
 

[Shri Ravindra Verma] nothing more in it.    
Therefore,  there is no attempt to force a strait-
jacket of a two-party system in this Bill. 

Sir, a suggestion was made about 
proportional representation. This is a matter 
which will be studied not in relation to this Bill. 
This Bill tries to deal with the situation as it 
exists. If, in the collective wisdom of this 
country, it is decided that we should take to 
proportional representation and alter our basis 
of ' polity and representation, then, of course, 
this might be irrelevant in that context or might 
have relevance in an amended fashion. But, at 
the moment, we are dealing with what exists, 
and not what might exist. Therefore, Sir, I 
would commend this Bill for the acceptance of 
the House, and I hope, Sir, that my friend Mr. 
Bhupesh Gupta will not insist on opposing it 
and will also join in accepting the Bill. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I am grateful to 
him at least for one thing. I have noted what he 
said. My friend should hear. As far as the other 
part is concerned, it is the usual anti-communist 
speech. 

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: Do not take it 
as anti-communist. 

SHRI   BHUPESH   GUPTA: He said 
that it was open to the party whether it is the 
CPI, GPI(M) or the GPI(M-L) to utilise this 
democracy to destroy it. Will you, Shri 
Viswanatha Menon, kindly convey it to your 
Politburo? This is the direct assessment of you. 
As far as our party  is  concerned,  we  do  not 
need  it. 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: Do  you   
not  know   your  friends? 

SHRI    RAVINDRA    VARMA: I do 
not know whether they know each other. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): Now I will put the motion. 

The question is: 
"That the Bill to provide for the salary and 

allowances of Leaders of Opposition in 
Parliament, as passed by the Lok Sabha, be   
taken   into   consideration." 

The   motion   was   adopted. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI) : We shall now take up clause by 
clause consideration of the Bill. 

Clauses a to 12 were added to the Bill. 

Clause I, the Enacting Formula and the Title 
Were added to the Bill. 

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA : I move: 

"That the Bill be passed." 

The question was put and the motion was 
adopted. 

DISCUSSION ON THE WORKING OF 
THE   MINISTRY   OF  EXTERNAL 

AFFAIRS 
DR. V. P. DUTT (Nominated) : Mr. Vice-

Chairman, Sir, I should like to begin by 
offering my felicitations to the Minister for 
External Affairs, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee. 
This is the first time that the House is 
discussing international relations under his 
stewardship. .Therefore, we are happy that he is 
here with us and I convey my best wishes to 
him. 

He has also said more than once in the last 
four months or so that foreign policy was not an 
issue in the elections and that India's foreign 
policy will continue broadly on the same lines. 
It was a reassuring statement. It told the world 
that India's foreign policy was not the whim or 
fancy of an individual. And we feel quite 
gratified by the fact that the publicly stated 
statements that have come-from the ruling party 
have said that the foreign policy which we have 
followed all these years will be conformed to. 

Sir, I should like to mention in this 
connection that Indian foreign policy has 
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had an extraordinary stability. When we look at 
the transformation that has taken place in the 
U.S. foreign policy, when we perceive the sea 
change that has taken place in China's foreign 
policy and in the foreign policies of many 
countries of the world, we find that the stability 
of Indian foreign policy is an amazing fact. And 
I should like to remind the House that this 
stability has been due to Jawaharlal Nehru's 
vision. Jawaharlal Nehru foresaw that the Cold 
War was less ideological and more geo-politic 
and strategic for influence and control in the 
world and that it would not last long. Jawaharlal 
Nehru pointed out a new path to the newly 
emerging and developing countries of the world 
that they should strengthen their freedom and 
independence by staying out of the conflicts of 
Europe. Along with other leaders of the 
developing countries, he invited them to come 
together for co-operation. And we have seen 
how this co-operation has flowered. Jawaharlal 
Nehru also preached the temper of peace and 
India has been associated with the quest for 
peace everywhere. But Jawaharlal Nehru was 
also quite convinced that in order to bring about 
peaceful conditions, it was necessary to resist 
imperialism and neo-colonialism in every form 
and in every shape and in every part of the 
world. Jawaharlal Nehru was also an architect of 
our extensive economic relationship with the 
socialist world. Jawaharlal Nehru also strove to 
develop good relations with all countries, with 
all big countries of the world, too. And above 
all, independence of approach and quest for self-
reliance, these were the hallmarks of Jawaharlal 
Nehru's and India's foreign policy. I have 
mentioned these as, to my mind, and in a very 
broad outline, these are the elements of India's 
foreign policy of non-alignment. This is what I 
would call the sum total, the stuff and substance 
of which non-alignment is made. And I say, this 
is what genuine non-alignment is. When I hear 
some talk about India now trying to pursue 
"genuine non-alignment", "real non-alignment", 
I wonder    what   that  means.    Does it 

mean that the policy that Jawaharlal Nehru had 
pursued, that this country had pursued, was not 
genuine non-alignment? Sir, we have our 
esteemed colleague, Mr. Dinesh Singh, here who 
promoted Jawaharlal Nehru's concept of non-
alignment. I am sure he would endorse that India 
was following genuine non-alignment. Sir, if I 
may say so, there are women of virtue and there 
are women of easy virtue, and I am afraid the so-
called "genuine" and "real" non-alignment falls 
in the second category. In fact, I will be failing in 
my duty to myself and to the House if I did not 
mention an annoying feeling, a nagging feeling 
at the back of the minds of many of us that 
slowly, gradually, perhaps imperceptibly, subtly 
but surely, there is a certain departure, a certain 
shift and tend-dency to please, to placate and to 
bend. 

In many vital areas, I would say, there is a 
strange softness and passivity. Take the nuclear 
field. This country has all along kept its options 
open and its research and development in 
nuclear technology in top gear, firstly because 
the big powers have sought to impose a totally 
unequal regime and relationship in this field. 
But I shall not go into that. What is more 
important is the vital need of nuclear tech-
nology for a country like India. I am reminded 
of what Jawaharlal Nehru said, "A country like 
India which is short of energy, short of power, 
cannot afford to remain behind in the field of a 
technology which might be the technology of 
the future, the nuclear technology." But now 
assurances seem to have been given, maybe, 
not written, maybe oral, but assurances none-
the-less, that India would not undertake to 
explode the atom even for peaceful purposes 
and certainly not without discussion with 
certain powers. This I cannot understand. And 
it has also been said that nuclear explosions for 
peaceful purposes may no longer be necessary. 
I was going through very carefully a document, 
a speech by Dr. Ramanna, who is at least one of 
the founder-fathers of this 
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[Dr. V. P. Dutt ] nuclear explosion that took 
place, wherein he has mentioned a large number 
of important uses of the nuclear energy and for 
carefully monitoring calculated nuclear 
explosions. And he says, "Peaceful nuclear 
explosions, known as PNE, can help in the 
fields of underground engineering, excavation 
and scientific studies; their use is envisaged to 
dig sea-level canals between oceans, to change 
the course of livers, to strip waste rock from 
deep mineral deposits, to release trapped 
underground supplies of natural gas and 
petroleum, to create railway passes through 
mountains or to create harbours and lakes where 
none existed before, and so on. I do not want to 
take the time of the House by reading more. I 
would only like to read his concluding sentence. 
He says, "whatever be the conclusions that 
come out from other studies, it is clear that 
India should not lag behind in advanced 
technology. We missed the first Industrial 
Revolution and we should under no 
circumstances miss the second one. India should 
keep herself abreast in all aspects of modern 
technology so that it is available to it whenever 
the need arises and not be forced to import the 
knowhow because we do not have it when we 
want it." In this context I cannot understand the 
new policy, and I hope that our esteemed 
Minister of External Affairs will assure the 
House that no such departure is taking place. 
Take the question of the Indian Ocean. We get 
the impression that somehow our voice has 
become muted. We seem to be satisfied with 
leaving the matter to the two big powers to sort 
out among themselves. To my mind the biggest 
danger of these bases is not to the big powers 
themselves but to the smaller powers and to 
other countries like India. In fact, I should like 
to draw the attention of the House to the fact 
that an effort has been made to build up a ring 
of bases from the Cape of Horn to Diego Garcia 
through the Gulf to the South-East Asia and the 
Pacific. Not taking too much time I just like to 
mention some of the basis that these powers 
have in this part 

of the world. I first take up the British. They 
have bases in Cape of Good-Hope, Seycheles, 
Mahe, Desroches, Aldabra, Farquhar, Mauritius, 
and the so-called BIO Territories, again 
Maldives, Chagos; then the United States: Mahe, 
Chagos (near Diego Garcia), Cocos Island, 
Loren-co-Marques, Baharain, Woomera, North-
West Cape, Pine Gap, Perth and Alice Springs, 
and until recently Basara. Now the French bases 
are Dijibouti, Comora Islands, Reunion Islands 
and Diego Suarez. I have read all the names of 
the British, French and United States of America 
bases. The Soviet Union claims that it has no 
base in the Indian Ocean. But the Americans 
have challenged it. Therefore, we cannot equate 
the two systems of powers because our approach 
has been that one base will invite another base 
and one warship will attract another warship and 
these are sources of tension. Not only that, these 
are base spring-boards for dominance over the 
littoral States of the Indian Ocean. Therefore, I 
hope that we will raise our voice—as we have 
been doing in the past—against this and call for 
a conference of all the littoral States of the big 
powers for the resolution of the problem which 
would be fair and equitable to all—not only to 
the big powers. 

Sir, I may also mention—now that I am 
talking about the vague and uneasy feeling that 
we get about some shift in our policy— that if 
we tie this up with certain other developments 
of enough importance, especially in the two 
neighbouring countries— then this feeling of 
anxiety gets somewhat strengthened and 
deepened. I am referring to the question of 
Farakka barrage and the developments in 
Pakistan. The Government is tight-lipped with 
regard to the Farakka barrage. But the reports 
that are coming are disturbing. The newspapers 
have been reporting that India might have 
agreed to cut down during the lean months the 
upland flow from the Ganga to less than 20,000 
cusecs and this has  caused  serious  concern  in   
Calcutta. 
Such curtailment to upland supplies to the 
Hooghly to 50 per cent of its minimum 
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requirements will, according to the experts, far 
from effecting a steady improvement of the 
river, sound the deathknell of the Calcutta port. 
And similar misgivings are being voiced by the 
people in Bihar. In fact, somebody has pointed 
out that if this kind of an agreement goes 
through, then the very purpose of having the 
Farakka barrage is frustrated and stultified. 
What is being said is that this is being done 
under certain pressures. 
There are changes taking place in Pakistan. But 

I would not like to go into those developments as 
they are the internal matters of Pakistan. But 
certain powers may again become interested in 
the developments in Pakistan and may again try 
to entice Pakistan by offering military supplies 
and all kinds of aids which are inimical to Indian 
interests. But from the Government the only 
response that we got was the Prime Minister's 
statement made the other day in the other House 
that he would not be careless to what happens—• 
whether the U.S. supplies arms to Pakistan or not. 
I submit with all respect—and I do respect him as 
well as the Prime Minister of this country—that 
this cannot be the attitude of India. We have to 
take note of what is happening. And, Sir, we have 
to be active and up on our feet about it. I am 
afraid, Sir—I may be wrong and I hope the 
honourable Minister will say that we are wrong—
that we are being led by the garden path through 
tempting offers, tantalizingly tempting offers, of 
aid in order to soften our approach and our stance 
on the various issues. 

Sir, I would also like to point out that I am 
not against the development of good relations 
with the United States. In fact, it is quite the 
contrary. When President Carter got elected, I 
wrote a letter to the then Prime Minister—and 
this letter must be on files—suggesting that that 
was the opportune time for promoting quiet 
diplomacy with the United States, to see if we 
could continue our tits and promote good 
relations. Therefore, I am not against the pro-
motion of good relations. But these good   
relations   have   to   be   on   certain 

principles and cannot be at our national cost. 
Similarly, I would like to say that we all stand 
for the development of similar spirit, for the 
development of good relations on the basis of 
principles, that we arrived at mutually at Simla 
and we do want the promotion of good relations 
with both Bangladesh and Pakistan, but again, as 
I said, on certain principles and not at our 
national cost and certainly not at the pressure of 
certain powers who are at this moment dangling 
the carrot before us. (Time bell rings).. . Since I 
am now on the question of the negative trends in 
the world, I should like to mention two or three 
other nega-tive trends which we are facing today. 
One is the question of the progress towards the 
establishment of a new international economic 
order. Sir, we all know this is a matter of vital 
concern to all the developing countries of the 
world and we also know that there is hardly any 
progress. Some people have asked me as to what 
an international economic order is. My answer 
briefly is this: It is an order in which there is less 
inequality, an order which gives more 
opportunities to the developed world for trade, an 
order which lessens or reduces or minimises the 
hard terms of aid that are being offered at this 
time, but more than anything else, an order in 
which there is more equal economic and trading 
system and we also know that all the factors are 
in favour of the advanced industrialised countries 
of the world. Sir, the advanced industrialised 
countries of the world are going   to   gain.    
May   I   mention,   Sir, 
that in 1972, the non-oil-exporting countries 

had only a 13.63 per cent share of the world 

trade and in 1976, only a 14.33 per cent share? 

There was hardly any rise at all. And then, Sir, 

the oil-exporting countries have jumped from 

5.06 per cent to 10.89 per cent. That is all. Sir, I 

may mention one more figure which will show 

the gravity of the situation. Between 1966 and 

1974, there has been a 
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[ Dr. V. P. Dutt ] 
total net transfer of capital assets to the tune of 
19,434 million dollars to the advanced 
countries of the world and that situation 
continues to exist even today. I do not have the 
figures for 1975 and 1976. But, basically, the 
position has not changed. 

Similarly, Sir, the negotiations with regard to 
the Law of the Seas have led us nowhere. All I 
would like to say here is that there was a time 
when every Western draft was matched by an 
Indian draft and finally a compromise had to be 
reached by them with us on what would be or 
could be achieved.. . (Time bell rings) ... But, 
Sir, somehow that dynamism and that activity 
are missing now and I would like them to come 
back. 

There are two other points which I would like 
to mention in passing and I would not like to 
spend much of my time on them. What is this 
armstrace that is going on now in the world? As 
we know, today while we are being preached 
that we must not be engaged even in peaceful 
explosion of the atom, the arms race among the 
big powers is not only continuing, but 
continuing frantically. Already, I was told, that 
last year there was a total spending of 300 
billion dollars worth of arms, and now there is a 
talk of new missiles, there is a talk of more 
hydrogen missiles and there is a talk of various 
kinds of new weapons. These pose a fresh 
danger to the world and we have to raise our 
voice against it. But what is worrying me more 
than the arms race is the arms sale—arms sales 
from the developed countries, from industrial 
countries, to the under-developed countries. Sir, 
I understand from sources which should know 
that last year, the world order for arms had shot 
up to 20 billion dollars. Of this, half was of the 
United States and perhaps more than that of the 
Soviet Union. Not only that. What is even more 
disquiting is that last year  4.3   billion   dollars  
worth  of   arms 

were supplied only to the gulf countries and, 
Sir, out of that, two-thirds went to two countries 
of the world—Iran and Saudi Arabia. So this is 
the kind of unbalanced situation that is being 
created. And my suggestion is that through such 
arms sales and aid, developing countries are 
being divided, whether it is West Asia, Libia or 
Egypt or whether it is Africa or Angola, The 
developed countries, the industrialised 
countries— some of them at least—are 
successful by dividing the developing countries. 
Therefore, we have to guard ourselves against 
that.. .(Time bell rings). 

I  will  take five minutes  more. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): I am afraid you have to conclude 
quickly. 

DR. V. P. DUTT: I am yet to begin the most  
important part  of my speech. 

I do not want to mention the situation in 
South Africa, because the time is short. But I 
would like to say that if I may put it in just one 
sentence, the time in South Africa is five 
minutes to twelve. There is an explosive 
situation, and unless something is done 
immediately, it will blow up. 

These are the adverse trends of international 
relations that we have to contend with. 

But I should also like to mention some 
positive trends which we can make use of. One 
is certainly the decreasing ability of any single 
nation or a combination of nations to control 
international system, resulting in what has often 
been called diffusion of power or fragmentation 
of centres of effective, co-ordinated power. This 
system can no longer be stabilised by some 
arrangement of two or three or four or five 
powers or balance between nations. I am not 
suggesting that the military force has become 
absolute. Military deterrents will remain as one 
of the essential elements of the foreign policies 
of the major countries.     But what 
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I am saying is that through the policy of 
control, the outcome of the application of 
power has become more eroded or more 
limited. Their sources of power remain, but 
their effectiveness has gone down. And this is a 
situation that we can certainly use to our great 
advantage. And, therefore, for that we have to 
have a certain set of priorities and we have to 
have a certain vision—vision that was supplied 
by Jawaharlal Nehru.. .(Time bell rings). 

Please do not look at me like that, otherwise   
I  will  not  be  able  to  finish. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): You have taken practically  half-
an-hour. 

DR. V. P. DUTT: Practically to open a talk 
takes time. I am not taking more time that 
anybody else has taken. I am initiating the 
debate. I am making a tour de horizon, and that 
tour de horizon cannot be complete unless I 
give my last suggestion. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): There are 14 or 15 speakers. 

DR. V. P. DUTT: If you ask me to sit 
down, I will sit down. But I would like 
to have just a minute or two more to 
finish   this   conceptual   framework. If 
I am taking a tour be horizon, it must 
begin from our neighbours, China, 
3 p. M.      U.    S.   S.      R., Pakistan, 
Burma, Sri Lanka, Nepal and Afghanistan. With 
China, there is very slow progress. Please keep 
on prodding and pushing. It will be a very 
gradual thing. But then we fell out to the Gulf 
region and the Indian Ocean on the one hand 
and to South-East Asia on the other. I am afraid 
we have been passive in South-East Asia. There 
are ASEAN States and,there are Indo-China 
States. We can certainly play a very large role in 
it and from there go on to African countries, 
East Asia, Japan and the big powers like the 
United States and so on. Sir, while concluding, I 
would   like   to   suggest     that     our   re- 

sources are limited. We cannot naturally be 
active everywhere and we cannot help 
everywhere. But we can adopt a selective 
approach and a discriminating approach in 
order to make our relationship and our aid more 
effective. Sir, each country has its own natural 
sphere of action and India is the emerging 
countries of the world and the developing and 
the non-aligned countries. No amount of 
foreign policy—shall I say 'trickery'; I am not 
using it about India and I am talking about the 
general thing—for a country like India can 
work unless we recognise the truth that we are 
a part of the non-aligned developing countries 
of the world and that we can make use of these 
positive aspects of the international situation 
only if we increase our co-operation and 
employ all the elements of our foreign policy 
that have counted on so far. Unless we increase 
that co-operation, we will not be able to make 
use of these positive trends. This is what I 
would like to conclude on.    Thank   you,   Sir. 

SHRI DINESH SINGH (Uttar Pradesh) : Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, Sir, almost immediately after 
the new Government took office, the Foreign 
Minister made a categorical statement saying 
that India's foreign policy would be governed 
by its continuity. It was not necessary for him 
to say so. He could have also very easily said in 
the words of the American President: "It is a 
new world that calls for a new foreign policy". 
Yet the Foreign Minister was at pains to 
emphasise that we shall continue the policy and 
also when he spoke in the other House while 
presenting the budget, he paid a tribute to 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, the architect of India's 
foreign policy and those who preceded Mr. 
Vajpayee in office. I would say that in the hu-
mility that he has shown and the sincerity that 
he has demonstrated, he has won respect not 
only of the people of India, but also of his 
friends and colleagues abroad.    It is this 
openness that he has 
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[ Shri Dinesh Singh ] 
introduced in the foreign policy which 
was present when Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru was the Foreign Minister, which 
has given confidence both to our neigh 
bours and our distant friends that 
India will speak with one voice. There 
fore, I was somewhat surprised with my 
friend, hon. Dr. Dutt, who expressed some 
kind of doubt about the continuity of 
our foreign policy. He saw some kind of 
a sinister move that we were moving away 
from the continuity. Sir, I would say 
that no sinister move was necessary to 
move away from a policy followed by a 
previous Government.        It     would 
have been fully justifiable for the Government 
to say that they were departing from certain 
aspects of the policy of the previous 
Government. Dr. Dutt also paid me a 
compliment for having had something to do 
with the implementation of the policies of 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. And I deem it an 
honour that I have played a small part in trying 
to realise the kind of co-operation that he had 
envisaged    in the world. 

SHRI KALI MUKHERJEE 
(West Bengal): You have forfeited that 
now. 

SHRI DINESH SINGH: Mr. Vice-Chairman, 
Sir, Dr. Dutt has also placed me in great 
difficulty. He asked me to say whether we were 
following the same policies that were being 
followed by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and I 
would not be honest to this House and to myself 
if I said that we were following the same 
policies in respect of the nuances that Dr. Dutt 
tried to introduce. The distortions came not 
when the Janata Government took over, but two 
years ago, and I would mention a small 
illustration, Mr. Vice-Chairman. 

Sir, one of the basic aspects of the principle 
of non-alignment was non-interference in the 
internal affairs. Interference has two aspects :    
Interference in 

the internal affairs of other countries, 
and not permitting other countries to 
interfere in the internal affairs of 
our country. As the hon. Member, 
Prof. Dutt, would recall, about two years 
ago we started seeking international sup 
port for our internal policies. We tried 
to advertise the gains of emergency 
and to seek support for that emergency. 
Would this not amount to interference 
in our internal affairs ? Was some State 
to say that our internal policy was right 
or wrong? And it is this distortion, Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, Sir, which I hope the 
Janata Government will correct. The hon. 
Member, Dr. Dutt, also talked about the 
policy of non-alignment. Mr. Vice- 
Chairman, Sir,' non-alignment cannot 
be a policy. It is merely a set of princi 
ples that guide the policy. The foreign 
policy of India as enunciated by Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru was world peace and 
international        co-operation. World 
peace and international co-operation are 
essential for us because we are a developing 
country. We have got a large number of people 
living on the margin of human existence. We 
have to promote their welfare. This cannot be 
done in an atmosphere of conflict. It cannot be 
done when there is a war in the world. It can 
only be done by international co-operation. Sir, 
if you look at India's traditional policy, India's 
traditional attitudes towards foreign affairs and 
India has an ancient civilization—these have not 
come to us overnight since our independence. 
They have a long history in our tradition, in our 
background. And if you look at these, you see 
that India has stood always for human 
undertstanding, for absorption of ideas that have 
come from different parts of the world, for their 
synthesis, for evolving a consensus, and for 
working with people of different races, different 
religious backgrounds and different beliefs. And 
this is the essence of India's foreign policy. That 
we want to develop not in conflict but in co-
operation. The developing countries, having 
achieved  their   independence  from     the 
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economic colonialism, would not like to fall 
under economic colonialism.   They would wish 
to give content to their independence and that 
content can    come only   when they    acquire    
economic self-reliance.    I am not even talking   
of any kind of economic     self-sufficiency.      I     
am     merely talking  of economic  self-reliance.    
And, therefore,    Sir,    the   policy   that Pandit 
Jawaharlal   Nehru   enunciated   and   the policy 
which   my distinguished friend and the hon. 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Vajpayee is following    is 
the    policy    to promote international    
understanding.    In        this respect, Sir, may I 
say that I am entirely in agreement  with  the  
analysis  that  my distinguished friend,  
Professor Dutt, has enunciated    here.    There    
are    negative aspects  which   we     have    to    
safeguard against and the giving away of large 
quantities of arms unrelated to   the self-defence 
of a country is one of the   major factors that 
tends to disturb the balance that we would     
wish  to     see  in     international relations.    
But, I think, when the Prime Minister referred to 
it in relation to Pakistan in this House,  I do    
not think he meant, as my friend hon.    Dr. Dutt 
has pointed  out,   that  he  was  unconcerned 
about what happened in Pakistan.    We cannot 
be.    We are vitally interested in our   
neighbouring   countries.    He merely wanted to 
say that we should not look at it 
disproportionately,   that we are a large country 
capable  of   defending   ourselves against 
Pakistan and, therefore, we should not look at 
anything that happens in Pakistan with the    
phobia of an aggression against  us.    
Unfortunately,     the  giving of arms is a danger 
today.    We have to be alive to what is 
happening not   only in Pakistan but all over the 
world. 

Professor Dutt also saw some kind of a 
distortion in our nuclear policy and I have 
taken some pains to study the statements that 
have been made recently. Of course, an 
authoritative statement can only come from the 
Foreign Minister. But I have not read anything 
in the statements made by the Prime Minister 
which 

I would call a departure from our nuclear 
policy. It is the judgement of the Government 
to say whether there should be nuclear 
explosions or not. It is for them to decide taking 
into account the cost, taking into account the 
benefit that will accrue, taking into the account 
the technological knowledge that will come and 
in the balance if a Government decides that we 
have the technological know-how, that we 
know how to explode a nuclear device and that 
we would not wish to explode a nuclear device; 
I would not say that this is a departure,. In fact, 
the Government has reaffirmed its adherence to 
the earlier policies against the N.P.T. and I have 
not seen any statement to the effect that any 
action that we take will be conditioned by the 
advice that we may receive from outside as has 
been talked about and, therefore, once again, I 
would wish to assure my friends, particularly 
Dr. Dutt, for whom I have great respect that 
what he is saying is some kind of a 
hallucination borne out of some kind of a fear 
complex, than any realities that exist. 

Now, Sir, he also talked of the positive 
aspects of international situation and I am 
entirely in agreement with him that we have to 
look at these positive trends now that we are 
free from the problem of explaining our 
internal situation to the world outside. Maybe, 
we shall have more time to think in terms of 
international co-operation. In this respect there 
are two or three things which, I think, are of 
utmost urgency. Professor Dutt talked of arms 
sale. There is arms sale to developing countries 
because there is a lack of stability in the gener 
situation and we have to do away with this lack 
of stability. This can come only from co-
operation. I would wish to remind the Foreign 
Minister that there was something called a 
Council of Asian Foreign Ministers; that it was 
established at the initiative of India and that it 
has been lying   dormant. 
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[Shri Dinesh Singh] If we could revive the 
Asian Council, of Ministers, it could encourage 
greater dialogue amongst the Asian countries. It 
could remove some of the fears that exist and it 
could initiate a more co-operative Asian 
society. Unfortunately, we have no Asian 
organisation, not even a cultural one. There are 
regional organisations but there is need for a 
general Asian organisation. 

In the same trend, Sir, may I also remind the 
Foreign Minister that we had initiated a new 
arrangement amongst the non-aligned countries 
which are in a larger sense, the developing 
countries? The tripartite arrangement that we 
arrived at with Yugoslavia and the U.A.R. was 
an example of co-operation between the 
developing countries and the effort we were 
making to share surpluses for development in 
different countries is a concept which has 
tremendous possibilities. It is something that 
goes beyond the trade. It is the utilisation of the 
surplus of one country for the development 
processes of another country and we were 
envisaging such arrangements with Iran and 
with Sri Lanka, and I would commend to the 
House and to the hon. Minister that this positive 
trend could be utilised to remove some of the 
distortions that Prof. Dutt mentioned before and 
in doing so, we would be giving a new content 
to non-alignment as well as promoting our basic 
international policy, which is international co-
operation. In this regard, Sir, may I say that the 
United Nations which was a body set up for 
conciliation and for consensus is gradually 
weakening in its basic objectives? Much of the 
problems of the world are being sorted out 
outside the orbit of the United Nations. I have 
no objection to the settlement of the disputes 
wherever they may be, and they need not 
always be brought to the United Nations; but I 
do feel that this international body created with 
great expectations and hope and financed by all 
the countries, including the ones not very 
prosperous, must be   made 

use of in a better way. This organisation is 
capable of promoting international peace and 
international co-operation and we must attempt 
to make a better use of this organisation. There 
are many things in which the United Nations 
Organisation is engaged at the moment and we 
should see that a more positive contribution is 
made by this world body for finding solutions 
to the problems of the world. 

When we talk of the problems of the world, 
we cannot forget what is happening in Southern 
Rhodesia, whether it is in Zimbabwe, whether 
it is in Namibia or in Southern Africa. For us, 
Mr. Vice-Chairman, it is a matter or deep 
interest because it was here that the Father of 
the Nation began his struggle against injustice, 
against racialism and against colonialism and it 
is a matter which, I am sure, is occupying the 
mind of the Government. I have seen the 
statement made by the Foreign Minister which 
gives me a great encouragement to see that he 
is relentlessly pursuing this -matter and we 
hope that some success will emerge in the fore-
seeable future. 

We must also welcome the changes that are 
coming in the foreign policy stance of the 
United States.    Although, the United States is 
far   away from      India,     yet, the United    
States has exercised a great influence all over 
the world and a change in the policy of the 
United States based on the assertion of human 
rights is something which we must welcome.    
At the same time as Dr. Dutt   mentioned, we 
cannot also forget our neighbours to whom the 
Foreign Minister is paying special attention I 
was happy to    see    that his first     visit was to 
our neighbouring country, Nepal— to China, 
which   is an important    neighbour.        We 
may not always agree with it.    But we have to 
learn to live together. The initiative that has 
been taken to begin a  dialogue  is something  
that  we  must welcome. 

In this respect, may I mention Afghanistan?    
With    Afghanistan,     we    have 
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had very old and traditional ties of friendship, 
and talking of the distortions which the hon. 
Member mentioned, a distortion has also taken 
place in the last two years in our relations with 
Afghanistan over the dry fruits question. It is 
my hope that the Foreign Minister will be able 
to visit Afghanistan in the near future and that 
he will be able to set right this one more 
distortion which has taken place in our 
traditional policy towards Afghanistan. 

It is not my intention to take much time of the 
House because this is a subject with which hon.    
Members are fully familiar. My intention was 
merely to correct the distortions that my 
esteemed friend, Dr.  Dutt was trying to introduce 
into the   debate. I would only say that we   are   
discussing the Report of the Ministry of External 
Affairs, not merely India's foreign policy, and I 
should like to take this   opportunity to say that 
the work that has been done by the Ministry and 
by the officers of  the Ministry is of the highest 
quality.    Our officers    have    stood,   with 
great success, comparison with  those who   have 
come from   other   countries,   from    developed 
countries, using    extremely sophirticated 
methods and it would be   unfair  on   our part not 
to think of the tremendous and good work,   day-
to-day work,   they   are doing  in  the  promotion  
of our foreign policy.    It is my hope that it 
would be possible   to  introduce    a greater 
element of specialisation in our    foreign service 
and  also  a  more  specific direction    to India's 
ambassadors who go to different countries so that 
we are able to promote not  merely     the  general     
international relations I    have talked about,  but  
also deeper bilateral relations between the coun-
tries with which we have friendly relations. 

Thank you very much. Mr. Vice-Chairman, 

SHRI D. P.SINGH (Bihar) : Mr.Vice-
Chairman, Sir, before I invite your attention to 
the various problems that affect 

us in the distant corners of the world, let 
me point out some of the problems that 
afflict us today, the problems with our 
neighbour Bangladesh. I am glad 
Shri Jagjivan Babu happens to be here who 
led the first delegation. Now, before I 
bring out the points and the subject-matter 
of our grievance, I must point out and place 
before the House the situation that 
obtains in Bangladesh at the moment. 
In the last few months, secularism has 
been deleted from the Constitution of 
Bangladesh. The Directive Principles of 
the Constitution of Bangladesh designed 
to protect the interests of the minori 
ties have also been removed. Thirdly, 
in a joint communique inssued 
just now, which we had occasion 
to see,      the     joint      communique 

with Saudi Arabia, there is a categorical 
statement that Bangladesh intends to convert 
itself into an Islamic Republic and that, in that 
view of the matter, their foreign policy it is 
going to be fashioned. And, lastly, Sir , we 
have the Presidential order, the order passed by 
President Zia-ur-Rahman, to say that all the 
goods supplied by this country are sub-
standard, not it to be taken. Therefore, there is a 
directive that even in the matters of contracts 
and tenders, even where our tender happens to 
be the lowest, our tenders have got to be 
rejected. In this context, Sir, we are moving 
towards a situation where the people of this 
country, particularly of Bihar and Uttar Pradesh 
are going to be deprived of the possibility of 
any development in the next two decades. 

Then, Sir, all the time we are told: You don't 
mind the little suffering that is going to be 
imposed you may not get enough water for the 
time being, but ultimately the hope is that there 
will be a general accord about linking of the 
Brahamaputra with the Ganga. Until recently,   
just  about   15     days      back, 



 

[ Shri D. P.  Singh ] 

they were not even prepared to talk on the 
subject and four arguments were ad 
vanced by the Bangladeshis. They said 
that they will not agree to the proposal of 
linking the Ganga with the Brahamaputra 
because it will divide the country and in 
the process it will make them more vulner 
able to attack from India. They 
said that this will mean removing the 
people from one place to another 
and this will cause human suffer 
ings. In spite of all this, we are 
being told that there is a hope that the 
problem will be solved sooner or later 
in the larger interest of the country—a 
subjection which they are not even 
prepared to talk. Now what is the talk? 
What are we going to be asked to do? 
On the basis of a a study in the last 25 
years, it is assumed that the flow of the 
Ganga will be 55,000 cusecs. Now we 
were about to agree to a situation— 
thanks to the intervention of the 
people in the Cabinet that it has not 
come about—that out of the 55,000 
cusecs 34,500 cusecs will go to Bangladesh 
and 20,500 cusecs will come to India. 
This is the first step. The second step 
is , if the flow of the Ganges water comes 
down to 20,500 cusecs or if it 
comes down to even 34,500 cusecs, the 
entire 34, 500 cusecs will go to Bangladesh 
and not a drop of water would remain in 
India. This is the kind of situation. 
This is the kind of an agreement that is 
in contemplation, because they are pressing 
that the ratio that obtains in relation to, 
55,000 cusecs will have to be main 
tained in relation even to a diminished 
flow, a flow to the lowest level. 
(Interruptions). When it comes to the 
INTUC matters you can certainly inter 
vene. 

Now the situation is this that with a view to 
providing Bangladesh with this amount of 
water the upper regions of the Gangetic valley 
shall not be    allowed    to 

draw the water at all. This was our 
apprehension and I had an occasion to 
voice this in the meetings of the Con 
sultative Committee of the Ministry of 
External Affairs and also in this House. 
The hon. Minister for External Affairs 
is here. He may contradict it or he may 
accept it. We are told that there is a 
decision of the Cabinet, a solemn decision 
of the Cabinet, that no proposals, no 
scheme with respect to the upper regions 
of the Ganges, that is in Uttar Pradesh or 
Bihar, shall at all be taken into considera 
tion. This is the decision arrived at 
by the Cabinet. Happily, there has been 
no agreement. I do not know whether 
you have taken any steps—we expected 
that there would be some statement kept 
on the Table of the House—'to try to in 
vestigate that if the flow of the 
water is diminished, what will be the 
effect on the Calcutta port. As it is, 
we are told that there is 112 million 
tonnes of silt in the Hooghly. The 
world experts had told us that if there was 
a flow of 40,000 cusecs at least, then 
there would be 8 per cent of desilting 
annually and in the course of 12 years, on 
that basis, it would be possible to clear 
the silt that had already deposited and 
ships of bigger draught would be 
able to come to Calcutta, as they 
did 15 or 20 years back. Now the situa 
tion is that if you reduce the flow of 
water to anything below 35,000 
cusecs, there will be a deposit of 2 "8 per 
cent silt annually, with the result 
that     there       can     be no     ques- 
tion of its clearance in about 10 years. Then 
the Calcutta port will be doomed, destroyed 
and ruined for ever. And you are going to enter 
into an agreement on the dangling of carrots—
on mere hopes. Bihar and Uttar Pradesh are 
the States which gave the Janata Party hundred 
per cent seats in Parliament. This is how you 
are going to treat those people in Bihar and 
Uttar Pradesh. Our     people     there     stand    
cheated, 
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cheated, cheated. On this assurance, you are 
going to destroy the destiny of those people for 
ever! This is the basis of the whole agreement. 
We are fortunate and happy that the agreement 
has not taken place and I hope that in the days to 
come, Sir, good sense will prevail and you will 
go, back on that position and see that the 
interests—not only of the Calcutta port hit of the 
upper reaches of the Gan-getic valley—will be 
protected and preserved. 

Hon'ble Shri Dinesh Singh—we were 
hoping and we were thinking that he will 
be sworn in today; now I hope 
that it will be on the 15th—re 
ferred to hallucinations of Dr. 
V. P. Dutt. The hallucinations 
arise from the multi-voices that we hear 
from the Janata Party. We are 
gratified, satisfied, happy and delighted 
to hear our able Foreign Minister with 
his sweet tongue, suavity and able ad 
vocacy. All that is so pleasant. But there 
are other voices that we are apt to hear. 
And, Sir, the voice is not of an individual; 
the voice is a phenomenon—that is, Mr. 
Subramaniam Swamy who claims to be 
the real spokesman of the Janata Party. 
He says, "what I say is the foreign policy". 
In that context, we have been a little ap 
prehensive. We confess that we 
felt very happy. But then we have 
been watching a little. We try to be a 
little cautious. What is going to happen 
about the so-called deviations that are now 
coming? Naw he says—blow off Indo- 
Soviet Treaty, snap the links with the East, 
Earopean countries because in trade we 
have been cheated all these years, have 
genuine non-alignment. Now genuine non- 
alignment means alignment with America 
and America alone where annually we 
are being cheated of the weightage in 
wheat and the cases are going on in the 
American courts. They say they are 
selling hundred tonnes and ultimately if 
you weight it, it transpires that it is only 
72 tonnes. So he is fond of having a 
genuine alignment—a policy whereby we 

stick to America and denounce everything 
else. Now this kind of statements are 
apt to raise eye-brows and we try to see 
things in the proper perspective. Depar 
tures, of course, should not have been 
there but there have been departures. 
Sometime back we heard of subtle devia 
tions. They are no longer subtle. 
They are now broad, admitted deviations 
in the foreign policy. Now we are told 
that we are going to have amity and 
friendship with Israel. Of course, 
we stood for amity with every 
body but in the matter of foreign 
policy if we are going to take that decision 
with Israel, what about all your Arab 
countries whom you cultivated at our cost 
with so much of sacrifice? You 
helped the Arab countries in their hour, of 
distress and many a time when 
here were moments of distress 
even the Americans had to face 
it ; even the Germans had to face trouble. 
Well, I think we had to pay a high reprice 
for oil but the flow oil to this country 
did not stop. And there are many benefits 
that are likely to flow in the continued 
relationship. But there have 
been departures even in he matter 
of the Soviet Union and the East European 
countries. Sir, there are deviations, 
there are departues and there are such gross 
departures      which      are ultimately 
likely to   jeopardize the interests of  this 
country. 

What we fear most is not a departure. A 
departure, of course, can be set right. But if 
there is a surrender of sovereignty, of our 
independence, if there is a surrender of our 
ability to take our own decisions in our own 
matters, then that is the most unfortunate thing 
that could happen to this country when the 
souls of Gandhiji and Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
will turn in their graves. 

Now what is happening in those matters, Sir 
? I have particularly in mind the nuclear policy 
on which it was all right for Mr. Dinesh Singh 
to say, "What does 
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[Shri D. P. Singh] 
it matter? The Government can take a 
decision." Yes, I fully agree with him but if a 
Government, in taking its decisions has to take 
not only the c6nsent but also orders of 
Washington, then that is an unfortunate day for 
this country. Thank you, Sir. 

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN 
(Nominated): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, a 
discussion on the External Affairs Ministry 
indeed becomes a discussion on the broader 
framework of the national policy. The External 
Affairs Ministry is not a Ministry in the simple 
sense of the word. 

[The Vice-Chairman, (Shri Shyam Lal Yadav) 
in the Chair] 

It is a Ministry which reflects national policy 
at the international level in all its three aspects 
of bilateral relations, multilateral relations and 
global relations. This, Sir, is precisely the 
reasons why .every Prime Minister, ipso facto, is 
also his country's Foreign Minister. A 
discussion, therefore, on India's foreign policy is 
a discussion of national perspective of the Janata 
Party. Happily, the Janata Party has put its better 
foot forward in foreign policy. Thanks to the 
eloquence and intellectual sublety of Mr. 
Vajpayee and also because of the wisdom which 
prevailed in the Janata Party, foreign policy has 
been kept out of the partisan arena. It has been 
mentioned again and again by the Foreign 
Minister and further reiterated by the Prime 
Minister that foreign policy is a national policy 
of consensus, is a bi-partisan policy and is a 
policy of continuity from the past. 

Continuity is an ambiguous term. Continuity 
might mean a mechanistic extension at the 
rhetoric level with the sweet, silver tongued 
oratory of the Foreign Minister. Sometimes I 
feel concerned that much of the shifts in sub-
stance might be hidden by the turn of the phrase. 

Mr. Vajpayee is a good parliamentarian. And 
all of us must be somewhat wary of good 
parliamentarians. Good parliamentarians are 
difficult people, good politicians also, but they 
are also statesmen. Let us give them the benefit 
of doubt. I would say that it would be unrealistic 
on one side and unfair on the other if within four 
months the Opposition parties and others come 
to a very firm conclusion about the direction of 
the foreign policy under the Janata Party. My 
fear is that, while one would not like to appear 
foolish subsequently, and the path of wisdom 
normally should take a negative view—you 
people who have taken a negative view have 
been proved right on the balance the province of 
fairness and building up of consensus demands 
that you give them a reasonably longer period of 
time. One-year time would be an adequate 
framework within which to judge the foreign 
policy. Sir, it is a fact that, when the Janata 
Party—and, in particular. Mr. Vajpayee—
speaks of continuity, he speaks of the 
involvement of India in the struggle for social 
change, building up of a self-reliance economic 
base and having world peace. Non-alignment 
has never been a substitute for foreign policy. 
Non-alignment has been a framework within 
which we attempt to perceive the correlation of 
forces. Non-alignment has been a rejection of 
dependence on colonial powers on one side, and 
military blocks on the other. But non-alignment 
also means assumption of certain values. Non-
alignment involves a positive com nitm°nt to 
anti-imperialism. It means a positive 
commitment to anti-colonialism. It means a 
positive commitment to anti-racialism. It means 
a positive commitment to depolarisati on of the 
world. While alignment was the politics of 
polarisation, non-alignment is the politics of de-
polarisation. It was precisely because of this that 
Shri Baij Nath in his 'Parliament of India' men-
tioned about the innovative role which India has 
played.    Therefore, a genuine 
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non-alignment and genuine commitment to non-
alignment, are very essential components of 
non-alignment. Genuine non-alignment is not 
surreptitious alignment. Genuine non-alignment 
is not a back-door entry into those perilous 
areas and regions which in the last 30 years 
have neither supported authentic independence 
of India or authentic development of the whole 
third world. Intelligent people are here around 
and the path of subtelty of Indian wisdom 
demands not to mention the countries. But I 
would say that, while we speak of genuine non-
alignment, we have to know who are out friends 
actually and potentially and which are the 
parties and groups which have intrinsic 
incapacity to become friends of all those who 
are struggling for a fair part in the development 
of a just international economic order. 

Sir, the nuclear policy the problem of non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons, is an 
important test. Monopoly of nuclear arms was 
the declared policy of the United States of 
America until in 1953. 

SHRI KALI MUKHERJEE : And also 
Soviet Russia. 

PROF.   RASHEEDUDDIN KHAN   : Well, I 
beg your pardon.    Let my good friend with his 
great voice not destroy the feeble voice of reason 
which I want to raise. I   would  say  that   
monopoly of nuclear arms  by  the  United  
States  of America has   been   their  subtle   
policy   of   1950's until that monopoly was   
broken by the Soviet    Union.    And    then     
comes    the atom  for  peace.    And   then   
comes   our agreement   on    the   Tarapore    
Reactor. Then comes the attempt to twist our 
arms: You have been able to elect a good 
government,  with decent  people       the  gentle-
men who  are the  articulators  of human liberty 
and freedom.    And    those   articulators   of   
human   liberty   and   freedom shall  be  the first  
to accommodate some compromise in the  Indo-
American agreement. 

This I fear is there. Several articles have 
appeared on 1st of July in the American and the 
Indian newspapers emphasising the fact that Mr. 
Victor Ainsky has said that the standard condi-
tions will be fulfilled, that they were releasing 
12 tonnes of enriched uranium for the Tarapur 
Reprocessing Plant for a period of six months 
which would end by the end of this year and that 
they had the right to cancel further supply of en-
riched uranium if explosion was made in India 
even for peaceful purposes, even based on 
indigenous component. While I entirely agree 
with the Prime Minister here that India must 
play a positive role by declaring that India will 
never build atomic weapons, the options should 
not be unilaterally closed particularly under the 
pressure of a big power which on the one side 
advocates monopoly of nuclear power and on 
the other side still sticks to the nuclear club. 
Discrimination was the reason for our not 
signing the NPT. Shri Atal Bihari Vajapayee is 
here. He said in the Consultative Committee that 
Yugoslavia told us that we were wise in not 
signing the NPT, while some of them had 
succumbed to the pressure. 
There have been attempts   on the part of the IMF 
to weaken the policy of non-alignment  and   the  
manoeuvreability  of India's independent foreign 
policy.    Sir, it is a sad story.    Governments are 
elected. Governments fall.    One day leaders are 
recognised   as   the   most    sharp-minded 
politicians and great    statesmen they are 
acclaimed in all parts of the world.    And, 
suddenly,    we   find   that   great   leaders 
collapse like nine pins.    Then you read that not 
only the free vote   is   involved, which  certainly  
it  was,   but  that  there were  other  aspects  
involved  in  it  also. At least if one makes a clear 
analysis of the  role of the IMF, World Bank,  in 
the socalled process of stabilisation,   one will 
find that it puts particular emphasis on 
sterilisation  by  saying  that  unless     the 
population is stable and unless population control 
methods are adopted, it   will not 
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the World Bank to advance loans. This problem 
is still there. The Government of the Janata Party 
is after all a democratic Government. If one 
democratic Government falls by the machination 
of the IMF, the World Bank, then other 
Governments may also fall. I am an independent 
Member of Parliament. I would like to say that 
the first concern of all c i t i z e n s  should be not 
which party is in power, but whether India has a 
stable polity where the rights of dissent and of 
building an independent economy are assured. 
Certainly, it will be an excellent pattern of 
parliamentary system when party changes. It 
may be a two-party system or a multiple party 
•system. Every party is subject to international 
pressure and of the World Bank. Of all people, it 
was Mr. Willy Brandt, the former Prime 
Minister of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
who was identified by the IMF, the World Bank 
to be the chief spokesman at the North-South 
Dialogue. Therefore, when Mr. Gensia, the 
Foreign Minister of the Federal Republic of 
Germany and Mr. Hatoyama, the Foreign 
Minister of Japan came here, knowing the links 
of the IMF, the World Bank, to be intimate with 
the Federal Republic of Germany on the one 
hand and Japan on the other, and paid compli-
ments to India, my heart sank. When Mr. 
McNamara complimented India for the 
development, I honestly tell you that my heart 
sank. It is true on the one side, but on the other 
side it became a part of the international 
economic machination. I am not for isolation. I 
am not saying that any country can develop in 
isolation. But I am saying that the 
manoeuvreability of India should never be 
comprised, and the only thing that powerless 
Members of Parliament like me can do is to utter 
a word of caution in proper time so that in future 
certain things do not happen. 

Sir,   I would like  to say   here that Diego 
Garcia is sought to be soft-pedalled. 

It is wrong to emphasise that the Soviet Union 
and America are equally guilty in militarisation 
of the Indian Ocean. It is a fact that the Soviet 
Union has facilities in the Indian Ocean; it is a 
fact that the Soviet Union has got a larger 
strength of submarines in the Indian Ocean. It is 
a fact that it is so because it is also an Asian 
power interested in the Indian Ocean, 
particularly because in this nuclear and thermo-
nuclear armament race, it is possible from a 
submarine to hit at any point in the Soviet 
Union. The United States is not a part of the 
Indian Ocean area. The United States is not a 
part of the world in which we live. Therefore, it 
is understandable for the Soviet Union to be 
concerned about the Indian Ocean. But there is 
a country with a nuclear base in the Indian 
Ocean. And despite what President Carter 
says— let us also recognise the fact that 
President Carter has made some shift, but 
despite what President Carter says about demili-
tarisation—.the nuclear base at Diego Garcia 
remains and it is being strengthened. The only 
conclusion from the strengthening of Diego 
Garcia is, on the one hand, to keep a watchful 
eye on non-aligned countries like India  and, on 
the other, to keep an eye on liberation 
movements and patriotic forces in Africa. 
Therefore, when proposals come, originating 
from the USA and the UK, for a peace force in 
Zimbabwe and when India responds through its 
Foreign Minister saying "We shall examine it", 
I have a shudder in my spine. I am happy that 
the Foreign Minister has come back. I want him 
to hear this personally. Involvement in a peace 
force under the auspices of the United States of 
America and the UK will land us in the same 
problem as it did in Congo or it might be an 

attempt to identify us with colonial powers, and 

the African resurgent, patriotic forces will never 

have confidence in us. Therefore, let us never 

ally ourselves with forces which were never 

helping the liberation  struggles  of Africa. 
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On West Asia,  I should like  to say that it was 
reported that Begin opened the Bible and he said 
he was happy to see   Jimmy Carter also open the 
Bible. He quoted chapter and verse from the Bible 
as to what should be the destiny of the Israeli 
jews from the waters of the Nile to the waters of 
the Euphrates.    God Almighty in his wisdom or 
the lack     of it is supposed to have said that the 
whole area should go to the successors of the 
original Israelites.    Now what is happening 
might    be another factor    of   our compromise.       
Sometimes      compromise   is explicit   but most 
of  the time,   in international   operations,   
compromise   is   in acquiescence   and     silence.     
Therefore, let us   stick to the   position of   
support to  the  rightful    Arab  cause,    vacation 
of aggression by Israel and support to the idea of 
a Geneva  Conference with  the participation  of 
the  PLO.    Let  us  not withdraw   our, support to    
all    people struggling  for  a  place  under  the   
sun. I was happy to hear Mr. Vajpayee   rebutting 
his eloquent friend, Mr. Jethmalani in   the   
External   Affairs       Consultative Committee.       
Mr.     Jethmalani     went hammer  and   tongs    
at    Mr.   Vajpayee saying   "You   should    
recognise    Israel and withdraw all support to, 
and diplomatic  contact with,  the  Arabs."    That 
the Foreign Minister of India occupied the chair 
which was  once occupied  by the great visionary 
of Asia, Jawaharlal Nehru, might be one factor   
contributing to the enlightenment of Mr.  
Vajpayee, apart from his own indigenous 
enlightenment.        Bureaucracy  palys  an    
important role.    I would like to pay a straight— 
not  a  left-handed—'Compliment     to  the 
bureaucracy.   Probably    in  the  working of 
parliamentary system the term bureaucracy   has   
become   an   inherent   part. My feeling is much 
of the continuity in India's policies   is today also   
contributed by the clarity of commitment as 
articulated and  submitted   by   the   bureaucracy   
in 
India. Having been associated with the External 

Affairs Ministry for quite some time   and   

being   a   sentimental   Indian 

I would like to pay my straight compliment to 
the Ministry over which Mr. Vajpayee presides. 
It is an excellent Ministry. Every flock has black 
sheep and one would only emphasise one's point 
of view. There may be one or two black sheep. 
But rhetoric alone does not contribute to 
continuity. Mr. Vajpayee will grow in our 
estimation if he proves himself a Foreign 
Minister of national consensus. This at the 
moment is only a wish and a hope and a 
promise from him. Fulfilment will have to be 
observed over the months, probably early next 
year, when we get assembled again, when we 
get a more objective view of India's foreign 
policy. Let me nevertheless hope that Mr. 
Vajpayee shall prove a worthy successor to 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI 
JAGJIVAN RAM) : Sir, I had no intention to 
intervene in this debate and if I am intervening, 
I will not try to cover the entire field of foreign 
policy because that will be taken care of by my 
able colleague, Shri Vajpayee. I have intervened 
because the question of Farakka has been raised. 
My friend, Shri D. P. Singh, has the reputation 
of being a good advocate, but what sort of 
advocacy he has urged today, I leave it to the 
House to decide. This problem of Farakka arises 
because during lean months the flow at Farakka 
is not adequate to meet the requirements of the 
two countries. Before 1975 the entire flow has 
been available to Bangla Desh; not a single drop 
was diverted anywhere. Farakka barrage was 
conceived with a view to diverting some water 
according to the experts, 40,000 cusescs in order 
that the hump and sand formation at the Calcutta 
Port can be washed away and the channel for the 
ships may be maintained. Before the Farakka 
barrage was completed it was agreed between 
the then Prime Minister of India, Shrimati Indira 
Gandhi, and the President of Bangladesh,    
Sheikh   Mujibur    Rahman, 
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[Shri Jagjivan Ram] that before the Farakka 
barrage is com-misssioned, the two countries 
will come to an agreement regarding the 
allocation of water during the lean period. I 
leave it to the House to decide or judge whether 
it was wise to keep the Farakka barrage over 
which we have spent nearly Rs. 154 crores, 
uncommissioned till we reached an amicable 
agreement between the two countries or whether 
it was beneficial to India to get it commissioned. 
In 1975 when I visited Bangladesh my 4 P.M. 
effort was to see that Farakka was 
commissioned. And I got it commissioned. 
Some water was supplied to Calcutta port and I 
hope my friend is aware of the quantity released 
during this period. If that quantity was proved 
beneficial to Calcutta port, certainly the figures 
assumed by my friend will do better than what 
was done in 1975. 

My handicap is that in the case of all treaties 
with foreign countries, it is hardly possible to 
disclose the terms of the treaty or place them 
before the public before the treaty is finally 
signed. And I am sure, as an able Advocate, he 
will appreciate this point. I am sorry that he has 
not appreciated this. We are engaged in a 
delicate negotiation with a friendly country. I 
do not know how far it is correct to criticise the 
internal system of any other country so long as 
we have recognised and have diplomatic 
relations with that country. It is upto that 
country what system of Government it should 
have in that country. It is none of our business, 
let alone an examination in detail of the system 
of political administration they have in their 
country. The only guiding principle is what 
relations we are having with them. And from all 
accounts it had been assured by the present 
President of Bangladesh that he wants to 
establish friendly relations with India. 

Now, this Farakka question is not only one of 
sharing of water. It is one of political relations 
with our neighbouring country as well. The 
foreign policy of the Government has also tosce 
how far 

we succeed in   having friendly   relations with 
our immediate neighbours.    If we are not in a 
position to create  situations or conditions in 
which we will have genuine friendly   relations   
with   our   immediate neighbours I think 
renewed effort will be: required to see that 
friendship is established between our immediate 
neighbours and ourselves.    Bangladesh is our 
immediate-neighbour.    Another   thing   is,   we   
are members   of  the   non-aligned   countries 
consisting  also   of small  countries,   and 
emerging   nations    who   have    suffered 
through    ages    from the    oppression of 
colonial powers.    We have been preaching to 
them   the   gospel   of bilateralism and 
emphasizing   the   necessity   of resolving 
differences between two countries, without the 
intervention of a third country, by negotiations 
and discussions among themselves.    Is   this   
gospel   meant   only   for preaching to others?     
Or, is it expected that   we   should   practise   it   
ourselves? These are some of the basic principles 
of our   foreign   policy.    Non   alingment   is 
not    a    negative    approach.    It    is   a 
positive    approach.    I      will      not      go into 
the history of the Various stages of the 
negotiations so far as the sharing of die waters of 
the Farakka is concerned. But  I presume  that 
my friend is aware that a stage came when 
Bangladesh thought of   discarding   bilateralism    
and,     as   a matter of fact, there was a taunting    
remark from the side of Bangladesh that  by 
bilateralism India   meant only unilateralism. 

AN  HON.   MEMBER   :   What   ? 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : By bilateralism 
India means unilateralism, that India wanted to 
decide the question of the Farakka by herself. 
And, Sir, the question was taken by Bangladesh 
to the United Nations and there, our friend, 
mutual friends, friends of India and Bangladesh, 
all the non-aligned countries, made efforts and 
emphasised the necessity of India and 
Bangladesh resolving their differences by 
themselves. Was it not a challenge to India? 
Does it require much advocacy and argument to 
show that in. 
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a dispute between two parties, the sympathies go 
always to the weaker party ? Anybody who has 
dealt with that, will appreciate this aspect. 
Therefore, it has been our approach to resolve 
this Farakka question without the intervention of 
any third party. There are several parties which 
were very willing to offer their good offices to 
negotiate between us and resolve our differences. 
I put it to my friend: Will it be very creditable to 
India to say that we have failed and now we 
require the services of some third party to resolve 
out differences ? We will resolve our differences 
ourselves, a few cusecs on this side and a few 
cusecs on that. But what I think is that friendship 
with the neighbouring countries is of much more 
value •than that. Of course, we will have to see 
that we do not reach a stage where the Calcutta 
Port will be in jeopardy. But, Sir, shall I put it to 
my friend? What was the position before 1975? I 
think, even after that, he will try to consult some 
experts and I have no doubt that he will be 
enlightened on those aspects. My handicap, Sir, 
is that he has disclosed some figures. Well, 
Opposition does not always mean 
irresponsibility, especially in matters where the 
issues are national, where the issues do not even 
belong to one party or the other. I had the good 
fortune of negotiating on behalf of the Congress 
Government and I have the good fortune of 
negotiating on behalf of the Janata Party 
Government also and I have always held that the 
Farakka issue is not a party question, but it is a 
national question and it should be viewed in that 
light and not as a party question. One can, by his 
advocacy, gain certain debating points. I doubt 
very much whether the member has succeeded in 
that even. But it should be looked at as a national 
problem. I am not in a position to disclose the 
details of the discussions that are taking place, 
because the negotiations are continuing, and I 
presume that my friend is aware that the 
negotiations are continuing and they have not 
been finalised. But I may take the House into 
confidence and say 

that the agreement will be a package agreement. 
It will cover both long-term and short-term 
solutions of the Farakka problem. 

The Farakka problem can be resolved only 
by augmentation of water of the Ganga, and 
there have been serveral proposals made by 
India, by Pakistan or by others. It is for the 
information of the House as well as for the 
information of my friend that it has been agreed 
that the various proposals made for 
augmentation of the Ganga water at the Farakka 
will be studied by the experts of the two 
countries and whichever scheme is found as the 
most cost-effective, will be implemented. 
Perhaps he is aware that this includes 
Brahmaputra-Ganga link also, because that is 
one of the proposals made by India. But the 
whole thing will have to be considered as one 
composite whole where the question of 
augmenting the water at Farakka will be an 
integral part of the short-term solution of the 
allocation of water between India and 
Bangladesh. 

The whole problem, Sir, is a question of six 
to eight weeks in the period when the flow at 
the Farakka is the lowest. The Ganga behaves in 
a very strange way. In the month of May we 
have shortage and on the 1st of June the water is 
so much that even if we take the full quota we 
require, much volume of water is allowed to 
flow to the sea. So it is a Question of a few 
weeks.    These weeks are  critical. 

Then, again, he argued that if the water was 
below a certain level all the water will be taken 
by Bangladesh. I will ask my friend to refresh 
his arithmetic once more. Even if the same 
proportion as assumed by him is applied and 
even if the flow is 20,000 cusecs how is it that 
they will get all the 20,000 cusecs ? There 
should be some sense of arithmetic and the 
simple rule of three. One should not argue to 
such a point that obviously it will appear to be 
ridiculous. In no circumstances . will that 
situation arise, even if we follow the assumed 
figure that he has given and the assumed 
percentages 



 

[Shri Jagjivan Ram] that he has    advanced.   
On  that  basis also, the conclusions are not only 
erroneous but completely wrong. 

Sir, I will again assure the House that we 
shall approach this problem of Farakka as a 
national problem. We believe that our foreign 
policy should be such that we establish friendly 
relations with all our immediate neighbours. A 
qualitative non-alignment concept will have to 
be actually translated into action. And this will 
be one step in that direction. I may again assure 
the House, Sir, that in our negotiations, we will 
keep the national interests upper-most, but 
certainly they will have to be judged in the 
context of the availability of water to be 
allocated to the two countries. 

As   it   is   obvious,   the   water   is   not 
adequate    to    meet    the    requirements of both 
the countries.    Therefore, we will have to share 
shortages.   When we are sharing shortages, 
certainly there will be discontentment   on   this   
side   and   there will  be  discontentment  on  
that  side  as well.   But we have  to  face  our 
people and  explain  to  them  the  circumstances 
under which we have accepted the quantity 
which is not adequate to meet our requirements 
and they in Bangladesh will have similarity to 
explain to their people why they have accepted a   
quantity which is not adequate to meet their 
requirements. Their difficulty will be more than 
ours because up till now, even at the   time   of 
the  minimum flow,  they were   receiving 100 
per cent water that flow below Farakka. Now 
they will be receiving only a percentage of that.    
We will have to explain to our people that in the 
interest of friendly relations  between the two 
countries, we had to agree to share shortages in a 
manner which can be regarded as friendly.    
Again, Sir, I would not like to go into the internal 
situation in Bangladesh.    We have recognised 
Bangladesh.   We    have diplomatic relations   
with   them.    It   is   a   friendly country and let 
us hope that   we   will continue   to   be   
friendly.    Let   Farakka not stand in the way of 
our friendship. 

SHRI D. P. SINGH : I would like to have a 
clarification, Sir. Would the hon. Minister 
assure the House that this short-term expedient 
sought to be used will not take place until they 
have agreed on the larger agreement of the 
linking of Brahmaputra with Ganga ? Would the 
hon. Minister assure that it will take place 
before this short-term agreement commences  ? 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : Sir, I do-admit 
probable defects in my spoken. English. Perhaps 
I have not been able to express myself 
adequately to make myself intelligible to my 
friend. But what I said is that it will be a package 
deal and out of the alternatives that have been 
made for augmenting the water of Ganga, out of 
various alternatives the scheme which is found to 
be the most effective will be-implemented.    It   
will   be    applied. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: (West Bengal) : 
Before the hon. Minister leaves, may I know 
whether in the course of discussions, the subject 
of Bangladesh nationalists who have taken 
shelter in this country and whom this country is 
pushing out, came up for discussion ? 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (SHEI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE)   
: I will reply to that later on. 
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[The   Vice-Chairman   (Shri     H.M. 
Trivedi) in the Chair] 
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Peace and freedom are   invisible and 
you have to fight for them without fear and 
with  courage. 
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DR. Z.A. AHMAD (Uttar Pradesh): Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, before examining certain 
important developments in the international 
situation in the recent period and making my 
comments on the  me, I would like to make a 
general    mark 
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about the tenor and the temper or the direction 
of the foreign policy which Mr. Atal Bihari 
Vajpayee is pursuing. It is a fact that three 
months is too short a period to make any 
progress. It is too short a period. It requires at 
least six months to one year for the policy to 
blossom out, whether in the right direction or in 
the wrong direction. 

SHRI KALI MUKHERJEE : Within that 
short period, he has gone to Soviet Russia. 

DR. Z.A. AHMAD : I am not bothered about 
his going to Soviet Russia. I would not make a 
generalisation about the direction or the 
character of the foreign policy of the 
Government. I would say that Mr. Vajpayee 
himself have been, following a very reasonable 
and sensible course of action. 

SHRI MOHAMMAD YUNUS SA-. LEEM 
(Andhra Pradesh): Which he is by himself. 

DR. Z. A. AHMAD : He is a liberal amongst 
liberals in the Janata Party and we expect that 
under his stewardship, the foreign policy, the 
national foreign policy— it was not a policy of 
this Government or that Government; it has been 
a national foreign policy, the framers of that 
policy being Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and, in, 
fact, the whole nation including the ruling. party 
as well as many in the .opposition parties—will 
be pursued further. It was a national policy and 
we hope and expect that our friend, who has a 
national consciousness, not only a party 
consciousness, I know him for a long time, for 
many years will pursue that policy and plug the 
loopholes, that he will strengthen the strong 
points of that policy and eliminate the weak 
points. The foreign policy of the previous 
Government, I would submit, Sir, despite some 
of its vacillations and weaknesses, was 
essentially an anti-imperia-1st and peace-loving 
policy in character. 

It was feared   by many people that the Janata   
Government   would   reverse   the foreign policy 
because there were many people, many 
components of   the Janata Party, at least same 
components of the Janata Party, who were 
extremely critical of the foreign policy pursued by   
Nehru and     later     on     by      the      Congreess 
Government.    In    fact,     they     wanted a 
reversal of that  foreign    policy.    They wanted 
that the foreign policy should    be reoriented in a 
manner that will take us closer to what they call a 
free world, and what we call an imperialist world.   
Therefore,   they  said   that   the  policy  was   a 
policy of submission to the socialist countries, a 
policy of ko-towing to the socialist countries,   a  
policy  that  was  not  independent and a policy 
that was dependent on the whims and fancies of 
certain other' countries. That was their criticism. 
Here in   this  House,  there  was  a  gentleman 
called   Subramaniam   Swamy,   and   you know 
in what forthright manner he used to  criticise that 
policy.  My friend,  Mr. Advani,  also  shared 
many  of the  positions   that   he   took.   
Therefore,   many people, who were 
democratically-minded people, progressive 
people, in all parties, were afraid that there would 
be a reversal of this policy. I am glad that this has 
not   been   reversed.   But   the   fears   still 
persist   because   there   are   certain   ominous 
statements, from time to time, made by  certain  
leaders of the Janata  Party. I am not just talking 
about Mr. Subra-manian Swamy. I may mention 
the name of Mr. Jethamalani. We were present in 
that   meeting,    the   Consultative    Committee  
meeting  of the   External   Affairs Ministry. He 
went hammer-and-tongs at Mr. Vajpayee.  It was 
surprising how a 
senior member of the Janata Party was ...... 
criticising his.. . 

SHRI  KALI  MUKHERJEE:  Democracy. 

DR.  Z.  A.  AHMAD:  That  may  be 
democracy,   but   that  shows   that   there 

are very important elements inside your 
party which do not agree with the policy 
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that Mr. Vajpayee is pursuing and that 
frightens us. You may not agree with it, but we 
do not know whether there will be pressure on 
you— internal pressure or pressure from inside 
the Janata Party. We do not know whether 
there will be external pressures also. And they 
will mount and they will continue to mount. I 
keep my fingers cross. And I do not know what  
ultimately will  happen. 

Now the Prime Minister made a reference to 
the bomb explosion. It is very strange, it looks 
very strange, that sitting on the benches over 
that side Mr. Advani, Mr. Subramaniam Swamy 
and many of our socialist and Jan Sangh friends, 
used to say. Why not manufacture an atom 
bomb? We should manufacture the atom bomb. 
We should be in possession of an atom bomb to 
throw it anywhere we Hike. And here you say 
that even the explosion for peaceful purposes is 
not necessary and will not be necessary. Have 
the things changed so much after you have won 
the election ? Has the national or international 
situation changed so much that even for 
peaceful purposes you will not do it? 
(interruptions). Getting wiser or not, I do not 
know, but at the same time you say that you will 
ask others.   Who  are  the  others? 

SHRI NRIPATI RANJAN CHOUDHURY 
(Assam): The masters will be annoyed. 

DR. Z. A. AHMAD: I do not know. But who 
are others? Whom will you consult? Well, you 
have to consult Parliament, but who are others? 
I can understand if the Prime Minister said: We 
shall consult Parliament if we have to do 
anything different. But you say that you will 
ask others. That frightens us. You are soft-
pedalling the machinations, the intrigues and 
the interventions 

of (he imperialist powers in all parts of the 
world. Your voice against all is not very 
powerful. By 'your voice' I do not mean your 
voice, but the voice of your party is not 
powerful. On many things, as Mr. Rasheeduddin 
Khan said, you are quiet. Why are you quiet? 
(interruptions). I will answer those points. I am 
coming to those points where not only the 
Department of External Affairs, but your Party 
should take political positions. Then, we shall 
understand that you have a political backing 
which gives you strength. Now, take for 
example the question of Peace Corps. When the 
matter about the Peace Corps came up, Mr. Raj 
Narain said: We are considering the matter of 
calling' the Peace Corps people back to India. 
You may not agree with it. But there is another 
very important member of your Cabinet who 
says that this is under the considerations of the 
Cabinet, that some- sort of informal talk took 
place and that the informal talk will be reported 
to the Cabinet. I do not know how informal talks 
are 'being reported to the Cabinet. When 
President Carter sent a message that the Peace 
Corps will be prepared to come and take part in 
the development of health services in the 
country, he Says, yes, it is being considered. 
Now, • you know what the Peace Corps it. It is 
not only imperialist, but a shame-faced CIA 
agency which has been proved to the hilt. The 
CIA men themselves have made a confession 
that the Peace Corps is nothing but a CIA 
agency, which believes in subversion, which 
believes in all kinds of manoeuvres and 
interventions and everything which goes against 
our national sovereignty. So, these things 
frighten us. 

Now, since the time at my disposal is not 
very much—I can say a lot of things—I will 
come to the international situation, that despite 
a considerable improvement in the international 
situation in recent years, due to the general 
strengthening and acceptance of the ideas 
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of detente, a certain amount of deterioration   is  
visible.  A  certain  amount  of deterioration    is   
visible    today.    It was expected that after Mr. 
Carter got elected, the arms race would subside. 
But the   arms   race   has  not  subsided.  The arms   
race   has   been   stepped  up.  The military budget 
of the USA has increased by   10  to   12  billion 
dollars.  Then  the manner in which arms are being 
sold is very   significant.   The   arms   are   being 
spread all over the world.  Is it a joke— Iran 
getting huge consignment of arms, Saudi  Arabia  
getting   these  arms?   For what purpose   ?  Are  
these arms necessary for their national security? 
Not at all. These are kept and stored there for 
aggressive   purposes,   for   military   intervention   
in   other  countries.   We  should beware of that. 
Then take another area —the   Middle   East  or  
the  West  Asia. There,    again,    Israel    is    being 
armed. Arab   countries   are   being   divided.   A 
policy of divide-and-rule, of keeping the Arabs 
divided and keeping them bottled up in unilateral 
or bilateral negotiations is going on. This is the 
mischief that the American     imperialism     and,   
generally speaking, the colonial powers are playing 
in order to keep  the tensions mounting in the Arab 
world. 

Then take South-East Asia. What is 
happening in South-East Asia? The whole 
Asean combination of nations is being equipped 
and prepared to become a bastion of the 
imperialist powers in South-East Asia. After the 
defeat of the Americans in Vietnam, Laos and 
Cambodia, now we see the Asean nations being 
prepared, Japan is stepping in with offers of 
giving them aid—not merely arms aid but 
economic aid also. . . (Time Bell rings). . . Sir, I 
have not taken much time. I shall take another 
five to six minutes. 

So Japan is stepping in with economic aid. 
Japan has a lot of money and we should beware 
of this. Japanese imperialists   are   very   
clever.   They   have 

come to you. They must have indulged in very 
sweet talk with you. But Japan is an imperialist 
power. It has close connections with America. 
There is a treaty between Japan and America. 
All these facts stand out. So Asean is being 
equipped properly to become a bastion of the 
imperialist powers there. And who knows one 
day Asian may turn against Indo-Chinese  
countries,  or against  us. 

Then   what   is   happening   in   Diego Garcia? I 
have no time to give you all the relevant quotations 
etc. to show that the two  powers—the   Soviet   
Union and America—cannot be equated. But the 
fact is—and it is an unfortunate fact—that the 
Prime Minister made a statement in the other 
House that it was a race  between two super 
powers, not recognising the fact that Soviet  Union   
has  no  bases  there. It  is  an  unquestioned  reality  
that they have no  bases  there.   It  is  an  unques-
tioned    reality   that   the    Soviet   Union stands 
for converting the  Indian  Ocean into a peace zone. 
This is recognised by all.  Even the  Committee of 
the United Nations'  experts were not able to prove 
that they had bases in the Indian Ocean. And yet 
the Prime  Minister,  the  tallest amongst you, goes 
on saying that it is a-sort of competition between 
the two super powers  and   we  have  to  save  
ourselves  • from   their   rivalries.   You   must   
realise that  it  is America  which  has  bases  in 
Australia. It is America which has bases also  in  
South  Africa.   It  is  the  U.S.A. which has been 
able to get some  concessions from  the  
Bangladesh   Government in the port of 
Chittagong. Now what does this whole  chain  of 
bases, with all  the atomic weapons at their 
disposal, mean? Does it not constitute a serious 
threat to our    national    sovereignty    and    
safety? It is a serious threat. I do not know how 
you,    as    the    Foreign    Minister, accept quietly    
the   statement     made    by   the Prime    Minister,     
Mr.   Morarji    Desai. It      is      necessary        to      
pinpoint    the main aggressive force, that is, U.S. 
imperialism, which, despite all the pressure 



123 Discussion on the        [ RAJYA SABHA ]       of the Ministry of 124 
Working External Affairs 

[Dr.  Z. A. Ahmad] 
that has been put on it by us and other littoral 
States has not dismantled that base. Mr. 
Vajpayee himself has said that Mr. Carter is not 
agreeable to dismantling the atomic bas in 
Diego Garcia. 

Now, Sir, I am not going to take up much   of 
your  time   talking   about   the Indian   Sub-
continent.   We always insist that there should be 
fraternal relations, good-neighbourly  relations 
and  all  that Taut we should be careful about the 
fact that   India  will   continue   to   be   under 
pressure   of the western   powers,   particularly by  
the   United States   to revise its foreign policy,  to 
change the direction of its foreign policy. And 
there are all sorts of pressures. Political,   
economic and diplomatic pressures will be 
exercised, are being exercised on us today. What 
is   this  statement   about   nuclear  explosion?  It 
is an expression of the foreign pressure  that is on  
us. 

SHRI NRIPATI RANJAN CHOUDHURY : 
Surrender to the master. 

DR. Z. A. AHMAD: It is almost a surrender 
to the pressure that is being exercised. How 
much economic pressure is being exercised ! 
Well, this a very serious doubt in our mind and 
you have to prove that these pressures are not 
there. How much pressure is being exercised by 
the World Bank on us about the State sector and 
about keeping an open door for foreign 
investment and all that  There are economic 
pressures, political pressures and diplomatic 
pressures to change the direction of our foreign 
policy. 

Sir, I would conclude by saying that in the 
light of these developments, in the light of the 
fact that imperialist forces are again 
manoeuvering, intriguing and interfering in the 
affairs of Asian and African countries, we should 
be careful. You know what is happening in 
Africa. You know how they are combining 
against the people of Rhodesia and South Africa. 
In view of all this, our policy of non-align- 

ment should be  a strong policy  of   anti-
imperialism. The content of anti-imperialism 
should not be watered down. That was the 
principle in the non-alignment policy of the earlier 
Government; it was a policy of anti-imperialism; 
its essential score was anti-imperialism.    See 
what is happening in   the   non-aligned   world.        
We   have a big place in the non-aligned world to-
day.   Look    at   the    Summit    decision. Look at 
what happened in Sri Lanka and what   happened 
earlier in Algeria.    The major   decisions   were   
essentially   of  an anti-imperalist    character    
and    we,     as one of the foremost non-aligned 
countries in the world,  should see  to  it that the 
decisions of the non-aligned   Summits in Sri 
Lanka and Algeria   are   carried   out and 
implemented.      We should see to it that a new 
international economic order-about which 
decisions were taken by the non-aligned   
countries at   the  UNCTAD conferences and 
which  are  being  resisted and opposed  by  the 
United  States  and other    imperialist   western    
countries—is created so that we can build it up 
and contribute      to    it.        There our initiative  
should  be  vital.    Our   people  look to us.    
After all, we are the biggest country in the non-
aligned world and if we have to pursue a positive 
policy of non-alignment   with   strong    anti-
imperialism    in co-operation with the peace-
loving forces all over the world, whether of the 
socialist camps or other camps, we have to pursue 
a policy of co-operation political,  economic and 
cultural at all   levels.    If you pursue and build up 
this world of non-alignment as a powerful force   
among   non-aligned nations, I  think you will 
make   your   due contribution and you will also 
get the credit that India  deserves. Now, India's 
foreign policy is   not   a  party's  concern. India's 
foreign     policy  is of     national concern. We  
should sit together and,   if there are differences, 
we should thrash them out. We have   got to 
follow a policy of peace and a  policy of   
international co-operation, a policy of 
international fraternity,  a  policy of anti-
imperialism,  and  a policy which stands   for   the   
freedom   of  the   people 
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fighting for national emancipation. You made 
good declarations. I hope those declarations will 
be strengthened and you shall come forward and 
even materially help those countries which are 
fighting for their freedom. I hope and trust, as 
Mr. Khan has said, that following in the 
footsteps of great Jawaharlal Nehru and the 
great national traditions of non-alignment and 
freedom and peace and equality among the 
nations, you will rise to the occasion and you 
will prove that your party is also capable of 
taking the country forward in that respect. I also 
hope and trust that you will not succumb to the 
pressures—internal pressures or external 
pressures—whether they come from outside or 
whether they come from in-•side your party. I 
hope your party will not succumb to them and 
take a dignified national stand and pursue an 
anti-imperialist policy. 

Thank you. 

THE   VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): There is a Half-An-Hour  Discussion  
scheduled  for  6  p. M. and  there  are  several  
speakers  left.   So 
-we can at the most extend the debate up to 
6.30 p. M. The Minister proposed to reply by 6 

P.M. I would request the Members to be brief. 
Not more than 8 

to 10 minutes can be allotted to each speaker. 
Mr. B. N. Pande. 

SHRI NRIPATI RANJAN CHOUDHURY: 
We only suggested extension of time   to   
discuss   that. 

 

"India's war of liberation will not end with 
her own freedom. Its frontiers of freedom 
extend to all corners of the world. Its pledge 
of freedom will be redeemed when the last 
country in the world attains freedom from 
the foreign yoke." 
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"Indian National Congress repudiated any 
civil designs of hostile intention on any of 
the neighbouring states and proclaimed in 
1921, that the self-governing India had 
nothing to fear from its neighbours. 
Mahatma Gandhi's concept of foreign policy 
was not that of isolation but of international 
cooperation, that of peace and good-will to a 
groaning world. The Congress had extended 
its support to Abisinia, Spain, China, 
Palestine Arabs, Czechoslovakia in the hour 
of danger. The independence of • Iraq, 
Jordan, Arab States was greeted. To China 
was extended support in her war with Japan. 
In 1938, the Congress proclaimed the desire 
of Indian people to live in peace and 
friendship with all nationals, particularly 
with their neighbours, and their allegiance to 
a world order based on international 
cooperation, goodwill and peace." 

"We seek no narrow Nationalism. 
Nationalism has a place in each country and 
should be fostered, but it must not be allowed 

to become aggressive and come in the way of 
international development. We have arrived 
at a stage in human affairs when the ideal of 
one world and some kind of world federation 
seems to be essential though there are main 
dangers and obstacles in the way. We should 
work for that ideal and not for any group 
which comes in the way of this larger work   
group.   We,   therefore,   support 

United Nations structure which is painfully 
emerging from its infancy. In order to have 
one world, we must also in Asia think of the 
countries of Asia co-operating together for 
that larger ideal." 

"The pursuit of peace, not through 

alignment with another major power or 
groups of power but through an independent 
approach to each controversial or disputed 
issue, the liberation of subject people, the 
maintenance of national and international 
freedom, the abolishing of racial 
discrimination and elimination of want, 
disease and ignorance which afflict the 
greater part of the world population. Non-
alignment is a positive instrument in the 
Interest of humanity." 
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"I long for the day when a free China and a free 
India will work together in co-operation and 
friendship for their own good, for the good of Asia 
and for the good of the world." 

 

"The Indian people and the Chinese people have 
been friends. Their traditional friendship goes back to 
thousands of years. The party leadership of the people 
of China welcomes this great and everlasting 
friendship between the two people. India and China 
both suffered under imperialism. We are both 
developing countries. We both belong to the Third 
World. We both believe in self-reliance, in the strength 
of the people. China and India both represent ancient 
civilisations and both are traditional friends. May this 
friendship remain evergreen." 
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SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA 
(Karnataka): Mr. Vice-Chairman, it has become 
a common practice these days to find fault with 
everything of what Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru did 
and to say that most of the mistakes committed 
in this country were because of his wrong 
thinking.    I   hope   that     at   least   the 



 

Foreign Minister who seems to be extremely 
reasonable, when he speaks and when he acts. . 
. 

SHRI       MOHAMMAD       YUNUS 
SALEEM:    And sensible also. 

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: That all the 
Ministers are supposed to be. 

I hope he at least will admit that the foreign 
policy that we have followed and which we today 
consider to be a national policy was thought of 
and was given its real shape under Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru. And it is to his memory today 
that I wish to pay my first tribute when I 
participate in this evening's foreign affairs' 
debate. It was Pandit Nehru who really gave India 
its Asian identity after the Bandung Conference. 
It was he who realised and showed that we, the 
Asian people, recently freed from the yoke of 
imperialism and colonialism have to assert 
ourselves and stand together and show that we 
have something to offer and something to teach 
the so-called advanced countries around the 
world. And yet, we are being told today that what 
we have followed all these years was not really 
something genuine. Non-alignment which has 
been really the cornerstone of India's foreign 
policy, we are told today, has not been genuine 
non-alignment. What they mean by genuine non-
alignment, we are going to see for ourselves in 
the months ahead. But from whatever little we 
have seen over the last few months, it can only 
mean that they are supposed to negative what we 
had tried to build over the last 30 years. Today, 
on the 9th of August, we do remember the Indo-
Soviet Friendship Treaty, and we had great 
exponents of foreign policy— I do not want to 
name—in the Janata Party who have been 
demanding that this should be scrapped, that we 
have tilted too much to one side. In order to prove 
that we are genuine, we should now let the 
pendulum swing to the opposite side. This we 
have been seeing over the last few months. I 
would like to remind the honourable    Minister   
and   the   Janata 

Party that it was this country that had stood by 
us in times of distress, in times of need and in 
times of tribulation. I would repeat, we do not 
forget our friends who stood by us in times of 
tribulation. On the other hand we are being told 
today that a new administration has taken 
charges of the United States Government and 
therefore under the great Jimmy Carter 
everything that was bad and doubted up-till now 
has changed and that we have today a very big 
friend who is stretching out his hands of 
friendship, aid is being resumed, friendship 
visits and letters—I do not know what else—are 
being exchanged and the Ministers of Finance, 
Commerce and Trade are all paying visits both 
ways to and fro and in the middle of this we are 
expected to believe that a new era of friendship 
between the two countries has just started. The 
hon. Health Minister is here and he admitted that 
the first move for sending peace corps volunteers 
to rural areas... 

THE MINISTER OF HEALTH AND 
FAMILY WELFARE (SHRI RAJ NARAIN): I 
have never said that. I said that a proposal to 
send them had been made. . . 

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: I have 
said that there was a proposal from the side of 
America, but nothing has been decided. 

SHRI RAJ NARAIN: There was only a 
proposal. You say only what I said. 

 
It has been said that proposals have already 

come. I did not say it had been accepted. What I 
say is that the first overtures have already 
started.    This can 
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only be because it is believed that a new 
atmosphere is already created in India and they 
have been saying that human rights have been 
restored, the black days in India are all gone and 
therefore India is now good enough for the U. S. 
Government and the U. S. people to have normal 
friendly relations with India. Yet, I would like to 
ask which are the countries and which are the 
regimes which the United State Government has 
been propping up around the world all these 
years? Have they shown any basic commitment 
to democratic principles ? Have they not propped 
up military regimes and military governments in 
various countries which have totally denied 
human rights to their own people? Which are the 
regimes in South America or in Asia whom they 
have propped up so far? Today because demo-
cracy has been restored, they want to treat us as 
good friends. It has been said that Americans 
would like to be our big brother. We are good 
when we do what they want and when we follow 
our own independent policies, then we become 
bad and like a big brother they try to do arm-
twisting. Let us not forget that today in Asia they 
are looking for new pastures. The old military 
treaties like SEATO and others are now almost 
dead. From Vietnam, Indo-China and other 
places they have been unceremoniously thrown 
out. Therefore, they are now looking for a new, 
respectable foothold in Asia so that they can 
come and try to influence the policies in this 
largest democracy in the world. Yet, by asking us 
to sign the nuclear non-proliferation treaty, they 
are attacking our individual rights and we have 
been denied even the right to carry on with our 
peaceful nuclear programme. Our fuel for 
Tarapore project is being withheld and delayed 
and they are trying to impose conditions on us so 
that we are not able to go ahead with our 
programme. The Prime Minister has just come. 
We all did feel rather upset when he said that 
there will be no father explosions even for 
peaceful purpose  in this country. 

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI MORARJI 
R. DESAI): It is not necessary. 

' SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: Many of 
the younger people feel that we missed the first 
industrial revolution because we were then 
under the foreign yoke. 

We are left two hundred years behind. But let 
us not miss the scientific and technological 
revolution of the 20th century. Let us not, 
because of certain inhibitions, forget that in the 
twentieth century, the scientific and 
technological revolution is going to decide the 
fate of the nations for the future and we do need 
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and we do 
not need to consult anybody or any country 
before we go ahead with this programme and I 
think we should have a firm stand as far as this 
is concerned. {Time Bell rings). Sir, I will just 
take two minutes more; I am just studying my 
papers. 

Sir, much has been said about the need for us 
to treat our neighbours with a little more caution 
or care and here I shall not raise the question of 
the Farakka waters. But it has been raised by the 
speakers before and, with due respect to what 
Babu Jagjivan Ram has said earlier, I do not 
want to raise any new controversies. But I 
would like to quote—Babuji has gone away 
now—in order to prove what we have been 
saying so far, from a publication of the 
Government of India, which was produced last 
year and which was circulated in the UN also 
last year, about the needs of India of the waters 
of the Farakka barrage.    Sir, I am quoting: 

"The minimum requirement of 40,000 
cusecs of water from the Ganga to save 
Calcutta port has long been known to the 
Government of Bangladesh. All the experts, 
including Dr. Walter Hensen, an eminent 
German engineer of tidal hydraulics, and Dr. 
J. J. Dronkers, Chief of Hydraulic Research 
of the Government of the Netherlands and 
consultant to the Rand Corporation of the 
United States, examined the relevant 
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data and concluded that 40,000 cusecs of 
water was the minimum required to save the 
port and maintain the navigability of the 
Hooghly. Moreover, experiments with 
hydraulic models under varying conditions in 
the dry season... " 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): Mrs. Alva, may I draw your 
attention to the fact that this has been more or 
less replied to by the Minister? 

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: But this 
has not been quoted before. Sir, what I am 
quoting is from a Government of India 
publication and let it be placed before the 
House. 

AN HON. MEMBER: It can be taken as 
read! 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): It should be taken as read. The 
Minister has already replied to it. 

SHRI MOHAMMAD YUNUS SALEEM: 
Sir, let her complete her submission. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI): The Minister has already replied to 
that point. 

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: He has 
said that the details cannot be disclosed and the 
problem cannot be discussed here. But we do 
feel that national self-interest is more important 
than what Babuji said. He has said that the big 
brother has always got to accommodate the 
small brother. The same thing can be applied to 
Pakistan and he can give away the portions 
occupied by Pakistan in Kashmir. Is that what 
he wants? So, it is not a question of big brother 
and small brother, but it is a question of 
national interest and the long-term interests of 
the countries that are involved and in the name 
of big neighbour and small neighbour, Sir I do 
not think we can sacrifice our national interests. 
Sir, I do not want to raise those issues which 
have already been raised and also the question 
of refugees from Bangla- 

desh which has already been touched upon. But I 
think the External Affairs Minister will answer 
them. But I do welcome the idea made recently 
by the Prime Minister of Sri Lanka about more 
economic cooperation and common efforts for 
building up a common market in this region. I 
think it is a very important move and it is 
something which is going to benefit us and I 
think that we should really accept this 
initiative and see how far it can be worked out. 

Sir, today, we are celebrating the South 
African Women's Day and we pay special 
tributes to the heroes of  the struggle for 
freedom in Southern Africa and we also 
welcome the many statements made by the 
External Affairs Minister on our commitment to 
the cause of African liberation movements and 
we hope that our aid and our help to these 
countries will increase. I would say, not just 
military aid, but even economic assistance to 
the developing African countries, would have 
to be stopped up. 

Sir, just one or two words about the Ministry 
itself. We welcome the new announcement made 
today about the certification by MPs for the 
issue of passports. Though it is going to impose 
more work on us MPs in signing the forms, I 
think it is a very good move, because to have a 
passport is a fundamental right of every citizen 
and now it is going to be easier to get it. But I 
would like to remind the Minister of his earlier 
commitment. The only place in the Southern 
region, the only State in that region, which does 
not have the Passport Office is the State of 
Karnataka and we have been hearing much about 
this. . . (Time Bell rings). . . I hope that he will 
make a commitment and give us what we have 
been asking for. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI H. M. 
TRIVEDI):    Please conclude. 

SHRIMATI MARGARET ALVA: Finally, 
Sir, I would like to come to the question of 
foreign students studying in India.    Most of 
them come from the third 
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world countries and I think greater efforts to 
look after the foreign students, especially those 
coming from the African and Asian countries, 
should be made through the Minister of 
External Affairs and they should not be left just 
to the whims and fancies of the Ministry of 
Education or any other Ministry. 

There are so many departments with which 
they deal that they normally feel completely 
neglected. 

The final point that I wish to make, before I 
sit down, is that there has been so much said 
about the R. A. W. It may be a very 
controversial subject. But we do believe that 
intelligence is part of the External Affairs 
Ministry in the country's foreign policy. This is 
an organisation which has been built over thirty 
years. It has contributed something. Pt. Nehru 
had taken personal interest in building up this 
organisation, though it was re-named later. But 
it has to form part of the foreign policy.    With 
these words, I conclude. 

SHRI A. P. JANARDHANAM (Tamil Nadu): 
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, when this Ministry was 
formed, the All-India Anna DMK expressed its 
opinion that it will support this Ministry on 
constructive attitudes. If there is one sphere 
where we whole-heartedly support this Ministry, 
or any other Ministry which upholds the foreign 
policy enunciated by the great Pt. Nehru, it is the 
sphere of foreign relations. Non-alignment has 
been our sheet anchor. It is gratifying to know 
that the Minister concerned has stated that he 
will stand by genuine non-alignment. Our party 
has been every time supporting the Central 
Government whenever aggression was 
threatened. When the enemy threatened our 
sanctity, when the enemy was on our soil, the A. 
D. M. K. rose as one man, rose to the occasion 
and we offered all out co-operation. Our late 
lamented leader, Dr. Anna,, the 'Demosthenese' 
of the South, called upon us to give liberally—
men and cash—to   the   war   effort.     Our   
Good 

Samaritan, Mr. M. G. Ramachandran, the 
present Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu, big-
heartedly gave the gold sword that he was 
presented with, by his admirers. The A.D.M.K., 
will support the foreign policy of this 
Government. I am glad that this Minister, after 
assuming office, has admirably adapted himself 
to the new role. He has been winning laurels in 
a very, very short time. 

But before that, I would request you to turn 
the searchlight inwards. We go on preaching 
morals to others. We go on telling about our 
Gandhi, Buddha, Periar Ramaswamy, Dr. 
Ambedkar, Anna and so on. But let us think of 
ourselves. We condemn apartheid in South 
Africa. We speak about Zimbabwe. We speak 
about Numibia. We speak about recialism in 
Britain. We speak about this and that. We give 
instances where our people are insulted. We 
should rise as one man to protest against all 
these indignities. But we should also examine 
our own past. How have we behaved towards 
our brothers? I sincerely feel that the South 
African apartheid is child's play compared to the 
apartheid committed in the name of 
Varnashrama here for the past three thousand 
years. Our great social reforrh-mers, our great 
social revolutionaries— Buddha, Periyar 
Ramaswamy, Dr. Ambedkar, Anna, Gandhiji 
and others—have been striving hard to remove 
that cancer, but they could not do so. Yesterday 
we heard of series and series of atrocities being 
committed by brother against brother. We 
should see that such evils are eradicated before 
we face the world. 

[Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair] 

Sir, the lady Member referred to our markets 
and the importance of economic co-operation. 
Yes, commercial diplomacy is very much 
required. 

But how do we protect our markets ? I am 
sorry to say that some of our traders, not all of 
them, but a few of them, send very genuine 
samples.    When it comes to send- 
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ing the real goods, they send spurious goods and 
we lose our markets in several developing 
countries. That is a thing which we all have to 
examine. We had a good pepper market, textile 
market, etc. Why did we loose them? So, I 
request the hon. Foreign Minister to look into all 
these things. Not only that, The AIDMK is 
concerned with the fate of Tamilians in Sri 
Lanka, and Malaysia and the fate of our brothers 
in Africa. Gandhiji was in Africa. He started his 
first satyagraha there. But when we see that our 
people there are suffering, we cannot sit idle. So 
far as our diplomatic personnel are concerned, 
only those people who know their language and 
who are we 11-versed with their customs should 
be sent. For example, in Sri Lanka we should 
have a Tamilian, to Africa we should send a 
Gujarati and to Canada we should send a 
Punjabi. That way, those people will get 
satisfied. I place these things for the 
consideration of the hon. Foreign Minister. This 
is my maiden speech. I promise that. I will give 
more speeches hereafter With these words, I 
conclude.    Thank you. 

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS (Assam): Sir, .may I 
make a suggestion ? At this stage, I request Shri 
Shyam Lal Yadav to agree that the subject 
which he has brought before the House for Half-
an-Hour Discussion may be taken up in the next 
session so that we may continue this debate, 
because the debate is very interesting and useful 
and it will help the Government and the whole 
country. So, I would request Shri Shyam Lal 
Yadav to agree to this proposal that the Half-an-
Hour Discussion may be taken up in the next 
session so that we may carry on with the debate. 
I hope he will agree to it. 

SHRI SUNDER SINGH BHANDARI: Is the 
suggestion only to postpone the discussion upto 
6.00 O' clock or is there going to be some time-
limit for this debate also ? If we postpone this 
Half-an-Hour Discussion, how long do we 
intend to continue ? 

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: When we discussed 
the Home Ministry and the Information 
Ministry, the reply was given between 7.00 and 
7.30 P.M. To day also we may follow the same 
procedure. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We can continue 
as long as human endurance permits and our 
interest  does not subside. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But the degree 
of human endurance differs. 

SHRI   SUNDER   SINGH  BHANDARI: 
There is a statement on the flood situation also. 
You will have to fix up some  time-limit. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I think some 

new ideas will also come. This subject can be 
discussed in the next session. We can find some 
way of doing so. Is it  the wish  of the  House    
that  we 
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postpone   the   Half-an-Hour   Discussion and 
carry on with the debate ? 

HON. MEMBERS: Yes. 

SHRIMATI HAMIDA HABIBULLAH (Uttar 
Pradesh): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, while it is 
gratifying to note that the Government has 
decided to adhere to non-alignment, in my 
opinion, there is a distinct under-current 
noticeable of the cooling off of the relations with 
the socialist World. The atmosphere of warmth 
and equality that once existed is distinctly now 
that of formality and correctness. I am very 
happy that the Prime Minister is also here. So, we 
may remind the Janta Party here and now that 
this great nation has promised its people a 
socialist future. Sir, this talk of genuine non-
alignment is utterly confusing Sir, since foreign 
affairs is a national problem and not a party 
problem, I hope that any doubts and fears which I 
express will be taken in that spirit by the hon. 
Prime Minister and the hon. foreign Minister. 

Sir, the Soviet Union is one country that has 
stood by India openly since 1955. It is one 
country that has during this long period of 
capitalist inflation gone on purchasing Indian 
goods in increasing volume. Indeed, the USSR 
has, as it were, led the 'fashion' of the socialist 
countries, not only to help the public sector of 
India to grow to a position of commanding the 
industrial magnitude of India but it has enabled 
us to reach a position where we are now 
helping our fellow Asians and Africans to help 
themselves— not to mention their great help in 
our self-reliance in producing defence 
hardware. 

Sir, by its appreciation of and colse affinity to 
the cultural image of India, the Soviet Union has 
done much to turn the attention of the world to 
the rich heritage of our country and to give 
meaning outside India to the long and agonising 
struggle of our people. Men 

like the late lamented Prof. Gafoorov, a Central 
Asian academician and internationally 
recognised as a great historian, showed to us the 
true meaning of much of our past history on 
which we may base our future concept of 
socialism, secularism and unity. It was, 
therefore, right and fair that India being in 
geographical and historical, ethnic and cultural 
proximity to the Soviet Union should have 
continued a process of growing warmth towards 
that great country. Sir, I am grateful and pleased 
to hear that the Foreign Minister has said 
something about this the other day. 

Sir, the last two decades have witnessed much 
development of histroy. The two outstanding 
features in India during this period are the 
establishment of the public sector, starting with 
the Bhilai Steel Plant, and the timely help given 
by the USSR by diverting two million tonnes of 
wheat from its own resources. But it is sad to see 
the powerless state of the public sector within a 
few months of the Janta Party's rule. It is even 
worse to know that the two million tonnes of 
wheat Is to be shipped back to Odessa in kind. 
This is indeed a brilliant start, Sir, a magnificent 
beginning! This, accompanied by the 
announcement that no new public sector projects 
are visualized forebodes ill for the people of 
India, the veal Janata. Sir, a Minister of the 
present Government, airing his views, recently 
stated that to day there are 3ao-million Indians 
dying slowly of undernourishment. Yet, Sir, their 
motherland is shipping two million tonnes of 
precious grains back because it has no place to 
store them. It makes one wonder, Sir, whether 
these calculating machines and the bureaucrats 
that produce the desired answers for them ever 
drank their mothers milk. Is there no milk of 
human kindness in their veins ? Sir, it is further 
noticed that a large development loan that had 
been accepted by a solemn agreement signed 
when Mr. Gromyko came here is now sought not 
to be utilised as far as possible. The danger exists 
in that the cooling may change into 

freeze. 



 

Sir, with China too, we were going quietly 
on the road to mending fences. Now it once 
again seems that a wedge has been inserted at 
the thin end. But all this is not surprising 
considering the conservative, reactionary, even 
a fascist base that is being built up in order to 
revert the Indian mind to accept reaction. 

Sir, the recent proscribing of some well-
accepted and really well-written books by Dr. 
Romilla Thapar and others give us cause for 
alarm. It is also well-known how jingoistic and 
fascist is the philosophy of one group of people 
hiding behind the name of the 'Janata Party' Sir, 
on the other hand, the warmth of certain 
important Americans when receiving an ailing 
Indian statesman can hardly fail to have been 
noticed. It is in contrast to the polite and 
diplomatically correct reception which our 
leaders had heretofore received. This is when the 
atomic screw is being tightened starting with the 
fuel for our Tarpaore reac or a tool of prosperity 
and peace. This is also when the role of the USA 
in South Asia and the Middle East is becoming 
obvious and when that country has escalated its 
arms budget to over no-billion dollars. 
Unemployment in the U.S.A. is over to per cent. 
For young people it is over 40 per cent and 
among coloured folk nearly 50 per cent. The 
erstwhile imperialist camp has as its chief 
supporter the U.S.A. Therefore, what the people, 
of India must know is how the Government 
wishes to equate the neo-colonial exploiters and 
Afro-Asian's erstwhile oppressors with those 
who have for half a century onwards gone on 
supporting one freedom movement after another 
and those of colonies striving   for   freedom. 

Our Prime Minister has said that we wish to 
be equally friendly with the whole world alike. 
How is this possible ? If it was only a matter of 
diplomatic relations, then we could have 
skeleton embassies everywhere. But security and 
economics • enter into this field. So we must ask 
who covets power over India ? The answer is 

plain. Strategically and economically India has 
to be kept down. So that its cheap labour and its 
raw materials such as iron ore, manganese, 
chrome, tea and jute can be expolited. Who can 
expliot it better than the multinationals ? These 
same people i;ve here ready markets for their 
goods which they can sell at prices out of all 
proportion to their costs. 

We have already mentioned about $ 2 billion 
arms programme. In order to sell arms one has 
to create a need for them. For this purpose the 
whole of the Indian Sub-Continent has been 
destablized. Sri Lanka, our off-shore island, has 
been brought under neo-colonial sway. On the 
main land religion in the shape of Islamic States 
and the camp followers of the R.S.S, had been 
set up. To counter the progressives, the socialist 
path and the growing power of the masses, a 
deliberate attempt has been made in the name of 
Democracy to block our road to further 
progress. 

We are not unfamiliar, with the philosophy 
of "emphasis on agriculture", but agricultural 
efficiency cannot come without matching 
industrial growth. If that industry is in private 
hands, the cost of agricultural production will 
go up. Whence come this reidiculous 
philosophy? From the New World, of course. 

As the Western machine age grows older it 
needs more and more to devour. It must have a 
bigger share of profits to continue a state of 
unlimited growth. It has also to placate its 
masses queuing up at soup-kitchens to avoid the 
storm of the have-nots breaking upon the haves. 
At the rate of present inflation, the West is at 
point of a no return. The present arms 
production is at the point of combustion. 
Therefore, selected areas of crisis have had to 
be created after the withdrawal from Vietnam. 

While American dominance over South 
America is at present complete, the U.S.A. has 
selected the area of Indian Ocean and the 
Middle-East for its diplomatic' offensives.    In 
such circumstances the Ex- 
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ternal Affairs Ministry should naturally have 
followed a cautious policy with 
circumspection. The indications are that this is 
not so. 

One of the partners of our present ruling party 
is known to be strongly in favour of an 
understanding with an recognition of Israel. It is 
a fact that the Minister himself went to Israel 
several times and came back with a marked 
leaning towards that country. It is rumoured that 
the hon. Minister is thinking of asking Israeli 
technicians to help in desert reclamation. All we 
can do is to warn him most emphatically that suh 
a step would lead to almost certain catastrophe 
for us. 

The Arab world has continuously identified 
itself with us as Asian brothers, who are 
important among Asians with a large body of 
their co-religionists as our inhabitants. It is 
gratifying to see, so far, that the Government 
has overtly made continuing efforts to keep on 
the best of terms with the Arab world. That area 
may yet need our wisdom and guidance in many 
developments and other problem, not to 
mention advanced skills and fraternal ties. It is 
therefore hoped that extra-party pressures on the 
External Affairs Minister will not force a step 
for which the people of India may be sorry. 

India stands for development. It stands for 
anti-imperialism. In its freedom struggle India 
constantly advocated socialist path. It entered 
the era of freedom with socialism on its lips. Yet 
there is at present no perceptible difference 
between our relations with the socialist world 
and imperialist neo-colonialists. This must give 
us thought for concern. Agreed that we do not 
want to alienate anyone, that we want to be 
friends with all, but being friends we must be 
brotherly towards those who are our immediate 
neighbours and those who have taken the 
socialist road. 

We are at the worst loggerheads with those 
whose frontiers march with  ours. In 

Sr: Lanka also the Tamil-Sinhalese problem is 
partly of our making. Before leaning on far away 
people, before falling at the feet of exploiters and 
ex-masters, the External Affairs Minister should 
try to make peace and create goodwill with 
China, Pakistan and Bangladesh, even little by 
little. For lack of this effort, we are being forced 
to accept the mo3t outrageous claims of the 
Defence Ministry, claims which none of us is in a 
position to comprehend and criticise, and these 
claims have gone on expanding. This year's 
reduction of fifty-six crores has little meaning 
because there are still many superfluities that are 
adding up to defence inefficiency. Muscle and 
strength is good but much fat has accumula- ; ted 
through the Defence Ministry's accretion which 
are a danger to the country. The correct road for 
us is a proper effort and a positive break-through 
for peaceful and good relations with our 
neighbourers. 

Power may 'lie through the barrel of a gun'; 
but goodwill evaporates barriers. The Janata 
Party Ministry took an oath at Gandhiji's 
samadhi. Here is a broad highway through 
which you can follow him. Next after that will 
come goodwill to the peoples of the Indian 
Ocean and the Bay of Bengal with the same 
feelings of fraternity to all the Asian peoples. 
We are Indiana first but we are Asians also. 

So, Sir, while I laud the Government for the 
enunciation of its policy, a policy of world peace 
and international co-operation, a wise policy laid 
down by the great Jawaharlal Nehru, I must 
share with many of our honourable Members my 
fears and feelings of doubt about the operation 
thereof. This great country will live on; and I 
know that the Government will look into these 
matters and will consider them and our hon. 
Prime Minister who is always sensible and just, 
will do some thing that will  keep   this  country  
great  and  with 
honour.    Let us just remember in the words of 
Iqbal : 



149 Discussion on the [ 9 AUG. 1977 ] of the Ministry of 150 
Working External Affairs 

Sir, the hon. Foreign Minister rightly reminded us 
that our foreign policy has not been a contentious one 
between political parties and that it has always had a 
national consensus. Sir, our anti-imperialistic, anti-
colonial and anti-racial policy has had complete 
acceptance all around. Also, Sir, the much-talked of 
non-alignment has drained down. Sir, you may remem-
ber that when we first started speaking of non-
alignment and when our great leader, Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru placed that novel idea before the world, we had 
only 25 countries to accept it. Now, the number has 
gone up to 87 countries and several others are now 
observing and are deeply interested in this. It is one of 
the best ways in which we can approach the world 
problems. But, Sir, after listening to the speeches here, 
we find that even among the non-aligned nations, there 
is a difference between one non-aligned nation and the 
other. 

Some are more non-aligned than others. A short 
while ago, the hon. Minister, Shri Jagjivan Ram, said 
that we should not refer to what is happening in 
Bangladesh because we arc non-aligned. But Sir, 
when there are certain problems between non-aligned 
nations, we have to refer to them. We agree, of 
course, that we should have greater patience. But all 
the same, even between non-aligned nations, there 
should be greater bonds of friendship and under-
standing. 

Much has been said in regard to our relations with 
other countries, specially with our neighbours. But 
there are some points in regard to which we need to be 
reassured. One is with regard to our relations with 
Pakistan. We thought that the relationship would grow 
smoothly. But recently, we find that border skirmishes 
are increasing and the age-old grievances are again 
being brought up in the international forums and we 
wonder where all these are going to lead to. At the 
same time, Pakistan is stockpiling arms and this 

Thank you, Sir. 

MR. DEPUTE CHAIRMAN : I will suggest to 
the hon. Members that the debate could go on till 
7 o'clock; after that, the hon. Minister could give 
his reply. But this could only be possible if I 
receive the co-operation of all Members who may 
kindly be brief. 

SHRIMATI LEELA DAMODARA 
MENON (Kerala) : Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I 
am very glad that we have had this discussion on 
foreign policy, at least to get an assurance and 
we are assured that there is no substantial 
change in our glorious goals and objectives   of 
our foreign policy. 



 

[Shrimati   Leela   Damodara   Menon] 
is making us very anxious. Another point of 
disquiet is what is happening in Nepal. We have 
tried our best to see that the pro-belms of 
smuggling and other border problems are 
settled. But today, we find that from the border 
area, some disquiet is caused to our North-
Eastern States. Mizoram, Nagaland and other 
places are being made the base of operations 
and this is causing some disquiet to us. I 
suggest that something should be done in regard 
to this. 

Another disquieting factor is the new 
problem which has been raised about the 
Tibetans in India. In spite of the exchange of 
ambassadors, we find that China is still 
unpredictable in its attitude towards us Why 
should China take this attitude? We just cannot 
understand this. What we see again is an 
element of hostility and provocation. Could it 
be that this attitude of China is an indirect 
reflection of its antagonism and anxiety in other 
spheres? All the same, in spite of this attitude, 
we have extended, as the Report says, the hand 
of friendship to China. We hope that it is a 
continuing friendship, and shall we say, 
continuing non-aligned friendship, towards 
China. What has become very evident now in 
the present trend of our foreign policy is a 
certain tilt in our emphasis. Some of it has been 
referred to by other Members. I am not 
repeating it. Take, for instance, the question of 
our relations with Israel. But I am very glad that 
the hon. Foreign Minister has made the stand of 
the Government very    Clear. 

There have been certain imbalances between 
our intentions and our limitations. We have 
emerged as a large reservoir of manpower. A 
large number of engineers, technicians and 
others have already gone to the developed 
countries, -which we call brain drain, and they 
are now willing to go to the developing nations. 
Do we have a policy of mobilising   and    
channelising our manpower 

resources? Do we nave a policy to see that our 
agreements and our trade commitments with the 
developing countries, specially our new 
agreements with the Gulf countries, are better 
implemented and consistent with our national 
interest ? In this connection, could we not 
utilisi-the brain trust which we have and which 
is not being mobilised? We also know that our 
scientists, technicians and others have not been 
utilised even within the country. This will be of 
great use. In our own interest, we have to keep 
pace with the fast-changing technology of the 
world. The Industrial Revolution has passed 
over this country without its impact and we 
have to keep pace with the de-"eloping world. 
Today, we are again falling  into  the  same  old  
position. 

Much has been said about nuclear explosions 
. We have made it very clear that nuclear 
explosions are not meant for stockpiling of 
arms. And it is also not to boost up our political 
prestige. What has not been understandable to 
me, at any rate, is why our Prime Minister 
declared that we shall not use it for peace-ful 
purposes. Sir, it is not that in the great wisdom 
of our Prime Minister.  .   . 

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: When did   I  
say   that? 

SHRIMATI    LEELA   DAMODARA 
MENON: Well, that was in the paper. I  am 
glad  that it  is not so. 

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: I had said that 
nobody can stop us from using it for peaceful 
purposes. 

SHRIMATI LEELA DAMODARA 
MENON: I am very glad that it is so and I 
stand corrected. I am feeling proud of my  
Prime  Minister. 

151 Discussion on the        [ RAJYA SABHA ]       of the Ministry of 152 
Working External Affairs 

 
"I   have   gone   into   the   question.    I 

have come to   the   conclusion   that   no 



 

explosion   is   necessary   for   a   peaceful 
use." 

SHRI HIMMAT SINH (Gujarat): Anyway, 
we welcome the new   assertion. 

SHRIMATI LEELA DAMODARA MENON 
: I heartily welcome the new explanation 
because we were feeling very much ashamed 
because when the nuclear explosion took place 
in this country all those countries which still 
continue with the explosion, were angry with us 
and, I am quoting one of the great experts from 
the U.S.A., who warned: 

"In the case of India this must mean that 
nulear trade will soon have to be   terminated." 

Sir, our Tarapore plant had to be shut down for 
four months because of refuelling. The very same 
people continue to make the most lethal weapons 
and the most lethal bombs and when they say or 
even give a hint that we should not do it, our 
blood boils. We do not want any assertion on our 
part. We will not use it for any other purposes. At 
the same time, we must have the right and we 
shall have the right to use, in our own way, our 
technology, our scientific talent and also that will 
be the greatest tribute that we will pay to our 
great scientists who have worked so hard and 
whose only satisfaction has been to see that they 
have succeeded in this explosion. Sir, we have 
the raw material available. I would suggest to the 
Minister of External Affairs and to the Prime 
Minister who is in charge of Atomic Energy that 
we should have more fund3 available so that we 
shall be able to process the heavy minerals, like 
ilmenites, etc., that we have in this country and 
sell it for peaceful purposes abroad and to use it 
in our country, so that we shall not have to 
depend on others, so that our Tarapore and other 
plants will not stop for want of refuelling. 

Speaking of aid, we feel that a certain 
ambiguity has come to light. Sir, we fully agree 
when the Prime Minister said and the hon. 
Finance Minister spoke in this House the other 
day that the rural economy has to be revitalised 
and everything will be done to see that the rural 
development is given full importance. But with 
the help, with the aid that will be coming from 
the U.K. and the U.S.A., some conditions have 
been attached that the aid shall be earmarked for 
rural and village industries, food storage and 
agricultural production. Sir, we do need rural 
development and agricultural inputs. We hope 
that in a few years we will be self-sufficient in 
food production. But are you going to spend all 
the finances on increasing the agricultural 
inputs, so that finally we shall end up as a food-
exporting country and only food-producing 
country? We have a lot of other things to do. It 
is not for other people to say what we shall do 
with the aid. We shall go ahead with the plans 
that we have formulated for ourselves. We are 
poor. We have a lot to do for the nation's 
progress, for its very existence. We want to do it 
with dignity and honour. We shall not like to be 
treated like a little child who has an important 
trinket in his hand and thinks that somebody else 
will tell him what to    do with it. 

6  P. M. 

Another problem that has been worrying us is 
with regard to the report that the hon. Minister 
placed in this House. It says that India is 
promoting relations with the EEC through 
greater and more diversified trade. If that is so, 
what is actually happening? India is the biggest 
exporter of ready-made garments and textiles 
and we have had trade with the EEC countries. 
But now this has stopped.    If they are going to 
let us down in the mid-stream like this, what 
does this promotion   of   diversified   trade   
mean? And how does this promote   our 
relations with the EEC? 
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I do not want to take up more time of the House. I 

only want to say that I agree with some of the hon. 
Members who have congratulated the hon. External 
Affairs Minister for taking into account the problems 
of the large number of people who are leaving the 
country to serve and be of assistance to friendly 
countries. 

Sir, the passports pose a big problem. We find that 
the Passport Offices are inadequately staffed and they 
have not been equipped to cope with this great exodus 
from our country. In Kerala alone, 80,000 applications 
are pending for issue of passports. The staff is inade-
quate and there is nobody to see that at least some load 
is taken off from that office. There has been a request 
for another Passport Office at Calicut. When I speak 
about two Passport Offices in Kerala, please don't 
misunderstand me. I am saying this keeping in view the 
requirements of Kerala. Kerala has the largest number 
of people going outside this country. It is the smallest 
place but with a large population and with people 
willing to take the risk of going abroad for earning a 
livelihood. Therefore, I request the hon. Minister on be-
half of Kerala, to see that the passport facilities are a 
little more expanded and the offices strengthened to 
meet the requirements   of  that   State. 

I heartily congratulate the hon. Minister for the stand 
he has taken outside and for continuing to pursue the 
great objectives that we have had. We assure him that 
we shall continue to give him our co-operation as long 
as these objectives and these highest goals are 
maintained. 
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indeed that my nourable good old 
friends Morarji Bhai and Shri Atal Bihari 
Vajpayee have made their very cons 
tructive contribution in this direction. 
There were times when we were all sitting 
together on the other side in that House 
and we had our feelings in regard to this 
non-alignment   policy. We   had   our 
fears and we had our doubts. Now we have discarded 
all of them. Non-alignment is a national policy of this 
country. We have realised now that it is not only our 
policy but it is the best possible policy under the 
circumstances during this decade and possibly the next 
deczde for the whole of Asia and also Africa and other 
ex-colonial countries and peoples. This is all for the 
good. I also wish to congratulate my friend, Mr. 
Vajpayee to have buried quite a number of skeletons so 
far as our ideas and criticisms of the earlier Congress 
regime are concerned.    I  have also  buried  them. 

It is good that today our Prime Minister has begun to 
speak on atom bomb and atom power in the accent of 
Mahatma Gandhi. I feel proud of it because I am also a 
Gandhian. And, I am glad that in America there is a 
new accent, a pleasant accent also in regard to foreign 
affairs. We are ready to welcome it. I hope our friends, 
both the Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister, 
would be able to take open as well as non-open 
initiatives and moves in order to extend our hand of 
friendship to them and win their hand of friendship. I 
wish to congratulate Mrs. Indira Gandhi also on the 
courage that she had displayed at that testing time when 
Bangladesh was going through a period of trouble the 
courage she displayed in welcoming Russia's hand of 
friendship and in concluding that treaty. That treaty 
stood by us. It has done us good. I hope my hon. 
friends would be able to achieve similar agreements 
with America and as soon as possible, Sir, with China. 
My hon. friend, Mr. Vajpayee,   was   saying,   "We are   
doing 

SHRI N. G. RANGA (Andhra Pradesh): Mr. 
Deputy Chairman, Sir, if an angel from the 
Heaven were to come here, he would be 
surprised to find that there are no two parties 
here. All of us are of one party and one mind 
and belong to the same nation so far as the 
foreign affairs and the foreign policy are con-
cerned.    And, for this,  I am very glad 
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our   best.       Yet   there   must   be   some 
response   from   the   other   side."    There was 
not much of a response from China towards   
America,   but   Kissinger   made so  many  visits  
in  order  to   be  able  to achieve  that  big  
change  in  the foreign policy of China, on the 
one hand, and of America,  on  the  other,  with 
the  result that they are now best friends.    A 
similar achievement is needed.    In this direction,  
there was one advice given by our friend, Mr. 
Jayaprakash Narayan,  in regard to Aksai  Chin,  
which  was  very  much  resented by so many of 
us at that time, including   myself   and   my    
friend    and those who were behind us.    I think 
the time is coming when we should be thinking 
once again in this     direction     of    Mr. 
Jayaprakash Narayan's    advice    whether -we 
cannot possibly move in that direction and, if so, 
to what extent in order to be able  to    firmly  
develop  friendship  with China.    In this matter 
we must be bold •now.    In   India   there  is   a  
change.    It has come.    He did not hope for it.    
Our friends     did   not     think it was going to 
come.    But   it   has   come.    I   take   this 
change to be a gift of God.    Let us try and 
become deserving of this change   by making  
similar changes, bold, courageous patriotic 
changes which would be worthy of the new 
world aimed at in our foreign policy and in our 
activities also in foreign policy affairs so that we 
may be able to make  our  effective   contribution   
in   the United Nations.    Sir, the United Nations 
is  not  what   it  was  in   the    beginning. Now 
there are more than   100 members in it and the 
great majority of members no longer belong to 
the ex-colonial powers, who   are shivering in 
their shoes, although they   put   up   a   bold   
front.    But   that does not mean that we should 
try in a childish   manner   to   take   advantage   
of it and drive them to extremes.    We should be 
able to persuade them.      This is the best 
possible period,  I think,  to change the  
Constitution  of the  United  Nations so that on 
the Security Council an effective representation 
is given, is yielded by them, 

to Asia, Africa and Latin America, so that we 
are able to make our own effective contribution. 
At the same time, we, the majority in the United 
Notions, should also learn to move in a 
statesman- like manner. I hope it will be 
possible for our friends to persuade them. There 
is this Israel. We are all in favour of the national 
solidarity, national integrity of Israel. At that 
time, Sir, while we were in the Opposition, all 
of us were very unhappy about our 
Government's attitude in regard to the Arab 
nations vis-a-vis Israel. Today we are obliged to 
deal with both. My friend from that end who has 
just now spoken has said some wise words. We 
want the friendship of these two great powers. 
One is a small country with a small population. 
But it is a great nation with a great history 
behind it, a great tradition behind it. The other is 
a large one, large in the number of countries, 
their population and their mineral resources 
also. They are at war with each other. At the 
same time they are anxious to come together. 
They speak very boldly about their extreme 
demands against each other. But nevertheless 
they are willing to negotiate with each other in a 
very sensible manner. Some-one has got to help 
them. Let us explore the possibility, to what 
extent India can help them to come together and 
achieve a bit of friendship between themselves, 
if not  the       totality  of friendship. 

Then, my honourable friend, Mr. Dinesh 
Singh, has made a very valuable suggestion. For 
some time some of us have been talking about 
Asian Security Council or whatever it is. From 
there we moved to Afro-Asian Security. Then 
also we were not quite satisfied because it might 
not be quite practicable. But his suggestion, I 
think, is practicable. I would like it to be 
explored, how far we along with two or three 
other nations can take the initiative in persuading 
all these  Asian   countries  and their   leader. 
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[Shri N. G. Ranga] to agree to constitute in 
an informal manner, if need be in the 
beginning, an Asian Foreign Ministers' Council. 
Call it, if you like, CONCORD. But we must 
move in this direction. Let us try and make 
some experiments. There is no question of 
losing face by making experiments and then 
finding that they have not succeeded. 

Then coming to nuclear power, let me tell you 
I am wedded to Rajaji's conception—Shri 
Morarjibhai's also, Mahatma Gandhi's also—
and I do not want India anyhow to become one 
of the guilty powers in the world to be using 
atom bomb. But at the same time we also want 
to develop capacity to utilise atom power to 
warm all such other people who might be 
having evil intentions against us, that we are 
capable, of using this power if we are driven to 
that necessity. Shrimati Indira Gandhi has 
achieved that. Therefore, I am not going to 
quarrel with other people who may not be able 
to agree with me. But let us be quite clear that 
we should develop this atomic capability not for 
making atomic bomb but for using it for 
peaceful purposes. That is where I join hands 
with my friend, Shri Morarjibhai—and, I do not 
know when he has consulted his colleagues. 
Possibly he has consulted them. But as a true 
Gandhian he came forward and then said, I am 
not going to allow atomic bomb to be used by 
India as along as I am the Prime Minister. I am 
proud of that     Prime    Minister. 

SHRI HAMID ALI SCHAMNAD (Kerala): 
Mr. Deputy Chairman, I am very glad that our 
honourable Foreign Minister, Shri Vajpayee, 
after his taking over the portfolio of foreign 
affairs, has made an impact on foreign affairs, 
and through his shrewd, mature and well-
balanced foreign policy he was able to take the 
image of India to the different countries of the 
world within such a short 

period of time. I am quite sure very soon he will 
be able to push the image of our country to the 
topmost of the world map. India was continuing 
the non-alignment policy formulated by Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru. I am very glad that the 
present Government also preserved the non-
alignment policy—the policy of live and let 
live—in its letter and spirit. I doubt very much 
whether the previous Government, even though 
they were advocating non-alignment policy, 
were actually implementing it. I doubt very 
much. Anyhow, I am quite sure that this 
Government will implement this non-alignment 
policy as it has been put by our Prime 
Minister—that our relationship with all the 
countries of the world will be very friendly. We 
will have to be very friendly with our next-door 
neighbours, other neighbouring countries and 
also with countries which are far away from us. 
Shri Vajpayee has studied the problems of Arab 
countries and I am quite sure that he will try to 
keep up the friendship and cordiality which the 
previous Government had maintained  with  
these countries. 

Israel has not been recognised by India fully 
at the diplomatic level and that country is not 
represented in Delhi through an embassy. They 
have only a Consulate located in Bombay. Now 
I understand that this Consulate is being per-
mitted to shift to Delhi. I do not know why they 
are being allowed to shift from Bombay to 
Delhi. According to press reports, Mr. Zubin 
Mehta will lead an Israeli Orchestra Symphony 
to India and give a performance in Bombay in 
February 1978. I do not know whether this will 
be resented by the Arab countries. We have 
already condemned Zionism and racialism in 
several U.N. forums as they constitute a menace 
to world peace. But now various Zionist 
organisations are working in Bombay openly 
for the cause of Zionism. 

Our  Foreign   Minister  has  liberalised the    
procedure    for    issuing    passports. 



 

But at the same time endorsements on passports 
to countries like Oman, Behrain and Saudi 
Arabia are not freely given. He says he has 
done it now. I am very glad that bottleneck has 
now been removed and many of our youngsters 
who want to go abroad, particularly to Saudi 
Arabia, Behrain and Omen can get these 
endorsements. In fact, once a passport is given 
it is his business to find out how to get visa 
from the foreign countries. I am very glad that 
our Foreign Minister has liberalised these 
matters. 

Now. for the convenience of those who want 
to go abroad in search of jobs, employment 
exchange bureau is being started by the 
Government. Kerala Government is also doing 
it. But my fear is that this may lead to 
corruption and nepotism. I would, therefore, 
want the Government to be very careful with 
regard to the employment exchange bureau. 

Many of our youngsters go abroad and 
return after working there for two or three 
years. But when they come back to the country 
with their families, many of them are harassed 
by the customs officials. I have seen this 
happening in Bombay and other places. This 
should be  looked  into. 

Many of our people go to Haj on pilgrimage. 
During the election time some of our friends in 
the Congress Party and those who were 
opposing Janata Party— I do not want to name 
them—were carrying on a vicious propaganda 
in my State that if the Janata Party comes to 
power no Muslim will be permitted to go to 
Mecca.... 

(Interruptions). 
AN HON. MEMBER : This is wrong. 
SHRI HAMID ALI SCHAMNAD: I have 

got a paper cutting with me. I am not giving my 
view. I am giving a fact. There was a cartoon—
it is now in my possession—depicting a Muslim 
voting for Janata Party as. one who his 

eaten pork which is 'haram' for Muslims. But    
after Janata   Party   has   come   to power,   Shri  
Vajpayee  has  reduced  the ship rate for going to 
Mecca by Rs. 300/-He has liberalised in this field 
also.   And, Sir, he has liberalised many of the for-
malities   required    to    be   complied    in going  
to   Mecca.    I   would also   like to make    an 
appeal to the Minister of External    Affairs.    
There    is one    cus which has been continued by 
the Congress Government and it is this : Some 
quota is being reserved for the Prime   Minister 
and for the Minister of External Affairs for going 
to Mecca and that is not given to    the Central 
Haji Committee and that quota would be released 
at the last moment.    Some   Congress    MPs   or   
some people with some influence would get   it. 
My own  experience is  this.    Somebody wanted 
to go to Mecca and he  appoached the   Bombay   
Central   Haji   Committee and they could not give 
it and they said, "You can    get it if you go to the 
Foreign Minister."    And,   Sir,   the   Foreign   
Minister  said:   "Approach  the  Prime Minister."    
This  is  how  it happened.    So, I would appeal  to 
the Minister of External Affairs to give the entire 
thing to the Central Haji Committee in Bombay. 
Do not reserve anything for you. Whatever quota 
is there should be left to the Haji Committee and 
given through proper channel. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: From 
next year. 

SHRI HAMID ALI SCHAMNAD: Thank 
you. I am very glad. Whatever bad things were 
done by the Congress Government must be 
removed by you and for heaven's sake, do not 
continue their bad things.    Thank you very 
much. 
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SHRI VISWANATHA MENON (Kerala): 
Sir, from the speeches delivered in this House 
today it will be seen that everybody has 
supported nonalign-ment. But everybody has 
given his own meaning to the term 'non-
alignment.' Certain people have gone to the 
extent of saying that non-alignment means 
impartiality or neutrality. Sir, this is not the 
meaning of non-alignment as it was envisaged or 
as it was being practised in this country. Non-
alignment is a positive slogan . It is not a 
negative or a neutral slogan. It has got some 
meaning which means anti-colonial, anti-
imperialist. When I was hearing the arguments 
of Prof. Ranga—such a senior man—he was 
saying that equal treatment to all nations 
including U.S.A. such approach in foreign 
affairs   will   be   suicidal. 

Sir, in the field of non-alignment India has 
built up its image before the whole world and on 
each and every issue we have taken our side 
along with the downtrodden, along with the 
people fighting for liberation, but now the plea is 
to have all kinds of relationships with all kinds 
of forces, including American imperialism. This 
is not the non-alignment that has been 
envisaged. Fortunately, till now our External 
Affairs Minister was proceeding on the policy 
that was being followed in this country. Sir, in 
this connection, the first confusion took place 
when the hon. Prime Minister used the word 
'genuine' along with non-alignment. Then began 
the confusion actually. What is the "wonderful" 
idea about 'genuine' I do not know. But, anyhow, 
non-alignment that was being practised in this 
country had a history behind it and it had a clear-
cut picture, namely that it meant anti-colonial, 
anti-imperialist. I do not know why he has used 
the adjective •genuine'.   Why was this adjective 
added ? 

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: I have already   
explained    that. 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: I have 
read it but even then that confusion is there. 

Within the last three months, after the Janata 
Government came into power, about external 
affairs, there is nothing much about which we 
can complain of, though my Congress friends 
try to raise something or other. 

On the Arab-Israel question, Sir, it is well 
known how we recognised the Arab world and 
the controversy between Arab and Israel is also 
known to us. If you are suddenly going to throw 
up that entire policy, I am sure the Arab world 
will not be happy about it. Anyhow till now we 
have not taken any reverse steps. My request to 
the hon. Minister is to see that there is no 
reversal of policy on any of these things. 

Coming to the question of Soviet Union, 
although we may not be so happy about the 
over-zealous attitude of the Soviet Union in 
supporting Shrimati Indira Gandhi and her 
Emergency, that should not influence our 
policies, because the Indo-Soviet Treaty has 
done us good. That point actually the Janata 
Government has taken up and I congratulate 
them on that account Although the Soviet Union 
may have bungled in their foreign policy by 
supporting the Emergency and, internal issues 
of India, that does not mean that we should  go  
against  the Soviet people. 

Sir, coming to another important point which 
was not so much discussed here, my humble 
submission is that Mr. Vajpayee should rise to 
the occasion and clear the differences between 
China and India. On the question of Aksai Chin, 
although we have to be hosts to the Dalai Lama, 
that does not mean that we should compromise 
for his sake, that we  should fight  for  his sake. 
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[Shri Viswanatha   Menon] 
7 PM. 
My   humble   submission   is that on the 
question of China, Mr. Chavan, when he was the 
Minister of External Affairs had taken some 
steps. Now, that must be followed up and a good 
relationship should be built up. I know when Mr. 
Vajpayee was a Jana Sangh M.P. in the Lok 
Sabha, even at that time I remember his speech 
one day, appreciating the development in China. 
So, China has got its own qualities. We may 
have differences of opinion about their political 
line but we should come to an understanding 
with China and the problem of Aksai    Chin 
must be, once and for all, 
settled. 

Sir, I am not going into other points, like 
Diego Garcia or other issues. But I want to 
speak on one important point. Some of the 
utterances of some of the important members of 
the Janata Party are also creating confusion. For 
example, the utterances of Mr. Subramanian 
Swamy. Wonderful utterances are coming from 
him and I do not think that it is the policy of the 
Janata Government. The Prime Minister, as the 
leader of the Janata Party, should ask him to 
keep quiet; otherwise, some action should be 
taken against him, against his going all over the 
country and making such utterances. I am not 
saying that there is political acumen .,. 
SHRI   HAMID   ALI   SCHAMNAD: That is 

individual's freedom   of expression. 
SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: I am sure, 

Mr. Schamnad will not speak anything against 
his party's policy. On the basic question of 
international relationship, such utterances must 
be stopped; or, if he is not stopping, I leave the 
matter to the Prime Minister as the leader of the 
Janata  Party. 

Sir, coming to another important point, our 
entire foreign policy was based on anti-colonial 
and anti-imperialistic lines. By continuing it, 
naturally, we are in alliance with the socialist 
bloc. 

That policy must be continued and our External 
Affairs Minister must act as a champion of the 
down-trodden. 

SHRI  MORARJI R.  DESAI:     The 
cat is out of the bag. 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: That is our 
line, Sir, our party's line. Now, coming to my 
own State, Sir, I have got only one more point, 
and that is, I have to ask for a passport office.... 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: At 
Cochin ? 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: No, at 
present, we have got one at Cochin ? 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: Or   
Calicut   or   Trivandrum ? 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: Yes. At 
least 25 per cent or even more of the people of 
India are going through Kerala. So, one more 
passport office should be there. It is a small 
thing for you; you are not going to lose anything; 
you are going to get more money. How can we 
live and starve there ? We must have some job 
and, therefore, people have to go out for jobs. 
You are not giving us employment; we are not 
finding jobs here. So we are going out. I am not 
finding fault with you, because the previous 
Government was also responsible. But, anyhow, 
this is the present position. We want to get some 
food somewhere. So, please give us a passport 
office there at least. 

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: You want to 
have more space for yourself in Kerala.- 

SHRI VISWANATHA MENON: We are 
having the finest family planning unit working 
in Kerala; without any compulsion we are doing 
it. That is not the problem. The problem is we 
are not getting jobs and there is no possibility to 
get jobs. That is the main problem. If you are 
going to solve it, we do not want any passport 
office 
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but if you are not going to solve it, give us at least one 
more passport office and our Minister should find 
some jobs somewhere outside India for us. That is the 
only burning problem. 

Now, before concluding, I want to stress once more 
that the anti-colonial and anti-imperialistic policy of 
non-alignment must be continued and in that respect, I 
request the hon. External Affairs Minister to champion 
the cause. Thank you, Sir. 

 

"If anything is necessary, we can do it 
always in consultation with other people. 
Nobody will object to it if they   are 
convinced." 
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I have personally 
verified. I have met people. I cannot obviously 
give the names here; nor is it desirable to do so. 
But I am convinced from my talk with them and 
from the material given to me—which is also 
being published in some Bangladesh pipers—
that some people—the number is not very 
small—have been pushed out of our country, 
handed over to the Bangladesh Rifles. I do not 
know how to prove it. Mr. Vajpayee, we 
personally went over there, talked to the people 
who are living around and came to a certain 
conclusion. How can I prove it if the Prime 
Minister of the country and you do not accept it 
? We go and verify again and again and come 

to the same conclusion.    But, still you deny it. 

 
SHRI MOHAMMAD YUNUS SALEEM : One can 

feel  it. 
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SHRI YOGENDRA MAKWANA 

(Gujarat): In this connection, I want to ask only 
one question. You say that only installations 
which are covered under this agreement are 
shown to him. But here is a report in the 
National Herald which says that Mr. Nye was 
taken to the plutonium separation plant of the 
Bhabha Atomic Research Centre. That is not 
covered under this agreement. How did    this   
happen ? 

(Interruption). 
SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: That is 

open to many dignitaries who come from 
abroad. That is not a secret installation. We are 
not opposed to foreigners going to that 
installation. I am sorry he has tried to mix up 
things. 

SHRI MORARJI R. DESAI: Twist, not mix 
up. 
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STATEMENT BY MINISTER 
FLOOD SITUATION IN THE 

COUNTRY 
MR.   DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN:   The 

Agriculture Minister now. 

THE MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE 
AND IRRIGATION (SHRI SURJIT SINGH 
BARNALA): Sir, in reply to a Calling 
Attention Notice in Rajya Sabha on the 4th of 
August, 1977 a statement on the flood situation 
was made giving the flood position as on that 
date. This statement deals with the subsequent 
situation in various parts of the country. 

The season's total of the monsoon rainfall 
from the 1st of June to the first week of August 
is either normal or in excess over most of the 
country except in sub-Himalayan West Bengal, 
Arunachal Pradesh and Telengana where the 
deficiency is marginal and in Nagaland, 
Manipur, Mizoram and Tripura and 
Marathwara where it is deficient. The Statewise   
position   is   as   follows:— 

Assam: In river Brahamputra the fourth wave 
of floods has been continuing since the and 
July. The Northern tributaries of Brahmaputra 
Puthimari, Pagladiya, Beki, Manas and 
Subansiri and Dhansiri from the South have 
also been in moderate floods. 

 


