR § A9y @ "X g AT F)
U FTF WART FATHT I IAT0E
Il & qFes #1 @gew FW F fag
TA-GATEFE Wl | ARE H WAIETT
NAE FTAT FA(EY | A I F ;AL
T FHTCHT JIHT ARFCRT a0 & 419
FIT § Y qa% A7 S A AE 8
ST GATL ]9 & T1T AAT ST T GLAT
T Yl AT AT FATC AT H AT AT
T ®g ¥ A7 Iar fRgar A0
13T F arT FT 7w AT g w
ggix ¥ yw zg f(awfgar =«
qeT § fF w4 HATHT §  AET-
e w3AT AFAT Y, HAH TF &

[ RAJYA SABHA ] working of Ministry of

288
External Affairs

TRAT FTAT ATEAT & T AFT F
®F FTAT W05 R F ATHL
WAL 92T § 1 AATCAT AT Fy DAy
17 & gr < § 1 oA featt § g
fgegrara oY &1 F =W FrAAe
FCE FIAT qAEAET FY A FAT
qEAT E AT gAY AA-uAEHE
# fgare 74T 3 1 F Ay A ¥ wama
T & St Fw a7 O @A fagra =
f1% AT a9 7 § 1 TR w7 W
FF I AIAE FT g AT A®T F,
at F3 FTI0 7gy & 5 907 A7 sy
F1 AT FrEfaes  amadT FTU HIAT
ageri #t ga  won =R )
FI™ g1 WA HIT A9 &7 argSa
FCF AT TACHTHT HT §F FLAT A2 )
T AT A H FOT FT GTHC A
qr gegty W I M F aTH AIAT
qEEIAT FT ATHT F FRA GA FA
F1 alfarer & 1 Hradr e ardr ¥
FHT § T OF FIT gAfRET F AqA790
EAIL AT ZT AT AT A ITF A®
AT GURTR J FHCFT & 919 797
fdoen garzy F71 swry f5ar ) Jgw
ST AT 3T ArfT 9 Ay & 1 T8 F1E
HAfaT ara Agf g AfwT W ag §
aMaET gAfeET A1 AT AT fFTFHAT
g FifgT | AufeFr & a9 F I
HaFT AT T A& fqAer gy |
ST HIOFT 9l § FE gIF ;IR
Arfaat & fasre drear § a1 Iasr w9
FAMTEAAT F AT G § ) TA
THT & AR 7T ey 0F g &
g3 & g faqra d1ay § @ 73 &
ArA-gATTEE & fgars srdr § 1 A
YT FAT AT Y A & A1 A7 Fwar
& fr 7 wafor 1 gEe 7 gl faq
wE ) faferw F IR H, WA AT H

aR ¥, T F A Frs fewqr &
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qR #, S A T T §, TAT AT &
fFagad & e § g far @ &
oY feufar & oe v A w7 A5 @
f5 g A-gaT wsoR § 7
wg-dg maferr 3w § @ s
Mgy &, dfFT N5 ¥ awdT

#1 Afeat wv 3% F 1 fow awg 7w
@RT AT S AT AT AFT AT AT F
fagTl A1 gam 77 § SEY T Ay
T AR 27 FEFTATT AgE FY A
e &1 Qe &1 A owe w5
wE 1 arensmary Aarval F faeg an
HAT B FEE A A A
AT FAX ATHY AT a8 & O o
ST ITE AT FTHRTC FAR AW AT qA-
o A ¥ g7 A @ ! oIaR
ferfg 3o & vz s wiz@d 0 sl
T AARE Afgar Fg wA ¥ fE
qaT & ndm AT fus 0 W ger
guenl @ &1 g ufasr H am
¥l s e faert & fam o
w1 qoq G 9 @G G ENT o
wx fag amevasar sq 6w 71§ 5
7 AW AT gfe ¥ werad g
afs7 gl S ol ar A
F w4l U1 T2 & 7 3w & e
FHY #1 g7 %77 ¥ foru vz fHae &
AT ST | 39 F spea f , i A
0 gt ¥ gew faw 7 Aw faasy
F a0 @9 W | WR AW
¥ OAAF & THTZET O 4 A
wex & B Aww (22T & s SoE )
T TR AT AT F gy 2o a2t
9 fANT g1 s | gaR 9% fedw
g S A 5T AT A7 uF wad,
freifs o1 T trrf"a{q“r F
FHT TAT | AT HATCHT Y Tl
T AR T T W F HFH éﬁw: q
T FET SEAC & | AT FgaT
& I 7L Q@ W AGTHW qAQ FT A
I3 0 ART £:fEp 1w TIE AW
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25 AT AT AT A AR FALHT -
FE wATT G ) AT wTOEr ag

st mwafe @ wET AETH
FX |

s AR AL AT . ATTH ATA-
FATEAAE ¥ A0 ¥ A7 AF AFA Tal
& aFdr 93 A% f5 g 37 qA 97
fa=ar 78t 3 v 37 73 77 B
F ATAT F@0 F Aoaar ¥ g
T W@ | ;AT T § W AT AT
W F AF-FAAGFARE KT TG T
FA g1 HATGTHE F7 | sAfAT HITHT
wF AR FIgr T A97 § AN 3@ @
¥\ gaawiafa o, wmaET Ry § fF
q FurT FE, AL T HIHT AqTI0
wraaT § | gar fadw @dr A swaw
fagrdr Aad § gy FoA £ 399 A
IAFTAIG FEY L | AT Y o1 § FFHT,
IO TH7 ARG T Fg AFT IfT 77
AT-TATTARE  F BT FT THFSHT @,

avfY gy sfaser BN Mz FAAT A
sfassT @ 1
ot Teudt fag  (TSEAE) o S9-

garefy wglem, weareEd ¥ fad W
qArE FATY FT FAT F7 TIIF T FH
AGHT & a1 ¥g AT AT 9 T qI9
F sega fFam 1 FF A0 g9 g9 9
A g, TS AL A5 WAEAT B TS
fF ma d ag FAAr AU ALEHTT FAUH
UG I FAF AN E | AR F1GT ¥ 7Aq3
B axd & e fogw vl & 7g g o
g fF g @R § &1 AF LY
AT ATH TTET AT ATFIAT /Y ST G
2, qaqr gAY TWMGE 1 BE
Faor ggarard fF qos F 1 31 79
& Igh FAT Trgw fzas far o 3w
TN KT BIF FA T F A TR FT
fzm, | IO FqITRT FI0FAT T FHyJ(
7w AAT war Fogg oAar



291 Discussion on the

[+t 7ot fag)
ATA-AATEAHE g AT Ao FT AAFE
E T F AT FATZARE FT AT F
g fowme gtz afadr € @
FWE ) FA A sAF FuI G T
ad Fga g fF Safas amaegate
ZN WY Uz Fed g fF @@F qAg
yoRARE g A a8 Fgd g fv fraee
gt fadr @ 1 &= ad
et fF zaf gd freee g gh)
A arfady qig gl ag #% Ad
qEAT 1 YT F A qEAAG g §
32 AI% q% Fgar wrgy v gwey
a1 Arfq gragsw A gL
[T gL 3w & 3 adw gro
AT W ATA-HATGTHE &1 AT
& SgaT Advr ag g Tfgn fa a
29 e §, Sawiwr FO oAt
Ft oA TEA T AT9 G HASAT
¥a4dga g, uT #iFT I fof qar
oraT 9@ 5 IF0 T 97 g4 A4
T WA W W A9 AW FS
i F1 fama w2 sw afq S ar
qAET T gwr g ger =rfew,
AT A | arfEEara Y 5T gET,
38 9 Hell o7 Fadd fF #Arga
g 21 wfes AR adt = v f5
qifeears & {997 grEggaw F 70
o | afe F §=r § grEew A1 4,
agr & faga w3 g v gad U Fr
FIEAMAAS &, ToSTET AT &1 Ao d
Rl oAt o F gt f5 awindt aws
FTYTAT T8 FZT AETET Y Hior I
¥ g & ) fafes gra wm ST
Tag FAIfE 91 433 g FwA
fear @1, Ut gevErR & geew faRw
dfs w19 g3 war fear a4,
g WMT  F ATT HEAC T g
Fr far war  « T 919 ¥ q19
£ AT, 79T F T AL AT NAS
i aiffzars & @ FB guv

!

!
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IAF) UT A% q1AZ 3@ & (6 S9F
qg =B A T AW AT ERd
E IH AW FTHrga 7 3R
A1 TGS UITH FT I AT FT 78
%) g g oi g ¥ fw
zagr Fg &1 Wy g § " amfE
3B 7 F8 FgAT & 3AA T4 Mg
w1 Pefeqew Fvm oafgm 1 3o
gamafa wama, § Fgar TwRAT 4
fi zary i gEeqar w1 Afa S
aF ag e s a7 ot 0 gaRre
T wE s gAT 3% wag fAw
WRAF AN AT AT | ®E EAI
TN OWITE AT A TGH WERET AT
ufwar & o0 & we  FE-wAffR aTe
H7 3T IO eqdaql H 499 AT
FA1 | A GET A< quEATtaar 9t
Fafree #%q § 41 I9F €T F
. Hew fawg 3 sEN wWw AW
draa sfae § atfaT #1377 o
HT 3 Uk gv@ FEW F A F
¥ ¥ INT A G T ATY AEe
weg A | A9 g a4 feafy qwe
TET 3\ 9T WO G A qreney-
IR, IuEwgR WY A @ree
#F Afg g dml ¥ fawrs aeF
F oWEE & A FK AA-HAGARE
Fr Arfa wag 1 T qrEisgaR
F g 7 W g, SUEmER w7
w®Y g, wae &1 difa Wl
g% faam® gug s § | W) faw
¥ e 7 oW A & HAT 4 F
g« U §, WIS I AAAE ¥
g9 waW A% gl @ & | dey
qE ¥ 9 F 99 H99 §AG G
% | W §AGl § §6 AT gH
g | ®q gHTU JET @I & THH T
N TT AE § | qgaHT FEal §
& F 99 g9 AT T@AL E@H
FEAT ¥ & | 99 W HFC Al
feafe mE a1 &@ fggew & adm
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VAT &, TN ATAT § | WA Aqviaw
ZAT £ | IW ATq@ AT W@I T, T
N Sunfex Fw & O I
AAAEY qTqT g IH  Ageqr W
famre @y gu WY SEaifas 2w
$ oga ¥ @ g F oA e
TR g gt & o1 IF feer
wr frar 78 @ =fge @ & @y
IR T E 39 AT & fRg AT
ofeder § gy gq W gwIL arsadr
St #we g "@ET ST AWAST O,
M g &7 @EU g §U A f§
FATT ATOYT 9T fAddt 97 qg
Yqm, qarq gt s fET s Fgr
fF gw qeam afy 9T &L g
FO W« 7% AR W W fagn
F oAg WA A% § W IRW TG
fFar | gl @ I PR 6 A
77 quv o § afe 3 ART g
Fegd w oAy fqwm A WA g
fegaewidz g1 @1 ugw IR TE-
mag  Fr  oaifge, w99 GO
s &1 awtm d' A AN
WII FT AN FL | ZH G BT
nfafqae 7w afge 389 F1” &
T qE g1 @R ) R S HAr
T w71 5 gark gl qFEl & Hie
qay guy ¥ A7 g@d AW A
f£ St gar WA w1 o
faar 2, sa® Ay &% W AW AT
% ¥ 1 &fre grmsmaR TR §
afeT g AT FEACTIER AT
¥ & Wiw  sgalan B
W wEacs F®Go F g9 A §AG
@ g # & 1 swalel FE ag
wrgA & f& gmwr gEw gF fawen

w[fgq | & ag WwRAT § T merd
F1 wer ¥ fAq faax  saafowr
T TAACT HE(T T AT wOEAT
T ORI FAT ¥ & SA4d fw‘mﬁr
|
|
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F Fifw T AMEC ) A3@ A9
¥ ggar wgar g 5wy et fr
TR WA ST I W1 R E oAiw
HR &7 o FF MA@ &1 &
FOT ¥ Jawa |97 g1 Afgo,
FURIH HF a7 @ §, 99 A
aiffear @19t A gm &) few
g & ot W R P A Amwr aw
fearn smw g f5 us  afadw
qIAT 8\ S ZW AT FIT & AR
Faw wrzfeafoees 781, garer aeaqar
%o Aifg gordadt 2 1 35 o°r af
IqT wraT ¥ 1 @z &% 7 ¥ afsw
TEE Wt Hr @gd W&ET FAT §
¥fwa ag WAy o3w B owa fae
A wrdrd gt a1 Wy WA
T w7 I o7 fr fasaq 97 =g
W w¥w vE, feewa A A A
TR ¥ Ad 1 7y 67 wwea =
TH QT IH F(T FT A4 FAAT TGT |
fereaer war Wiv feedy AT wig-wng
® A g g Wr g AW qv A
FT gHar gHT | A\ AT OEEA AT
AT A T AT Ay I A FT R
g ™ sfier Fomg W9 WRC
T 9 oy ¥ WA 1962 H
TN adt gadafasie ARETT Al
AT G ot fF gwar awmT, A
TR IuT =gar wAT W W@ |
g w41 A= w3 g 1 gafaq & Eav
g WM W, w&Y WM AfFT AE
A% @ fF #rs Y gFT A I
& | Taexd &1 mavr &1 A3 9 AN
AMHET &7 GIT & 0 A ABAC F
a1 qig F1 AT ww Frar g
79 IO @ A1 WA g OF avrarw

T qISET T AT | faegEAE F T
ARETT CFT & THA O HT ;T ALY
2 JFET HIT TEERT ATERFEAT TS
S uw owfeq z@ I W oW § omiT
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[y ekt §1%)
ML T F L FTART A oo oY
fgr amEy F faEre #Er #v
THATE  WEAT FEW AT WY & 1
fargeara &Y AEFTT M A & fgrger™
F ITHET BT FAT ®G F 7RIS WA G4
AIGHT F1 T72g §1aT § 9 g9 Jg gAd
¢ f& g #Y¢ "awe T g, 99 2w
% gn TEH T AL W, womdt
AT T g aFHT B AT fer 30
i Tl A G 1 AU I i
fram AT Tfgr | BT g dnsn
A AT AATE AT FT T TG fam AT
IAHT AT FAAHEF T & O qg
F1 faom w3 #1 Afawr 98 feur &
fosrg Y FF< A9 3 o9 a@ @
qr fFar 91 FURY F A A gEe
frT fgrgeame 7% 34T &Y @AW W gHar
o7 | zEfaq A S agr w9 oaEr
At gt ag St A1 g, F A A
TEl AT W IAD LT AT K qTH
o wr g F ogErd sWe 9y, gl
gfaer THIT T AT T A9 &7 FHITHTC
FAT & | AG A T gL & T ST &4
HT5N FT AE I @ & | A fauaam
# 7w A faE gt # Aers a9y
2w gufa ameneaas § afa A
T T g IR AET F ) AW oA
I9ET W A faar @ § a9 ag g
foraar fa= g1 awar g 7 dfea g
A ag 72 2 f g frear & faw ager
T T HIT IART AT FIF HT GIFT &
fF &3 a1 fergeae & aTw Iy &
ga gl 97 9T AT T gAT g
T FET 1 3ATWT a8 9T A F S
a1 &Y & AfFT g g ) fea
AT qF T FI AT FAR W FT A
afim af & wwaw § swwr afaen
& e 477 gu ats fedt gwrse
FAATT 97 9g O 97 ofvey F 99 AW
T a9 ATE AT giAAr £ wedifa
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& T2V F2 AT T & /Y FE QA
9T T8 & ) gwlew W& F7 & 5 e
A g foma 5 9 agT § 'au
QET AT TET U @A A | TF 7T g%
ot AT S fafr o T g F Ay
fr w18 fadw itfa vt o &) @t §
gAY e AfT g% gRiT MY '
#Afq awer aa gri o1 wfus Afs aw7
gWi | fee w3 3w & 5 3 3o § A
et ¥ T ey A 3w ogET S
qref T FT @Y & TG A qrteat
oF § faaeaq g AR | wF

qTr W AF 2 | 9% 9% T e 4

i qifg fafsa ofas sgaar 9x
ZW AT zuy f@=wst ¥ J@a w71
FAT AT ERM I T & § | T
T AT T afgar HIa @ A 9 T8
g fg=sy 37 FE 9w F=_
qFHT T AT A /TE 77 F KA fq@rs
¥ W | afE aga asr afEnd
fa=sr afvaqa & =) @ 3T &t
2 3 Qv =Y & | qufan S awafawar
3, ot feafaat 2 sot 3@ gu gw gl
Wl # fradt gr @% AN Aty ¥ A
a+a § A favg i & fao St fawa-
e 3w F fog s ], 0 ol g
T T T9d ¢ 994 fhaar qgras
g1 owa €, 39 919 & fAw W #71 I
9 gT AW | UF T IR Tl [F
ST ATSITEY T GITE AT g IAF qIY
qATETHE EMT Wfey | FEr W fF
Zfor ST F AT 5 AL AT AEH
FL TATGGHT T AT FAT & | fgrgean
J ZAVM-IREFT Y Aaal 1 w9 &0
a8 T 1 16 WEM X w9 &y faun
FITHT T HTOMEY FT qSTS &, AT
AT ga? 2wt FY o fawrs fergeam

~

%ng}larfrwa“rﬁagﬁﬁ%

# ardy Tmae & Afert w® Y o= #
fergeam &1 adt T @ @, 9 AR
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T@r g S WM & A1 § gHe S
T BT IF AR AT FT AT I A
&Y mmar § | § wge g § fr oag faw
ZaAT 3t T8Y, 2R fafus o a9 gerer
T fF aOS F 9 T qrET T W
T &Y, T g g W &, ;AL A
WO A1 TR wu-wa g
g @ fse3 A F S ww W
U qET F AU § TG gH W
FU 9, ATTE 978 g3 41 A7 MW A1 AT
g7 wfea e gw fe @ wfas -
frrmfor &1 < o1 <@ &, fe ow T g
I @1 g, G &1 @a}r g, fava waH
g7 ®1 F9 4 & fqu g7 fevma &
qre, EEGTT F1 A0, SqeT H7 At
FEewAT T AT 9 I9AT g1 o
fara & afaa faamsie 3w omr @@
a%, AW F a9 HR i § ot
FT Ty, FTfaeE W, FLAT WS &
TN HTE BT T | T@F faw s
g, gt Y Aifq s o <@ g sae
TH vEf TR 9§, wEiq Fad g
T § WK 9§ fafe qrer T 37w
oET g WU & WY T SR & ATS
# FroEy geAETE &

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now
Prof. Rasheeduddin Khan will speak
and then the hon. Foreign Minister
will reply.

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN:
(Nominated): Mr, Deputy Chairman,
Sir, T am happy that at last an un-
attached 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 margihality
of influences which speeches even in
Parliament have a propensity to make
on the process of policy formulations,
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I will still try to submit certain theo-
retical aspectg on a couple of major
sensitive 1ssues for the consideration
of the Foreign Minister and his Minis-
try. Firstly, the perception of inter-
national 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 g highly inter-dependent world
which is passing through a tremendous
phase of change, sometimes the moda-
lity 1n the speed of change ;s so
staggering that one is almost uequal
and has to be almos: continuously
prepared by those who are called
upon to make policy options.

Firstly, I do not agree with the pro-
position articulated in  this House
and elsewhere that bi-polarity has
collapsed and multi-polarity has em-
erged, as if one can speek of bi-
polarity wersus multi-polarity and
as if the phenomenon is not one where
stmultaneously both bi-polarity at
the pyramid level does not co-exist
with multi-polarity at the interme-
diate 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 1n 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
1s one of the attempts made by inte-
rested and partisan scholars of the
more developed countries, uncritically
accepted by some of our more sensi-
tive minds also It is not the position
that one can speak on bi—polar{ty
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 lop-
sided if you perceive only one agpect
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of this phenomenon and come to a
policy formation only on that basis.

Therefore, I 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 force-
fully, 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 analy-
sed, not even mentioned, is the tri-
lateral 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 strong-
holds. Therefore, unless you link up
the NATO, the multi-nationals and the
trilateral commission, the whole per-
ception of the foreign policy, particu-
larly 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
at that time the

President Carter,
Goverflor of Georgia was a private
member, in which the dynamic con-
tribution of Mr. Brezezihski has to be
very very carefully analysed. Several
have also been published

papers
About fifteen reports of the
7 p.m. tirilateral commission are
there I very strongly urge

that the Foreign policy office should
make a very careful study as to how
does the recommendation of the tri-
lateral commission impinge on the
policy formulation of the U.S.A.

Sir, the attempt to side-track the
U.N. Disarmament Conference is not
understood unless juxtaposition of
events is made sometimes, which is
the whole part. On the Tth of June,

/
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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. Thig 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 com-
mission 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 simulta-
neous 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 accor-
ding to the consciousness of the diffe-
rent parties.

The second theoretical proposition

about which I am concerned is the
bilateralism. I think many things
have been mentioned about it and

rightly so. I would like to give full
credit to Mr Vajpayee—a dynamie
Foreign Minister—without taking any
partisan position. 1 think some of the
things which he hag 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 I feel, bilateralism is
being counter-posed to multi-latera-
lism. I would like to ask a couple of
questiong to understanqd 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 ags just one
dimension, even if it be a valid and
a vital dimension, within the larger
framework of myltilateralism-, parti-
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eularly in a world that is highly
interdependent and intertwined by
multiple ties of transactions? Bilate-
ralism is not and ought not to be pre-
sumed to be, insulation, much less
wisolation of two States from the in-
evitable global ramifications. Bilate-
ralism 18 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 effec-
tive reciprocity, of mutual benefit, of
a quid pro quo a genuine effort for
keeping third parties out of the bila-
teral problems and issues. Yet, in a
world, whose major concern is the
intelligent management of interdepen-
dence 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 bilatera-
lism per se. Let us recognise that
there is limits to bilateralism. For
a healthy, meaningful and viable bila-
teralism, it is necessary first to have
a clear global perspective, with defined
scale of policy priorities for the re-
gion, our own region, like South
Asia of which we are an integral part,
and of contiguoug regions, that is,
‘South East Asia, West Asia, East
Africa, Indian Ocean regions etc,,
whose developments become factors of
gignificance 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-
Hsm, 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 gobvious external influence or
interference. Partially because, as
thas become evident now, the Indo-
Bangladesh talks on Farakka have
now got mixed up with other neigh-
bours ag well. The design of bilatera-
lism has now been encroached by
trilateral patterns, with Nepal stand-
ing in the wings. Similarly, our nego-
tiations with Pakistan, ostensibly on

[ 8 AUG. 1978 |

working of Ministry of 302
External Affairs

bilateral basis, have clandestine multi-
latera] edges to it. This is true even
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 en-
lightened 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.
I have also been one of the founder-
members of the Indo-Chinese Friend-
ship Association. But the fact re-
mains 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 gsolidarity of the third world
and distorting the pattern of the so-
cialist countries. Here, I would like
to quote, particularly, from a very
important policy document, Renmin
Rivao (People’s Daily) of Novemher
1, 1977. In this, certain formulations
are startling. First, it says:

“The Soviet Union's Tuling clique
hag completely betrayed the cause
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of communism, capitalism was res-
tored in the Soviet Union and it
degenerated and became a social-
immperialist country.. The Soviet
Union not only turned into an im-
perialist superpower that threaten-
ed the world as the United States
did, but also became the most dan-
gerous source of another world
war.’

The most interestnig conclusion which
they come to is this:

“In short, both the Soviet Union
and the United States are imperial-
15t superpowers, the biggest interna-
tional exploiters and oppressors, the
largest forces for war and aggres-
sion and the common enemies of
the people of the world.”

Ultimately, they end up by saying:

“The conduct of the Soviet Union
in nternational affairs is «quint
ewsential imperialism and hegemo-
nism, without a trace of a socialist
proletarian spirit.”

L . . .
Then, this is the conclusion:

“Of the two imperialist super-
powers, the Soviet Union 15 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
te China, he should keep in mind the
Treaty of Peace, Friendship and Co-
operation with the Soviet Union and
our own experience of China. He
should keep this in mind when he sitg
down there for talks. I am reminded
here of a couplet in Urdu.

a8 FET T T BT w7 ¥ 7 Fwr whew
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What will he talk? It is impossible
to talk. As a representative of an ad-

vanced civilization, as a representa-
live of a civilization which has con-
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tributed as much to world develop-
ment as China, 1 would like the people
to take note of thit fact that we are
second to none in our pursuit of
peace. We also have a national ego
and respect and I think tke hon.
Foreign Minister of India should take
note of this. Delegations from China
could come here and delegations from
India could go there. They are wel-
come, But why should ‘the Foreign
Minister of India take an initiative to
reach China at a time when the pers-
pective of China is like this; 1 am
saying it with a heavy heart? There-
fore, 1 am asking, when you speak of
China, when you speak of normalisa-
tion within the bilateral framework,
are you keeping in mind that thig
bilateral framework is ultimately part
of a larger framework or not?

Sir, I would also suggest here that
it 1s a fact that the Chinese role in
Africa, the Chinese role be proxy in
the non-aligned movement in Bel-
grade, has encountered tg the wvery
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 Pakis-
tan with Sri Lankg 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.
I have no quarrel with the academy
of US., but I am afraidg that 1ihe
whole approach of the State Depart-
ment 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 announc..’ 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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ler were very eager to see that some-
how the Foreign Minister of 1lndia

goes., Why should America be in-
terested 1n this visit?

SHRI NARASINGHA PRASAD
NANDA (Orissa): As a gecond
Kissinger.

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN XHAN:

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 aggressien
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 Min-
1ster of India. I hawe very severe re-
servationg about the policy, perspec-
tive of the distinguished Prime Min-
ister of India, having known his
position during the last 30 years. His
decisions are based sometimes on fads,
sometimes on spiritual insights, some-
times on old habits, sometimes on
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 collec-
tive responsibility of the Cabiner,
does not give in again out of his cul-
ture for the elders and culture for
arranged norms of Parliament eti-
quettes 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  makes
when he says I am satisfied in a'l
conditions, I am always happy? is
it humanly possible for anybody to
be happy all the time? Either a per-
son is totally bereft of sensitivity and
capacity to find out what is good or
bad. He says; "I am happy under
all circumstances. I 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, I plead that even
at the risk of being asked to resign,
the Foreign Minister would do well
to heed the Prime Minister for pur-
poses of spiritual ecstasy, for pur-
poses of therapy of a peculiar indi-
genous character, but not as far as
the foreign policy is concerned.

I have reservations about some
shifts here and there. One shift
which I would like to mention is—-1
think he was somehow misled into
1t—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 “non-

conformity” because this is the first

time he has used this,

«

and non-militarism was  Jit.
There was a rea] danger that new
nations were going to be disciplin-
ed into forms of military deper-
dence or ideoclogica] subjugation”

Thig is an attempt to bring surrepti-
tiously the doctrine of equi-distance.
The doctrine should be totally reject-
ed because the non-aligneg 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 about 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 1 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 subjuga-
tion’. I would urge him not to repeat
thes words Once a phraseology

comes info an international document,
it gets repeated. The word “hege-
mony” also appeared because Mrs
Gandhi allowed that term to be uset
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 1 wanted to say. I will end
up by saying that despite all discor-
dance 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
be 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 wili
be held high and Peking will give an
opportunity to play host to them ra-
than we go as a guest to them. Thank
you very much,

At gaw fagr<t Fqedi - IIT-
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: Please g

speak in English.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
1 will speak in English as well as in
Hindi. Of course, not at the same time.
Sir, T 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 compli-
ment 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 Opposi-
tion can very well understand my
position.

Sir, I do not understand why a
strong objection has been taken 1o
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.

r 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

3jo8 -

-
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elected in 1957 to Parblament 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 be-
eoming free.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: But,
Mr. Vajpayee, we never heard you
saying, that “we accept the policy of
non-alignment subject to its bding
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 posi-
tive policy and not a negative frame-

work. Non-alignment is not neut-
rality. We can never be neutral
between peace and war. We stand

for peace and those who would like
to..

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Bet-
ween imperialism and national lib-
gration.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Of course, 1 am coming to that
We cannot be neutral between free-
dom and slavery. We stand for
freedom. We fought for our freedom
and we have been helping freedom
fighters in South Africa since the dayvs
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 Apa-
rtheid 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
ne political domination, no racial
discrimination. Sir, we are not neu-
tral if freedom is imperilled, if in-
justice is perpetrated, if a war is
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 situa-
tion; it cannot a static policy. Of
course, we have to stick to certain
principles, bul if conditions change,
we have to adjust and that adjust-
ment 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 frame-
work 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 inter-
national objectives, The confidence
in the logic of detente has recently
come under a shadow. Power politics
and ideological and blgck relation-
ships 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 con-
flicts are occurring in the various parts
of the developing world.

310

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 develop-
mental path and strategy and res-
pected the right of others to do so.
But with that right we never doubt-
ed that independent nations, regard-
less 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 ser-
ves 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
hroad parameters within which we
funcition. Our policies have suffi-
cient flexibility to adjust to change
and turmoil. We huave the national
resilience to see the opportunities
to give positive thrust for advantage
of bilateral and multilateral co-
operation. We have reason to believe
that the entire world community has
a clearer and more favourable under-
standing of the objective of our for-
eign policy than in the past. Some
misapprehensions and misunder-
standings which had existed, have
been assuaged, established friend-
ships have been preserved and streng-
thened, Dbilateral relations where
they had been luke-warm, have gain-

ed a measure of confidence and
warmth,
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: This

is the trouble. The moment you are
speaking ex tempore, yoy are talk-
ing understandable sense The mo-
ment you start reading, vou start
rigmarole, absolutely rigmarole. This
is the proof. Produce it. present it
before the House, This is the trouble
with him. I wag listening very care-
fully. TWhen 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, lec-
ture, You have put them aside.

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

SHRI K. K. MADHAVAN: Sir,
the hon. Minister said that there is
a clearer understanding of our for-
eign policy thap 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 for-
eign policy, there is no deviation,
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no distortion. We firmly adhere to
the basic postulates that have gov-
erned our foreign policy since we
independent. Sir, we have to func-
tion in a complicated and complex
world. When the non-aligned nationg
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 commit-
ment to the struggle against im-
perialism, expansionism, colonialism,
new olonialisin apartheid, racism
including Zionism and hegemony,
in other words, the rejection of any
form of subjugation, dependence,
interference or pressure, be it eco-
nomic, political or military.”

Can any exception be taken to
this? And we are a party to this
declaration. I am inclined to agree
with my friend Prof Rasheeduddin
Khan: “hegemony” wag included at
Algijers.

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

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
If the word is used in a proper con-
text, 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 pre-
served or not.
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Now, people say that we are tilt-
ing towards one particular bloc. No.
We will never do that.
Non-alignment does not mean that
we have to adopt a policy of equi-
distance. No, Soviet Russig has
been our friend. Indo-Soviet friend-

" ship has stood the test of time. I

was m the Opposition when the
treaty with Zvoviet Russia—the treaty
of peace, friendsii:p and co-operation
—was signed. And while belonging
to the Opposition, I had supported
that treaty, Whenever India was in
difficulty, Soviet Russia came to our
assistance. In building the infra-
structure 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 1s no
question of equating one power with
another power. But I would like to
claim that we have succeeded in
developing a more balanced relation-
ship with gll the powers in the world.

A lot has been said about our agree-
ments with our immediate neighbour.
We have been accused of appeasement
It has been said irat we are guilty of
sacrificing our national interests. Sir,
I cannot accept this charge. The
Sala] agreement contains nothing new.
We have not made any new conces-
sions. 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
sell-out,

(Karnataka) :

SHRI ATAL BIHARI
has been formalised in an
agreement. Nothing new has been
done even in the case of distribution
of the Farakks waters. One might
differ whether there should be two
separate treaties, one for trade with
another for transit or

VAJPAYEE:
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whether there should not be two diffe-
rent 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 1mmediate neighbours.
We have strengthened our ties with
Soviet Russia. In  this comnection I
would like to consult the records. My
friend, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, should
not object to it . .

314

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Oh
no. 1 will not take objection if
say gocd things. Why should 1?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
My friend Dr. Mahavir, referred to
the Soviet maps depicting our boun-
dary, our northern boundary. I know,
when I wag .a the Opposition I used
to ralse this . uestion. This question
has been raise. from time to time...

SHR]I N. G. "ANGA: We marched
together again . it.

you

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Then we assumeq responsibility, we
again raised ‘this question and I am
glad to mention to the House that the
Soviet Union hag imn.ormed us that
in future the cartographic delineation
of Sino-Indian frontier in Soviet pub-
lications will mo:e closely correspond
to the delineation in our maps. We
have yet to see tie new maps. But
we have been informed that the bor-
der in the west 'n sector will be deli-
neated by the conventional sign of an
une<tablished border but in the middle
sector and the eastern sector the new
delineation will correspond with our
cwn. For years the erroneous delinea-
tion had been the subject of represen-
tation by our Government. It was

‘pressed again after this Government

assumea office  This significant res-
ponse in the light of our repeated re-
quests iy an improvement which
should be welcomed.

A beginning has been made for im-
proving our relations with the United
States of America. There are diffe-
rences Some differenceg are of a
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very vital nature. But as we are wed-
ded to the policy of resolving all diffe-
renceg through negotiations, we have
adopted the course which is best suit-
ed to our interests. I would not like
to take up the 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 econ-
tinue to refuse to sign it because this
treaty is unequal and it is discrimina-
tory and, therefore, we can never
accept the treaty in its present form.

India has 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 1India to sign a
treaty which is against our self res-
pect. Nor are we prepared to open
our indigenous atomic installations for
international inspection unlegs the
non-nuclear weapon States get similar
facility to inspect the nuclear installa-
tions owned by the nuclear weapon
States. Unless all nuclear installa-
tions are opened :or international ins-
pection, we are not going to submit
to any such arrangement. It is yet
1o be defined what full-scope safegu-
ard really means.

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

Sir, on West Asia I neeq not reite-
rate the Government’s policy. We
would like Israel to vacate 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 gepa-
rate State. This stand is 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.

SHR1 ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
That | have been saying. 1 am pre-
pared to repeat it. We did not wel-
come the new initiative taken in West
Asia. Unlesg our Arab friends stand
united and if the attitude of Israel
countiaucs Lo 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 deve-
lopment.

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

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAXJPAYEE:
It is not to be disclosed, Acharya
Ranga. But I can tell you in private,
if you so desire. Certain pother points
were raised. In the case of the Bel-
grade conference, I was asked why
India did not oppose Pakistan’s parti-
cipation as a guest. Affer the Colom-
bo Summit, the doors were wide open,
Rumania was admitted as a guest and
so also Portugal and Philippines.
Pakistan wanted to come as an obser-
ver which wag resisted. We also resis—
ted the same demand. But India de-
cided to go along with the conSensus
in Colombo So, we also decided to
accept. . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: CENTO
and Pakistan’g participation im
CENTQO are there,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
I know it Dada. That is why Pakis-
tan 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 mili-

tary alliances are not going to pay,
then we should help Pakistan in that

.

A



R ]

RS

317  Discussion on the

process. Ag 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. The US military
‘pact and CENTO. These are the
two things.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
If there were no pacts like this, then
Pakistan could have become a full-
flodged member. But even the obser-
ver status was denied. There is a
move Lo make it conditional for those
who want to come as guests the condi-
tion being that they should make a
a.ciaration of their intent to leave
nulitary alliances. We have supported
this move ang 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 .

SHR] 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 g formal
invitation and the invitation has come
from the Foreign Minister of the Re-
public of China. Can I go univited?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: No.

SHR] ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEFE:
But why should this doubt be raised?

After all, T know what our relations
are.

(Interruption)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: The
doubt arose because Mr, Subramanian
Swamy was telling us that there was
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 BIHAR] VAJPAYEE:
May I clarify that Prof. Swamy has
gone on his own? He is nobody’s
emissary.

SHR] BHUPESH GUPTA. How?

SHRI ATAL BIHAR] VAJPAYEE:
You are free to go to China and also
to Soviety Union if you like.

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

SHRI ATAL BIHAR] VAJPAYEE.
Yes, Mrs. Alva, go on.

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA:
don’t go on contradicting what your

free Press says.
(Interruption)
SHRI ATAL BIHAR] VAJPAVEE:

Our free Press? 1 know that you
would not like the Press to be so free.

SHRI BHUPESH GUTPA: 1
very glad that ...

am

(Interruption)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
But the freedom of the Press has come
to say and I cannot go on contradict-
ing every day.

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

SHRI ATAL BIHAR] 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, ] am
very glad that Prof. Swamy has gone
on his own. Now, Sir, the meaning
anq definition of “own” wil] 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 he
has gone.

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

SHR] ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
There are allegations, 1 am sorry to
say. Whatever good has been achiev-
ed during the last 17 months was be-
gun by the former regime. I do accept
that the process of improving relatio.a
with Pakistan was initiated by the
tormer Congress Government. But I
ha're taken thaf pracess further. Am J
10 bte complimented or to be decried?
1 know you would not comphment me.
{Interruptions) You are a miser. I
know how I praised the former Prime
Minister in 1871, without any reser-
vation though 1 did not call her Durg:
or Kali. No, T dig not. T praised her
I stood with the Government. Let the
foreign policy be a field in which party
considerations should not be allowed
to vitizte our outlook There might
be some differences.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: This point
was raised only because the Prime
Minister had said—not once but seve-
ral times—that it is they who have
succeeded in creating 3 new climate
of peacc ang friendship.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
If there is a new climate, what ic
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

balanceq relationship with the powers
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. (Time Bell Rings) Is it the pr’
sumption that the previous Goverr
ment were not balanced, nor clear? :

(Interruptions)

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYL
There was a clear understanding. 1,
it is clearer....(Interruptions) Let
not fight over terlahtles If and wi’
1 go to Peking, the horder problei
will be uppermost in my mindyg
(Interruptions) And 1 would like
assure the House thag we will o,
have friendly relations with any couly
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 in'
rity and keeping in view our natiom,
self-respect. But when we have rul |
out the use of force, then there is1
alternative but to talk. We will ¢
talk out of fear; but we are not afts
to talk..

(Interruptions)

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS. Will vo
also raise the question of Chinese ;

Mizo  hostiles and their stand ¢n

Kashmar? .
SHRT ATAL BIHARI VAJPAY'

Every problem will be raised.
2y

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Your
qund them about Panch Sheel andh
Bandung spirit. ,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYRY
Of course. There can be no normali
sation of relations unless all outstan(
ing problems are solved. Ang
problems can be solved on the t.]
of five principles of peaceful co-e ™

tence, That I have said so m -
times. And I hope I will succeedin?
mission. But rest assureq that th™-

will be no bartering away of Indid
vital interests.

Iaqaafa o, T AT FAART
FgifrgutRuafy amuiawn
gl aw T g & FF AT weeEy o0
=fge +  Swawala wEes, f‘q‘ﬂwﬂﬁ'
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F1 frafcer g=rer FrateaaT §B a8
#r qfg & fog Frar s 81 Pt Tog
#Y 3w Hif gar § @ LA 7 ATH
gt & a1 fray T A fdw A7 77
S Aygaen ax ATty < g &
T | g TR & wreTe |/ e
FT & WC AqYY T Fregfasar #7
ST T AT & W TGATE |

Ty faat #1 dwa fraor @ifa
FT 9@ qifa § 1 59 arfaed &1 0
Fgaogag 1 ag fa frmgF e &7
3T gAR T FTAG & | ag 35 & FF T
gt 2 it & fore g fargwit st
faor Af #71 Frator w=am gm A
fom fagrat #1 f8q00 FT IAF A7
¥ zooed ¥ waas & 739 Aaaw
& \ sivaT-AieT Teag @Y T AT g,
HIT Fa7 o ToiE ILT AT FET wEY
TR FTFT GHT 7 &7 91, F97 T g1
gargrew, faawf | HoA A9 § § @
frer fifsm 1+ s & Sar ey
Tl qCATR FY agheq 780 FA AT AsEr
fedi @Y afa =gr #1 @ FX1 fa3w
Fifa wrg GEFTA 987 FT I G §
IGF T AT I 60 FULS FTA[ FT
Faua M AT [ETEHT & | TR
wifaar, v fga #1 e F&
FYE 2 I AL GFAT |

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

ot mew fagrdt a3 &F
g fw ofoonw sga € 1 & oF SeIRAW
AT ATEAT § | gw fave § us A% wd
TEAT & g g senfie aegi H
T farm T2t § @ 9@ @ &
fasraeiiar g fomd & mfgsiw T
fotaer oo & e €, wim g
gafraeam 7 IFHT M fFAr 1w
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qTEAT FT S T A4 fFF & o0 I
T F o) g araagfrag
g agdr 91 Wral a9
gaTafa oY, & ag gear =g § v
Fad RETE Tt & fa5g F fign
AT IFT CF T 0 A1 I &Y
I 60 ST T & 7 g/ I [qa1
seifeey weal §  faAr fwey @mr @qe
qIFE FI§ ATHT . ..

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 tg you. But I
have also learnt a few tricks of the
trade from you while [ was in the
Rajya Sabha.

IqaaTIfg ST, #T FF VT AT |
Fae I TERT FTIANT F74 TR THETHT
FT HUTLTT TE G AFAT | W7 SNAE
g | wter wifus q99 g awar
g IR & o FUSTR Ay
afg ar wr &1 A Fo afvwdi I &
7§ 3@ F A[TAA g1 % A9gTA & qsq
fog goma 4 7% 9 @ ¥ Aty
H e AT T AT 9T, § 73 AT HT
il fad |@dr av s 5.9 f
faFTaeiie I F1 T 7 2097 & AT
TEL.IE SUFNY 7 FTE |

o Gf7q aEAAT § W7 A9 FTHRT
faert av 1 ZAA staet Tawr 6 graem
¥ 3o A% | Faq WIOw 37 3
U9 Faeq  FI FAAT AL FT AR
gafqa a7 fad ug agr g7 fv froee
mitgres qifset gAr =rfgd 1+ &%
ag WY 71 f4 g " are=aiar 98t #%
&Gl &1 TF GEER( TV FHT HIA
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8 P.M.
e gFz FT f2F Wi wuAr
qear  aaE fgwge Sidar @9

FLEN TIWT AT 19 299 g AT AL
FY T FX AT 7TEY dorde F qEAAd
# e A o i mer A § saw aw
Az Tt fueg 77 areft a1@ T80 & )
At Jerdig ¥ 5 arw £ swes o fe
Fgl 2 e Ao Sl § A4 9
ST AV gt & 5 o Qui 7 39T
quYA (T 91a A= A7 780 & TERar
g FgaT o S Agy ¥ gAe gaer-
feu ¥ Fga X go fag faar) & wear
aun ggi & fo@wT o v ar ar
FERATRAT § 4R &1 Fg e v fin aar
forahT e T wdf v g1 W
TWER qgd gadsg awaT §
9IS @A e § A% awemrag e
F g ¥ AUAT AT forad §

(Interruptions)

........

Mo WIEAGA. guarF@ F1

ot sreq T weqar . afea
garr  fagw Afr owi mowe

F FIT T2 & FAFTFAT & T2 gH
TS T Y, T Fr FH 7 & |
e L8 FiAT F1 TRewsar a1 a0
TEAT ATTR0% § | T wiraat § ot sriay-
T W B STAAT AR E | AT
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frae gt F 9EY I oo
TUTS ST & ETHT TAT-TAT & O
& 3w Te e ArRtaT & qweq 99
TS K1 TG AHT OF AN 2] % g
g T ST T B | 3AH frdr 0F
fa 9T STFT a1a FW § AT9 TE GAT
fell  weww AW &1 WAAEET
FTH 4 HIT qF HT TS HT TGAT &7
T 5 Y qu ¥ & 99 & fag
TIHAT AT TS | o & FgaT g
o ey faer vy weremedt g arfem
AT oA AW L ag e fw
gx fagrat &1 a1F a2 3| § AR 69
T8 @il & F a4l F oIS | a8 FH
TEENT | AT gH e gafe &
TF 1 ofe g7 g9 QAT & A 99
%1 g ST fqwang v faean & 9 98
T & 5 area & fagw difq adr
T T A HI TN i H71 qaaq
FIA F -1y A A faea aqify 7%
foma @t w9, W AR @ ¥ ew
1< & fator & agrrs gri | g7 A |

st JqawwEfa @ T gIT AT T
FE TR 9T 11 5 9F & fan w=xfirg
& ATAT &\

%

The House then adjourned :
at four minutes past eight of A‘"

the clock till eleven of the
clock on Wednesday the 9th
August, 1978.
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