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MOTION       RE     INTERNATIONAL 
SITUATION— continued SHRI   S.   S.   
MARISWAMY   (Tamil Nadu)   :   Mr.   
Deputy  Chairman,   Sir, ?.t   the   very  outset   
I  congratulate   the Madam   Prime   Minister 
who,   with   a great deal of dexterity, has 
carried to a successful conclusion the    
Friendship Treaty with Russia. Sir, I also 
express my appreciation of cur     Foreign  
Mi-'%nis!ter£   indefatigable     Sardar     Swaran 
Singhji,  who,   time   in  and   time    out, 
proves  his   efficiency   in   handling  any 
subject given to him and acquits himself with 
credit. Now, too. Sir, he has come  out with  
flying  colours  in carrying  on   the    
negotiations.    The    15-Year Friendship  
Treaty is nothing new but only   a 
continuation    of the 1971-Treaty that we 
made with    Russia. In 1971. when we were 
facing an aggression,  Russia came to our 
help and as a  result  the   Treaty  was   made.   
Now, in 1973 we don't face an external ag-
gression but our economy is in great shambles   
and   Russia  has   once   again come out   
stretching its hand of friendship to help us 
out.    The    present agreement, I   should say, 
is a   comprehensive  one.    It covers the 
entire economic field.    From     a cursory 
glance,  I should say that there are not    many 
points  that  the  opposition   may be  in 
disagreement    with   the    Government. 
Many of the  salient features as  published   
are   in   our   best   interests.   But, mark my 
words :   'agreement  as  published' I say, 
because we have not been taken into    
confidence in discussing   all the   details   of   
the   Protocol   on   economic and  on 
technical details  of the agreement.    We get 
news piecemeal— so far so good.   But, God 
alone   knows what are the other    details    
withheld. I would     be thankful if our    
Sardar Swaran   Singh   assures  the  House  
that all the aspects of the agreement in mi- 

nutest detail are given to the general public to 
whom we all still owe a debt. But for their 
votes, none of us, however great we may be, 
would have been here. 

Sir, there are some stories   circulated in the 
capital regarding Comrade Brezhnev's   visit.    
They  say  that  he  came here  with   four   
objectives.     I  do  not want  to   repeat  the   
stories,    but as I heard the stories, I think it is 
my duty that I should tell them here, one after 
another. No. 1 is that he wanted to take India   
in   its   friendly   fold   as   against China,  
since  there  is  an  improvement iof  Sino-
American  relationship.   No.   2 is   to   
associate   India  with   Russia  for an  Asian  
collective  security pact.  The house knows 
that next to China, India is  the  largest  
country  population-wise. So,  India  
population-wise,   is   asset  to any  power,  be   
it  Russia or  America. So, that was the second 
objective. The third one is the party matter.   I 
do not know how far I am right in disclosing in 
Comrades like Shri Bhupesh  Gupta, Dange  
and  others  are  very unhappy that no 
successor of the calibre    and type of late  
Mohan  Kumaramangalam has been    
appointed in the      Cabinet. They  want  a     
person  in whom they could  repose  their  
confidence  as  they reposed   in  late   Mohan    
Kumaramangalam.    Madam had  not obliged  
ou comrades.    So  they  are  unhappy.     It 
was in order  to  pacify  Bhupesh    and Dange  
groups that Comrade Brezhnev had come—so 
far as the story goes I do not know how far it is 
correct. 

The fourth is the last but not the least. Sir, 
Comrade Brezhnev came here, according to 
the story, to patch up the differences between 
CPI and CPM and to forge a united front 
against the rightist elements both in and out of 
Congress itself.   I do not know whether it is 
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true or not. So far as our Tamil Nadu is 
concerned, I am very glad Mr. C. 
Subramaniam is here and he will also be 
interested in knowing the fact that, so far as 
Tamil Nadu is concerned, I know for certain 
that CPI and CPM along with a celluloid hero 
have come and formed a joint front as against 
DMK on the one hand and against Congress 
(R) and Kamaraj on the other hand—who has 
recently formed a united front to fight 
Pondicherry elections to Parliament. I believe 
that our Prime Minister is going to discuss the 
Pondicherry elections on the 7th at 6 o'clock 
and I am quite sure, Mr. Subramaniam would 
have been one of the invitees. Let him also 
bear in mind that the new front is formed to 
fight Mr. Subramaniam. So that is the position. 
So far as Congress (R) and CPI... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Does it 
become part of the international affairs ? 

SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY  :  Yes, it 
becomes, because it is very relevant. So far as 
Congress (R) and CPI alliance in Madras is 
concerned, their honeymoon is over in Madras. 
So also the Congress (R) after joining hands 
with Mr. Kamraj has thrown overboard the 
celluloid hero, as usual, to the Income-tax 
Enforcement Directorate people. They are at 
their mercy. I believe he is repenting for 
having left the party believing in the mirage of 
Delhi, thinking that they would come to his 
help. Now what has happened ? He is absolu-
tely disillusioned, disheartened and frustrated 
and now he feels sorry for having taken in his 
party all and sundries abundantly found in by-
lanes and side-lanes of Madras.    So this is the 
posi- 

tion of Madras. I do not know whether 
Comrade Brezhnev had anything to do with 
this. So far as I am concerned, I am absolutely 
clear in my mind that Comrade Brezhnev had 
nothing to do with the so-called alliance that 
has come in Madras. What has come in 
Madras is the alliance between CPI, CPM and 
this celluloid party. The result is the 
frustration that they feel after their in-
numerable jaunts to Delhi, presenting 
numberless memoranda against the DMK 
Ministry and having got no substantial help 
from Delhi. They are frustrated. Now, Sir, 
these are all the rumours that are afloat in the 
capital city. But I will be very happy if the 
hon. Minister rebutes all these rumours and 
says that these rumours are not to be relied 
upon and... 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN SINGH): 
With your permission I want to say 
straightaway that all these rumours are 
unfounded. 

SHRI S. S.  MARISWAMY:    I   am 
very glad that he has said so. 

The third point is, Comrade Brezhnev spent 
quite a time here. He received many a 
reception. He deserves all those things. There 
is no doubt about it. But the way in which the 
affairs were conducted, is not good. Both the 
Government and the ruling party treated 
Comrade Brezhnev as their own guest and 
visit to Delhi, they thought, was enough. This 
js absolutely a wrong approach. Sir, Delhi 
alone is not India. India is a great country and 
he should have been taken around the country. 
He would have been greatly impressed with 
our progress and would have been happy to 
see that India is keeping up its tradition of 
democracy as a part of its life. The 
Government should have sent  him  to Madras 
and also to other 
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.parts of the country, specially to Madras 
where the only non-Congress Ministry exists. 
And he would have found a lot of difference 
between India and East European countries. 

Instead of doing like this they treated him 
as their own party guest. I saw the beautiful 
photo of Comrade Shankar Dayal Sharma 
sitting with Comrade Brezhnev sipping coffee 
or tea or whatever it was because I saw only 
the jug there  and ... 

AN HON.  MEMBER :    Vodka. 

SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY: ... God only 
knows what it contained. News came that they 
discussed party matters. It is none of my 
concern; it is not for me to poke my nose into 
their party matters but what perplexes me is 
the fact that this particular photo was not 
released by the Congress Party office but by 
the Press Information Bureau, which is a 
branch of the I&B Ministry. This is a very 
dangerous trend; the dividing line between the 
Party and the Government should remain in 
tact. We should not erode it as we have eroded 
our Constitution. India has its own way of life; 
we have various parties and ideologies here in 
our country and there is unity in diversity. But 
life in Russia is different. They don't believe in 
diversity. They want more than unity, that is, 
uniformity. That why when Mr. Madhu 
Limaye met him and offered greetings on 
behalf of the Opposition parties, Comrade 
Brezhnev wondered about the necessity of 
Opposition parties in India. For them the Party 
is Government and Government is Party. For 
us Government is different from the Party; 
they are two different things. Let us not mix 
both the Party and the Government and get a 
monolithic form of Party and Government. 
The Press Information Bureau has absolutely 
no right -to   publicise   the   photograph   of 

Comrade Brezhnev and Comrade Shankar 
Dayal Shama. Mr. Sharma may be a good 
man, an intelligent man. Let his photo adorn 
the Office of the Congress Party but the Press 
Information Bureau has no business to 
circulate 

Finally, I would like to urge that we should 
with the same vigour and enthusiasm carry on 
talks with China and the USA. I was very glad 
when I heard from our Foreign Minister that 
our relationship with the USA and China was 
improving. It should improve further more. 
Whatever may be the past, we cannot ignore 
the fact that China is a great Power in Asia. 
Our association with that country is an age-old 
one. No country had such a close cultural con-
tact with China as we had. Our relationship 
with China dates back to several centuries. 
During the early 1950s we were so close with 
China that there was this Hindi-Chini-Bhai-
Bhai slogan all over the country. Later on due 
to some border dispute this slogan of Hindi-
Chini-Bhai-Bhai disappeared and Cbina-
Murdabad came into vogue and so also they 
started abusing us. Now let us hurry the past 
and open up a new era so that we cultivate 
friendship with China. So also we must not 
forget the fact that America is also a friendly 
nation. During 1962 when China attacked us 
we had no friends and it was America that 
came to our assistance. We solicited their help 
and they gave it in a big way and the country 
is thankful •to America for that. So we must 
see that the same friendly relations are 
maintained with America as well as with China. 

Finally I must say that I will be failing in 
my duty if I did not make a reference to 
Pakistan. Whatever might be the past, they are 
our brothers, they are our immediate 
neighbours.    Because of) 
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the quarrel between us many big Powers try to 
play one against the other. And now we have 
become a pawn in the hands of the big Powers 
all because we do not have good relationship 
with Pakistan. The moment we come to an 
understanding with Pakistan, the moment our 
ties become close you take it from me the 
moment India, Pakistan and Bangladesh forge 
a unity we will be the most powerful sub-
continent in the whole world. Our ties are 
closer; ours is an old relationship. It is true 
that minor differences are there but we being 
the bigger nation we must take up an attitude 
of live and let live. We must be generous and 
we must not fight over small matters. I want 
the Government to take up that kind of 
attitude. Now, we heard of some anti-Indian 
demonstrations in Bangladesh. I do not know 
whether there are genuine fears on the part of 
the Bangladesh people or whether there are 
some anti-social elements working in the garb 
of pseudo-patriots of Bangladesh. I see some 
sinister hand in the demonstrations. I would be 
very happy if our hon. External Affairs Minister 
throws some light on these repeated 
demonstrations that take place in Bangladesh. 
So far as India is concerned, we can be very 
proud of the fact that we have no bad designs 
on any country. So far as we are concerned, as 
once Mahatma said, our creed of nonviolence 
is enough to get laurels for us. If at all we sell 
anything outside, we will sell our love and our 
creed of nonviolence to other nations. So, with 
an open mind we can approach any nation and 
try to keep cordial relations. Now, we need not 
join this bloc, or that bloc. I am very glad that 
Madam has taken a very correct stand in 
refusing to be a party to the Asian collective 
security pact.    It is absolutely. . . 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. 
Mariswamy, I would like to request you 
hereafter not to mention just 'Madam*, but 
Madam Prime Minister would be better. 

SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY : Thank you, 
Sir. Madam Prime Minister's stand is correct. 
There is absolutely no meaning in joining other 
nations in signing an Asian security pact. Last 
time in 1955 when we had some conference in 
South East Asia, it gave some wrong 
impression to other people, that we were trying 
to usurp the leadership of Asia. 1 am told this 
was one of the reasons why China attacked 
India and started this border dispute. Border 
dispute is nothing new so far as China is 
concerned. It has a dispute with us and with 
Russia on the northern side. So far India is 
concerned, we can be friends with all the 
nations in the world. Let us not take a partisan 
attitude of being very close to Russia as 
against China or very close to China as against 
Russia or the USA for that matter. 

Thank you. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA (Bihar): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, 
since yesterday the debate on the international 
situation is going on. The opening made bv 
our Minister of External Affairs, though brief, 
contained every essential thing. We are 
fortunate to have in him a person who, so far 
as foreign affairs and foreign relations are 
concerned, is an encyclopaedia, but as you 
know, we require many revisions and editions 
of an encyclopaedia. His mind has something 
in it which makes it up to date every day. This 
moving encyclopaedia has also some 
computer in it and we are croud to have such a 
person as our Minister of External Affairs. 
Our difficulty is that we do not try to 
understand and   realise the 
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importance of our own people around us. That 
is because we were a slave nation for quite a 
Ions time and we do not see virtues or 
qualities in our own men. He made a very 
sound and good exposition and I thought that 
things would be taken and discussed in a spirit 
of friendliness, co-operation and under-
standing But I was very sorry to hear rather 
fantastic things against the decision reached 
by our Government and Soviet Russia and 
about other matters. One of the most fantastic 
things ever said was that it is a matter of 
dispute whether Soviet Russia is an Asiatic 
country. Sir, anyone knowing elementary 
geography will tell you that two-thirds of 
Soviet Russia—I say with all sense of 
responsibility and knowledge— lies in Asia. 
Therefore, this country is not only Asiatic in 
that sense but European also since one-third 
of it lies in Europe also. So it is both an Euro-
pean country and an Asian country. Anything 
which we do in Asia has relevance with Soviet 
Russia also. That we cannot ignore. 

Sir, I heard about foreign affairs from the 
mouth of the great Pandit Nehru on many 
occasions. I started mv early life with the 
Congress freedom movement when Pandit 
Nehru came from the Anti-Imperialist 
Conference which he attended in Brussels in 
1927 or 1928, were gathered in the Madras 
Congress. There also the Congress discussed 
international relations in its resolutions. The 
Congress had developed international outlook 
from its very inception but Pandit gave a new 
direction and content to it. Therefore, our 
light for independence was not an isolated 
fight of India for freedom but it was a part of 
the fight in the international context, of those 
nations who were being ruled by others, 
which were colonies about which Lenin 
referred in his speeches    He ad- 

mired in his speeches what India was doing 
and what others were doing in other countries. 
So Pandit Nehru, 20 years before India 
become free, stood for independence for all. 
And when we became free we continued to be 
on that path. Pandit Nehru and his father had 
been to Soviet Russia. He wrote a book on 
their visit. I had the privilege of reading that 
book. When the Soviet Revolution took place I 
had been a lad of 18. We then used to get a 
Hindi daily, Bang Basi which was a big fire 
paper. It used to refer to Russia as the Russian 
Bear as Rus ka Bhaloo because British 
imperialists called Russia that way. The paper 
used to give in its columns news about evil 
things and murders that were alleged to be 
taking place then in Russia. 

Sir, in my boyhood I used to enquire from 
my father and teachers about the Russian 
Revolution but my thirst was not quenced. 
Then I consulted otners who were in politics 
and I was told— and I still adhere to that—
that after the French Revolution Russian 
Revolution was quite a big event in the world. 
I would like to tell you what happened in 
China. When Chiang-kai-Shek went ! away 
and the Communists came to power it was a 
contrast to the French and Russian 
Revolutions. What happened in China ? Mao 
Tse-Tung went on fighting inch by inch and 
winning and then he came to power. China's 
was not a revolution of either the French type 
or the Russian type. Mao Tse-Tung went on 
giving land to the peasantry with the help of 
his army and fighting inch by inch succeeded 
in rising seiaing power. Therefore, it was quite 
different from what happened in Soviet Russia 
or France. When Lenin went to Russia he was 
a Bolshevik and had only minority backing. In 
a dextrous and revolutionary manner he 
captured power from 
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Kornsky. History will, however, record ft as 
one of the most exemplary and revolutionary 
things which has ever happened. After that 
whatever Stalin might have or might not have 
done, we know that he brought bread and cloth 
to the poor. What is to be seen in our country ? 
What is happening in our country ? We see 
here men, and children in tattered clothes and 
women in un-womenly rags. Sir, the other day 
a friend of mine was telling me of an incident. 
He lives in one of these areas. He had taken his 
food outside. When He returned he found that 
his servant had already cooked his food. So he 
went to the road-side. He saw a woman sleeping 
on the footpath with two children.    He said: 

 
They shouted in exclamation. This is the 
country we belong to. And this is how Soviet 
Russia was. Lenin brought butter, bread, cloth, 
honour ana dignity to the poor people. So long 
as humanity lives, Lenin's name will live. That 
is what Jawaharlal Nehru wrote 10 hisi book in 
1927. Sir, I am not a new recruit to the 
Congress or politics. I did not join politics iust 
to become a Member of Parliament. 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA (Nominated) : And 
old freedom fighter. 

SHUT AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
ISINHA: We joined it to face the bullets of the 
British. Sir, I sav with all sense of 
responsibility that this Congress Party under 
the leadership of Mrs. Indira Gandhi will never 
swerve from the path of democracy, come what 
may. We will never swerve from the path' of 
socialism, come what may. We «ill; never  
prejudice   the   independence 

and sovereignty of   India,   come   what may. 

Sir, I have a grievance against my great 
friend, Mr. Swaran Singh, a grouse against the 
External Affairs Minister. And what is that 
grouse? The Prime Minister spoke something 
at the airport. I heard it on the radio. 1 did not 
go to the airport because I had to be here to 
see that there was quorum in the House, to see 
that the dignity of Rajya Sabha was 
maintained. So I heard her on the radio. The 
speech of the Prime Minister was marvellous. 
She said: "We will do things as decided by 
us". Why has that speech not been distributed 
to Members of Parliament ? She made a still 
bigger point in the plenary Banquet speech and 
much more in the Red Fort speech where she 
said : "As Mr. Brezhnev is going from one 
country to another preaching his views, we 
and leaders of free India go about from one 
country to another preaching oui own views". 
Everybody clapped at this. Sir, I would like to 
tell you one thing. Please bear with me 
because I seldom speak. I would beg of you to 
be a little patient with me. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra): Are 
you begging or threatening 7 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA : You know that threatening is neither 
in your nature nor in my nature. We have been 
nurtured together for 40 years since we formed 
the Congress Socialist Party in 1934. You 
know me. Please do not talk that way. You are 
being very unkind to me or perhaps you want 
to be jovial. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : Take it with a little 
humour. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA .    Yes. jovial.    We know 
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SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA : Because Mr. Muniswamy and other 
friends from the South would not like it. I 
want that I should be liked and loved by 
everybody. Today 1 am here. One day I shall 
not be here. But there should be some 
goodwill for me in the House. For that 
goodwill I am talking in this House in 
English. 

Sir. I was telling you that these speeches 
should be distributed. Then I have the 
agreements before me. I have read them three 
times. Do thev compromise our position as an 
independent country ? Far from that. The 
declaration asserts and affirms our position as 
an independent country. Mr. Brezhnev came 
and addressed Members of Parliament. This is 
a free country. He has the right to say 
anything he liked. He said that it is high time 
that the concept of collective security was 
discussed because it is a very important thing 
not only for Europe but for Asia also. But, 
Sir, in the declaration this concept does not 
find a word. Why ? I personally accept that 
concept. But the applicability is far away. As 
I accepted many things which Gandhiji said, I 
accept this; but this cannot be applied, as, for 
instance, non-violence. We accepted non-
violence; yet, we have an army. Collective 
security : Yes. But how can it be ? Two-thirds 
of Russia is in Asia; China is not friendly 
either to Russia or India. Some of our friends 
said that every effort should be made to see 
that China becomes our friend. We have 
made  all   efforts.    Even    though    they 

humiliated us, invaded us, and stabbed Nehru 
in the back, our Prime Minister, this great 
lady, has never spoken a word against China 
ever since she came to power. But it was this 
lady, when people were running away from 
the northern part of Assam, Tejpur, it was this 
lady who went there in the midnight and 
brought every man to stay on there by her 
encouragement. Is it that lady who will bow 
before Brezhnev or anybody ? 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh) : 
Why midnight ? Why not during the day ? 

SHRI   JOACHIM   ALVA :    All  the 
time. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA : Mr. Pitamber Das, you are a poet. A 
woman moving about in the midnight has 
greater bravery than her moving about in the 
day light. My friend, I love you, I regard you, 
because of your human touch. But I hate your 
political views. I love you, I love your poetry, 
I love your culture, I love you personally, but I 
am opposed to your views. I am a. 
Congressman hundred per cent. And I tell 
you, any party, any declaration, be it anything, 
cannot swerve this party from its path. 
Brezhnev came.   He came as our friend. 

(Interruptions    by    Shri   Sasankasekh.ar 
Sanyal) 

We are old. Both of us are friends. I am 67. I 
think even Swaran Singh is my younger 
brother. Jagjivan Ram is my younger brother. 
Chavan is my younger brother. Except two, 
all ministers are my younger . Fakhruddin Ali 
Ahmed and the Home Minister are my elder 
brothers. They are elder to me. I think 
Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed is 72 and Umashankar 
Dikshit is 73 or so. 

each other.   I have the greatest regard for 
you. 
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what I was saying was I fcave read everything 
this time about plans, I have read them. Soviet 
Russia has its plans for its development, {inter-
ruptions). We want that thing, we want this 
thing, and we say to Russians please supply us 
this thing. But according to this plan, they 
have not manufactured it. So it takes one year 
to manufacture it. We got our products we will 
offer to Russia that in advance. So we want 
consulting in our plannings. What is wrong 
about if? I cannot understand how we have 
compromised our indepen-
dence.  
flfpTi^r ^  |" What India did yesterday, others 
are doing today.   Today I heard on the Radio 
that the Foreign Minister of the United 
Kingdom is going to. . . 

SHRI SASANKASEKHAR SANYAL 
(West Bengal): You talk of yesterday only. 
Why not talk of tomorrow ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please do 
not interrupt him. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA : He has every right; he is my elder 
brother.    Sometimes ... 

SHRI SASANKASEKHAR SANYAL : 
Who said I am older ? You are older 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON 
(Kerala) : He refuses to be older. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA : Sir, anyway, I heard on the radio that 
10-year economic and cultural agreement is 
going to be signed very soon between the U.K. 
and Soviet Russia. Who is following whom ? I 
want to know that. Has the United Kingdom 
surrendered its freedom? No. We have  15   
years   pact   with   Soviet 

Union. What is the harm in having it ? We are 
the gainers. I say with all sense of 
responsibility as a man who has served this 
nation, that by this pact India has become 
hundred percent strong. Russia has also gained 
and their gain is the love and admiration of the 
people of India which is of immense value to 
them. Their politics and diplomacy is so 
chisalled. In this joint declaration, i they have 
not mentioned a word about : the joint 
security. You do not find it here. Why ? 
Because, they thought it was better to speak to 
Members of Parliament about it. Why raise 
this issue in the discussions between the two 
Governments ? It is a concept. Why should a 
concept find a place in the joint declaration ? 
After all we are the masters of both the 
Houses. We will tell our Government: Do this 
and do that. So, Brezhnev appealed to Mem-
bers of Parliament. Look at that gesture. Look 
at the beauty and excellence with which they 
approach things. I am proud of these Russians. 
I am not a Communist. I can never be a 
Communist. But our friendship with Soviet 
Russia is one which will remain so long as the 
leadership of India is sound. I must tell you 
that we are proud of our leadership. {Time bell 
rings) Two minutes more. 

Shrimati Indira Gandhi has both the 
blessings of Mahatma Gandhi and the training 
and inspiration of her great father. And within 
a few years we will see that the world will 
acclaim her as it did both Gandhi and Nehru. I 
may tell you how she gives a heavenly touch 
to the mundane things. How cheerful godliness 
she reveals while dealing with mundane things. 
I have experienced it. Whenever I go to her or 
seek an interview with her, I have seen she 
never speaks from a high pedestal. She never 
speaks even from an equal pedetal.  She 
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speaks to me as a senior Member of 
Parliament or her senior brother. That is the 
greatness. I never go to her to tell her: "I 
agree with you". Whenever I go, I go to give 
her some headache. I say: "This is wrong; that 
is wong". But she always welcomes my 
criticism and when we part, we part with 
friendly smiles. When we say that our position 
is undermined or Soviet Russia is not a 
friendly country or wrong things are done, it 
only shows that we do not believe in 
ourselves. So far as our Party is concerned, 
we know that at no cost we will give up leave 
democracy; at no cost we will serve from the 
path of socialism and at no cost we will com-
promise our freedom. This entire document is 
a proof of what India stands for and what the   
leader   of   our   country Indira Gandhi stands 
for and what she has said at the airport, at the 
Red Fort, at the Banquet and at the time of 
Brezhnev's departure from the basic stand of 
ours. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON : 
Mr. Deouty Chairman, the foreign policy of a 
country should take into account its history, 
its geography, its traditions and its 
experiences. Therefore, when we take these 
factors into consideration, we will find that 
during the period before and after our Inde-
pendence, the Soviet Union has always stood 
with us in our travails and difficulties. This is 
a fact of history and this is a fact of our 
experience. From the time of 1953 Pak-
American pact and earlier also when the issue 
of Kashmir came in the United Nations, it 
was the Soviet veto which saved our position. 
Later on, from the time of the 1953 US pact, 
our country has been faced with the threat of 
American expansionism and aggression 
through, no doubt, Pakistan and it is our firm 
friendship and understanding with the Soviet 
Union 
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that helped us through these difficult years. 
Even in the latest incident of the Bangladesh 
war, in which our country was involved in a 
life-and-death struggle, it was the Soviet 
assistance and help and the Indo-Soviet Treaty 
of Peace, Friendship and Co-operation that 
stood us well in our difficulties and we kept 
the American blackmail in its place. 
Therefore, any foreign policy that has to take 
into account the interests of the country in their 
totaling definitely to be based on a firm Indo-
Soviet friendship. But it has also to be anti-
imperialist and anti-colonialist because, Sir, it is 
not only our experience now, but also our 
experience before independence, that our 
country has suffered from colonialism and 
from imperialism and, therefore, it has to be 
anti-imperialist. Now, from this standpoint, the 
declaration issued after the visit of Mr. 
Brezhnev, signed by Mrs. Gandhi and Mr. 
Brezhnev, is a welcome document because it 
takes into account all our past traditions and 
our  experiences.    It  says :— 

"The Prime Minister of India high 
ly appraised the foreign policy of the 
Soviet Union, consistently aimed at 
consolidating international peace and 
rendering support to the peoples strug 
gling against colonialism and for the* 
strengthening of the political and eco 
nomic independence of their coun4 
tries." ' 

Again, Sir, this declaration savs at another 
place like this : 

"At the same time, they noted the persistence of 
areas of tension in some regions of the world 
and stressed the need to continue the efforts to 
liquidate the remaining vestiges of coU> 
nialism, neo-coloniahsm, racial discrimination 
and the policy of apartheid." 

Now, Sir, these are all the policies which are  
very dear  to   our  country and   to 
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and it is a good thing that they have been 
incorporated in this declaration. Again, our 
people have had great feelings of love and 
affection and also admiration for the people of 
Vietnam fighting against the American im-
perialism and the acts perpetrated by the US 
there. The declaration takes note of this fact 
also and 3avs that India and the Soviet Union 
believe that the restoration of peace in Vietnam 
on the basis of the Paris Agreement on Ending 
the War and Restoring Peace in Vietnam of 
January 27, 1973, as well as the signing of the 
Agreement on Restoring Peace and Achieving 
National Concord in Laos create conditions for 
a healthier climate in Asia and throughout the 
world. Now, Sir, this declaration is replete with 
such pronouncements and, no doubt, it will 
gladden the hearts of every Indian that such a 
statement has been issued. However, Sir, it has 
to be understood that the Soviet friendship with 
and concern for India and the Indian people, 
not only the Indian people, but the people who 
have suffered under colonialism, is not a new 
thing at all. And, Sir, it is not with Mr. 
Brezhnev alone. As far as back 1909, when 
Lenin wrote his famous thesis on imperialism, 
he said th# conflicts within imperialism and the 
development of imperialism itself would lead 
to a situation when the people of the colonial 
countries would no more constitute the reserves 
of imperialism and no more would they be 
adding strength to imperialism, but they would 
be slowly becoming the reserves of socialism 
and the reserves of revolution. Now, this is th« 
farsightedness of Lenin and it is on the basis of 
this that his great theory of proletarian 
internationalism, seeking th« co-operation 
from and also helping the countries suffering 
under colonialism, was made.    Therefore, Sir,  
the   whole 

Soviet policy from the time of Lenin and 
Stalin and other leaders has been based on this 
fundamental principle that the people of the 
erstwhile colonial countries will always be on 
the side of progress, on the side of democracy 
and on the side of socialism, and therefore, the 
socialist countries and the Soviet Union have 
always been on their side. You will remember 
that in 1^50 when our country was faced with 
a serious famine as today, Prime Minister 
Nehru sent a word to Stalin whether he can 
supply us some grains. Without asking for any 
condition, without asking for any price, 
without anything of the sort, within one week 
the Soviet ships were there in Bombay with 
foodgrains. He did not wait even for 
negotiations to conclude a contract. So it has 
always been the Soviet policy to help India not 
only India but all the under-developed 
countries. The Soviet Union has helped the 
Middle East, Viet-Nam, etc. Therefore, Sir, 
what I want to stress on this occasion is that it 
is a good thing that this communique has been 
issued and our country has once more declared 
its identity of views on many of the current 
international problems with the Soviet Union. 
But, all the same, Sir, I would like to remind 
the Government of India that this accord with 
the Soviet Union for our development, for our 
peace, can be effective and can be utilized 
only if the Government of India is willing to 
fight, and is prepared to fight, imperialism at 
all levels. Well, it is here that I find that the 
Government, while speaking highly of these 
principles, very often does not stand up to 
those principles in its action. 

In this context, I will refer you to two 
important events which have taken place 
recently, that is, the Algiers Conference and 
the last UNO.   These two 
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conferences are much different from the past 
conferences,   including  the   UNO, because 
for the first time vou will find that at Algiers as 
well as in the UNO, the under-developed 
countries, that   is, the  developing countries,   
as   a whole, the countries of Asia, Africa and 
Latin America, have stood as one man against 
imperialism everywhere and have adopted  
certain   principles   which   it  would have 
been unthinkable to adopt about three or four 
years ago.    On the Cambodian question, the 
Algiers Conference unanimously  passed a  
Resolution    that the Royal Government of the 
National Union of Cambodia and P.R.G. be re-
cognized.   This is a significant thing. We are a 
signatory to this Resolution.  This Resolution 
was passed.    But our   Government is still 
hesitating to give effect to this Resolution, to 
which we were a party.   I do not know why 
the Government is still hesitating.    Here 1 
would like to remind you, Sir, that India did 
not  take   the   initiative  for  this  move. This  
is not a good  thing.    There  was time   in  the   
1950s  when   on  all  these issues India took 
the initiative.    On the Viet-Nam Peace 
Conference in Geneva it took the initiative.    
On the Korean issue it took the initiative.   It 
took the initiative when Egypt was attacked   
by Britain, France   and   Israel.    But,   for 
some imperceptible reason, I find   that in the 
Algiers Conference, on this crucial  question,  
India took  no  initiative. India was almost 
willy nilly forced to agree to the Resolution.   
But we have still not given effect to the 
Resolution. The Royal   Government of   
Cambodia controls 80 per cent of the territory 
and the Government of Sihanouk has    an-
nounced  that  his  Government  will  be 
functioning from Cambodian   territory. 
Therefore, the last objection to recognising the 
Royal Government of Cambodia no longer 
exists and the    Government of India should 
recognise it. (Time bell rings) I just started, 
Sir. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You have 
taken 15 minutes. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON:    I 
started at 12.40, Sir. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You started 
at 12.38. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON: 
Again, in the U.N.O. 31 countries tabled a 
resolution on the recognition of Cambodia and 
that resolution has been accepted by the 
Political Affairs Committee. It will come up. 
India is not one of the signatories to the 
resolution, but, of coursp, India agreed to the 
resolution. 

Then, I come to Guinea Bissau. Why is it 
that the Government of India is not taking any 
initiative to recognise the Government of 
Guinea Bissau and why is that the 
Government of India is not taking serious 
interest in the matter ? It is true that the 
Government sides with other countries which 
are taking interest. But I find that there is a 
hesitancy on the part of the Government of 
India to take any action. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: We have 
already recognised the independence of 
Guinea Bissau. We were amongst the first few 
countries which did it. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON: 
Thank you. I was misinformed on that. We 
have not recognised the PRG even though the 
Algiers Conference has called for it. 

Then, Sir, I come to the question of tack 
force in the Indian Ocean. People in this 
country talk as if all the big powers are there 
which is not a fact. It is only the U.S.A. and 
the U.SA. alone which is in the Indian Ocean. 
They have got two bases, one in Diego Garcia 
and the other on Makara Coast 
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in Iran. They are having two aircraft carriers, a 
number of destroyers and a number of missile 
carriers, for that ? Here is a report in the U.S. 
News and World Report dated August 28, 
1973. Before the conflict in West Asia started, 
it carried a report about the training of marines 
in "arid high desert country of Southern 
California"'. The name of the project was 
"code-word Alakli Canyon 73". The magazine 
which is close to Nixon administration reports 
that "the leathernecks are looking hard at pro-
blems they might face should the U.S. become 
involved against desert forces, presumably in 
North Africa or the Eastern Medeterranean." 
Again, Sir. a few weeks ago, a U.S. energy 
expert, Robert Hunter, wrote an article in the 
New York Times magazine, warning the Arabs 
against an embargo in the supply of Arab oil to 
U.S.A. He wrote : "A possible use of 
American military power or some subtle act of 
force majoure is an implicit factor in the 
situation." He reminded the Arabs of the fate 
of Mossadegh. This is the sort of power that 
we are dealing with. It is a perfidious and 
trecherous power which is. out to subdue the 
people of the world and which is blackmailing 
the Arab countries. It is sending its fleets to the 
Indian Ocean and the Mediterranean Ocean 
because the Arab countries ask them to vacate 
their territories. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Now, you 
will have to wind up. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON: My 
last point, Sir. What is the use of saying that 
all the big powers are there in the Indian 
Ocean. They are not there. Only one power, 
the perfidious American power, is there. Why 
is it that the Government is not taking  a   
strong   action   or   making a 

^strong statement against these things ? The 
Government is wishy-washy about the whole 
thing. Our Ambassador in Washington says, 
"We are trying to improve our relations". All 
right, improve relations, but it should not be at 
the cost of our peace and our security. 

(Time bell rings) 

My last point, Sir ... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Your last 
point was the last point. 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON : Sir, 
I have not taken more than   12 minutes. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : There are a 
number of speakers and we have to finish the 
debate todav. In the afternoon, I will have to 
cut down to 10 minutes. 

SHRI Kl. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON: 
Regarding Vietnam, Sir, these Americans and 
their puppet regime there have killed about 
40.000 Vietnamese prisoners. They have com-
mitted 250,000 violations of the ceasefire 
agreement. And 24,000 Americans are 
working still in South Vietnam in the name of 
civilian advisers. Therefore, Sir. the 
Americans are still trying to get out of their 
commitments for peace in Vietnam. They are 
trying to infiltrate and create troubles there, 
and create a hot bed of tension in South Asia. 
We have to take a strong position on this issue 
because security and people in South Asia are 
very vital to our country. In any case, any 
attempt by the Americans to re-establish their 
presence and their hegemony in this part of the 
world is a danger to our country because 
history proves that dur- 
ing the last 20 years, on every issue, the 
American imperialism has stood against our 
interests.    They  tried   to   sabotage 

I
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our efforts of   national   reconstruction  I and, 
therefore,   1 hope the Government of India 
will act according to what they themselves 
declared in the Declaration. Thank you, Sir. 

SHRI   BRAHMANANDA    PANDA 
{Orissa):   Mr.   Deputy   Chairman,   Sir, the  
simplest definition  of any Government, I 
believe, is that its primary business  is to  see 
that law   and   order   is maintained at home 
and its interests are advanced abroad.    Basing 
on this definition,  I  must congratulate  the   
Prime Minister and our Foreign  Minister for 
steering the ship of State since we last 
discussed the international affairs in this 
House in November last, taking care of 
hazards both at home and abroad.   Our 
foreign policy, in my opinion, has been 
consistent throughout on the principles and 
concepts laid down bv   the   great Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru who in   turn was inspired 
by his great mentor   and master,  Mahatma 
Gandhi.    I was surprised when my friend, 
Mr. C. D. Pande, accused that the Government 
has given up the line of non-alignment. 

SHRI  PITAMBER  DAS:    He   was 
appreciating the dynamism of it. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA: I am 
coming to what I understood of him. Let me 
illustrate it by a simple example, probably he 
thinks of non-alignment as an orthodox 
Brahmin of the 18th century, a touch-me-not 
type of person who thinks that coming into 
contact with everything is a sin. That is his 
concept of non-alignment. 1 p. M. 

Sir, as I understand non-alignment, he is a 
highly enlightened thinker who interpretes 
history, specially the gospel, with relevance 
to the modern times, and he not only 
responds to situations but has a capacity to 
create historical situations also.    That is our 
non-alignment. 

We continue to study what is right and what 
is wrong and we act accordingly. 

Sir, another point that Mr. Pande pointed 
out was whether we were influencing the 
Soviet people as they were trying to influence 
us. I do not know what he means by that word 
'influence', because that also becomes a 
relative term when we talk to people like him. 
Sir, when two great people come together, 
they are bound to influence one another in a 
subtle way and that is definitely good for both 
the people and both the countries. 

Sir, my friend, Mr. Subramania Menon, 
my previous speaker, spoke many things 
about the Soviet Union coming to our help 
and all that in time of need. We believe in the 
axiom 'A friend in need is a friend indeed'. 
Mr. Mariswamy also said many things. I do 
not say that he belongs to American lobby or 
is an admirer of America. But, a few years 
back when you talked of China, it was 
sedition to them. Now, it has taken a very 
subtle turn after Kissinger's and Nixon's 
visits to China. Now, whenever they mention 
America, they do not directly mention it, they 
mention also China. But, Sir, we have never 
left the Bandung spirit. We have pursued it 
consistently and from the floor of this House, 
as a Congress-man, I can say- we have no 
enimosity towards Chiua. China is taking a 
wrong course and definitely history will say 
that it is not we who failed her but she failed 
us. 

Now, what about the role of America or 
those countries where a type of new imperialism 
has developed. What interest has America in 
Indo-China or in Vietnam—thousands of miles 
away. Its only interest then was to contain 
China within her borders. That was the philo-i   
sophy  then.    Now, after  Mrs. Nixon's 
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to my friends and admi-rars here, everything 
has become sacrosanct, nothing wrong, and 
they want to utter China and not America 
directly. 

Str, in 1962, when we were attacked, when 
there was an aggression on us, why did the 
Americans come to our help. It was not out of 
pure love for India. It was because they 
thought that India was then in a difficult 
position that after receiving military and other 
type of help it could be used a pedestal or a 
spring-board for attacking China. But, we 
have been consistent in our policy. We never 
wanted aggression. We never coveted  the 
territory of others. 

Sir, when we talk of change, I take change 
in its totality. I do not mind a false step here 
or some misconception there. The world is 
definitely shaping a new type of humanity. 
Internationalism of yesterday has become 
dormant. Therefore, people are more 
concerned in their countries about 
nationalism. Therefore, bilateralism is the 
result, and nationalism, not internationalism, is 
bound to develop in the coming decades, which 
will be built more on world peace and amity 
amongst nations. There will be trouble-
shooters, but there will also be people who are 
terrified by history, there will be people who 
will be brave enough to create history and 
hence this conflict in the mental, intellectual 
and mundane sphere will continue for a time 
and ultimately a world will emerge where 
India's role will be appreciated and India is 
bound to play a big role in that world. 

Sir, when Pandit Nebru went to the United 
States in those days, arrogance of power and 
arrogance of money was displayed before him 
both at Washington and at New York. In the 
inner circles of the State Department he was 
considered a Communist. So, it is not 
surprising if the western press now des- 

cribes our great Foreign Minister, Sardar 
Swaran Singh, and our great Prime Minister as 
Communists and says that Congress Party has 
merged with the Communist Party. These are 
generalisations of our glorious people by those 
who do not try to understand history 
objectively and do not view future wilh a 
brilliance of mind. Sir, what I say is this. Tf 
we talk at Government level about co-
operation and other things what is wrong if we 
develop friendship at party level also. There is 
nothing wrong. I do not mind if my friend, 
Shri Pitamber Das, builds up friendship with 
Comrade Brezhnev. It is only a question of 
understanding. When I love Sardar Swaran 
Singh, Sardar Swaran Singh naturally will 
come nearer me. It is a question of your views, 
your attitude towards life, your attitude 
towards international situation and the ideas 
you have ahead for world peace and amity 
among nations. India and the Soviet Union, by 
destiny, are bound to come together and stay 
together for more years to come. Mr. Pande 
may ask how we are influencing them. We 
will definitely tell them not to imbibe the 
qualities of our Opposition. They also will not 
try to influence us saying that instead of 
democracy, you have one-party government. It 
becomes childish. I tell you an instance may 
be it is a disgres-sion but it is really funny. 
Prime Minister at one time probably thought 
that instead of her often unwell Ambassador 
car, she could take a ride from South Block to 
her residence in buggy. She has given her 
explanation as to whv it was not feasible as 
there were security matters and other things 
involved. Now what is the immediate reaction 
of my friends in lana Sangh Vajpayee came in 
a bullock-cart... 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS :   It was just to 
tell her that others are also capable 
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of such stunt-mongering.   It is not ber 
monopoly. 

SHRI  BRAHMANANDA  PANDA- 
I am telling how childishly their mind is 
working. Tomorrow if the Prime Minister is 
given an elephant to come here. I am 
confident Mr. Advani will run to the nearby 
small town washerman to ask for his donkey 
to ride on. That is way type how the 
Opposition mind is working. I have every 
respect for individuals here but not for the 
way they function. We cannot ask Comrade 
Brezhnev: "Well, Comrade Brezhnev, you 
have come to us, we are good friends. 
However, imbibe the qualities of our 
Opposition." 

 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA: I will 
tell you. Instead of taking a bullock-cart and 
making a show of it, your leader or yourself 
could have written to the Prime Minister that 
it is not possible because there will be 
security hazards. 

 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA   PANDA: 
No, I am talking of the childish way you 
people reacted. Therefore, in the 
international situation ... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, come 
back to the international affairs. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA: I am 
coming back. I said I am digressing a little to 
show "that these are chil- 

dish actions. (Interruption) you will never 
understand us and you will never try. I am a 
normal "man because I have learnt to live 
with the ureat, the contemporary great. You 
are yet to understand and the living with the 
contemporary great, Sir, here also is 
disadvantage. Everything looks so normal 
and so natural. That is very difficult to view 
things from a historical perspective. If my 
friend cannot see that historical perspective, it 
is waste of time on my part to explain to him. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : Since when did 
you see this historical perspective ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You will 
not interrupt, Dr. "Mahavir. Mr. Panda, you 
finish whatever points you have. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA: Sir, 
he has taken three minutes of my time. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN :    That 
is why I say you come back. 

SHRI   BRAHMANANDA  PANDA : 
During the last war with Pakistan cries were 
raised in the House two days before the Indo-
Soviet Treaty was placed on the Table of the 
House and Members were shouting, who is 
your friend, tell us one in the whole > world. I 
do not see Mr. Mishra here now; I see only 
Mr. Mariswamy and some others. They were 
all shouting, who is your friend ? You are 
friendless in the world. And immediately the 
Indo-Soviet Treaty was declared, they all said 
the Soviet Union is a real friend; they have 
come to our aid in time of distress and this 
friendship has to be cultivated, this has to be 
maintained. Now when we try to develop that 
friendship further in the field of technical and 
other collaborations in order to take India to 
the level with other technologically advanced   
countries of the world, 
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they raise the cry again and say, no, no; only 
thus far and no further. Here Sir. I am 
reminded of my early days. When I was in the 
High School I had taken to writing poetry. 
There was a cultured lady; she was my 
neighbour. Whenever I wrote a small poem I 
used to read it out to her and she used to 
appreciate my poetry and encourage me. But 
once my name appeared in a magazine. Once 
my writing saw the light of day, she had no 
interest in my poetry. •She had an impression 
probably that throughout my life until she lives 
I will be writing poetry and only reading it out 
to her. It is" how some of our friends here view 
this thing. And that is why they say, thus far 
and no further. When we think of going further 
and developing the friendship, they say, no, no, 
the country is going red. 1 do not know how 
far these inhibitions be there and how long 
they will continue   to   be  in  a   nightmare. 

 

 
 
Sir, even about Arabs when there were 
d.fferences between us and Pakistan 
culminating in confrontation, they were 
shouting, what is this ? You were unnecessarily 
siding with the Arabs against poor Israel. Now 
see what the Arabs are doing; they are not 
condemning Pakistan. Everything that you do is 
wrong. But now when they find that we, as one 
of the countries considered friendly towards the 
Arabs, are not to be deprived of oil, they now 
say, it is very good, there is nothing wrong. So 
I will appeal to the    Opposition; there 

are intellectuals there, there are people who try 
to understand things but do not show that they 
understand, I would appeal   to   them   to   
view the   changing international situation   in    
an   objective manner because if they try to 
remain as prisoners of history they will not be 
in a position to help    create history.    A time 
will    come,    I am confident very soon when 
the world will be populated with a higher type 
of humanity.    Mr. Dutt yesterday,    at the fag   
end of his speech spoke about the coming 
together of peoples for peaceful development. 
He could not be clear about it. But I can see 
clearly that at least by the end of this century a 
new world will be emerging based on love, 
amity among nations and peace  because with   
the   developments'—I  am   limiting  myself  
to   earth now—in this planet, a different type 
of humanity is being evolved and I think we  in 
India   are   proceeding   on    right lines.    I  
need  not take much of your time because many 
will be repeating the same arguments and 
perhaps also will be talking something new and 
I will be a patient listener.    I will not have all, 
if I do not end with a small prayer for the 
health of my friends in   the Jana Sangh: 

Oh Lord in Heaven, excuse them; for They    
do not    know what   they   are thinking; 

They do   not know what   they   are 
talking; 

They  do  not know   what   they   are 
doing. 

Amen 

MR.   DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN :   The 
House stands adjourned till  2.00    P.M. 
today. 

The House then adjourned for 
lunch at thirteen minutes past one of 
the clock. 
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"The Yugoslav leaders should also bear in 
mind that retailing this anti-Soviet attitude 
means depriving themselves of the right to 
demand materials and any other assistance 
from the USSR because Soviet Union can 
only offer aid to friends." 

This is from the letter of the Central 
Committee of the CPSU to the Central 
Committee of C.P. of Yugoslavia. This is 
dated May, 4, 1948.  

 

"It is understandable that the Albanian 
leadership cannot expect in future that USSR 
will hep it as it has in the past with aid from 
which only true friends and Brothers have a 
right to benefit." "The Committee were very much 

perturbed to find that the benefits of  scales 
of production   will   not   be 
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available to the   country   even at   4 million 
tonnes production." 

 
"The Committee have found that 

negotiations with the Soviet were rushed 
through. The Committee feel that the 
Government ought to have insisted on 
having enough time considering the DPR 
and other connected matters and ought not 
to have allowed themselves to be stampeded 
into entering into important aggreements 
without proper and detailed scrutiny." 

 
"On the one hand, the supplies were 

deficient to the extent of 10,000 tonnes, in 
the last blast furnace. Large number of 
rolling mills required much later have 
already been supplied." 

 

"The Committee were told that the Soviet 
authorities were not willing to accept Dastur 
& Companv as principal consultants for the 
project. The Soviets were not   willing to   
accept." 

"This Government were more or less 
compelled to accept the position because 
they were obliged to do so by the country 
giving foreign aid." 

"It would be wise if this undertaking is 
wound up to avoid further drain on the 
public exchequer." 
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"It was fixed without any consideratior af 
demand." 

"The proliferation of specialists is 
making the Indian engineers more 
dependent and contributing to lack of self-
reliance and confidence." 

  

 

"The tragedy is one of over-assessing 
requirements for coal-mining machinery about 
15 times above the requirement..." 

"The Committee are surprised to note that 
the agreement for the supply of equipment 
and material contained a clause according to 
which the full amount of Rs. 10,33,24,977 
had to be paid even if the actual net weight of 
the equipment and material fell short of the 
total weight of 23,363 lonnes specified in the 
agreement. The Government was forced to 
make the full and final payment although 
about 80% of the contracted quantity still 
remained to be supplied." 

"The cost of production of Vitamin B 
was given as Rs. 100 per kg. while even in 
Russia it was not being produced at less 
than Rs. 750 per kg. Similarly, the cost of 
production of streptomycin was given as 
Rs. 63 per kg. whereas the production cost 
was not less than Rs. 200 or Rs. 220 per kg. 
anywhere in the world." 

"The Chairman of the IDPL further said : 
I certainly can prove certain things which 
were accepted by them at that time which 
were wrong." And how the Government 
accepted such false estimates ? 
...  
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"When it was found that the Indian 
doctors were not prescribing Tetracycline 
Hydrochloride, the question was taken up 
with the Russians, but they did not agree 
to reduce the capacity ...". 

 
"Small-scale sector was producing some 

drugs and many instruments at cheaper 
prices and with better quality tha» the 
IDPL...". 
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SHRI   HARSH   DEO    MALAVIYA 

(Uttar Pradesh) : Sir, we must be grateful to 
our esteemed Foreign Minister for a brief but 
very lucid speech he gave yesterday. He 
reviewed the situation in the Indian sub-
continent. He reviewed our relations with our 
neighbours. He gave a picture of the European 
detente. He reviewed the West Asian situation. 
He gave an account of the situation in lndo-
China. He made a reference to a meeting in 
Algiers between our Prime Minister and Prince 
Sihanouk. He also made a reference to the 
Commonwealth Conference where the 
Australian and New Zealand Prime Ministers 
showed an entirely new approach to world pro-
blems. He also referred to the visits of Mr. 
Brezhnev and Mr. Husak to our country. He 
said that they were leaders of friendly 
countries who stood by us through thick and 
thin. He appreciated U.S.S.R.'s role in building 
up the basic industrial base for our further 
economic development. It was a superb 
analysis. 6—42 RSS (ND)/73 

He emphasised that in pursuing its foreign 
policy, India always keeps before its mind its 
international role for advancing the cause of 
freedom against anti-colonialism and for 
peace. 

But, Sil, there is a story in our language. 
When Ramayana was recited and the whole 
Ramayana was over, the listener did not know 
who was Rama and who was Ravana. That is 
exactly the case with our friends opposite. Yes-
terday, we had the performance of Dr. C. D. 
Pande and today we have been regaled to a 
very nice performance by Dr. Bhai Mahavir. 
We sympathise with Dr. Bhai Mahavir 
because his days in this House are numbered. 
He will be out in March 1974 and we do not 
mind if he shouts a bit. I am reminded of the 
late unlamented Bourbons of France. It is said 
about them that they never learnt anything and 
they never forgot anything. These people 
whose minds stopped working quite a few 
decades ago, see in Brezhnev's visit, in the 
words of Dr. C. D. Pande, 'a blandishment of 
Indira Gandhi and India by a super power.' 
Somehow he found that our Prime Minister 
did not fall a 'prey to this blandishment.' Their 
geography is very poor. Their history is poorer 
still. They go on repeating Russia and Russia. 
There is not Russia. There is U.S. S.R., Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republic. Russia is only a 
part of the U.S.S.R. Some gentlemen of your 
party who are surcharged with anti-Sovietism 
and anti-communism continue calling U.S.S.R 
as Russia. Now, your mentors of the U.S.A. 
have started calling it U.S.S.R. or Soviet 
Russia. So you better learn. Our friends, Pande 
Ji and Dr. Bhai Mahavir have talked about 
G.D.R. and Yogo-slavia. 
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SHRI  HARSH  DEO   MALAVIYA:  j 
Did you talk anything about interna- I tional 
affairs? You were reading the Public Accounts 
Committee report. That shows your ignorance. 
He is a great Hindi Dh.trum Dhwajayi, a great 
upholder of Hindu religion. 1 would like to 
read out for his edification a passage from 
Kothopanishad. 

(Interruptions) 

That passage says: 

 
"Persons who, though steeped in 

ignorance, regard themselves as wise and 
learned, are really fools desirous of 
pleasures, and are like those who are 
guided by the blind, and like the blind 
ones they roam about stranded, tumbling 
and falling." 

 

SHRI  HARSH  DEO   MALAVIYA: 
The whole point is this that these are very 
weak-hearted men. I am sorrv it will be very 
difficult to regard them as good Indians. 
They lack faith in themselves they lack faith 
in the people of India, and they lack faith in 
the destiny of our country. They think that 
the Soviet Union or Brezhnev or any country 
will dominate us. This is essentially an entire 
lack of perspective, entirely an absence of 
faith in the history and destiny of India.   
Nobody can dominate 

us. Dr. Mahavir's grouse is—he has referred 
to the Public Accounts Committee, and I shall 
come to that later— that we are entirely 
getting dominated by other people. Probably, 
their second childhood has begun and they are 
trying to learn. I hope they will learn further. 

Sir, the architect of India's foreign policy 
has been Jawaharlal Nehru. He had a great 
historical perspective. With his great mind, 
with his great perspective of history—as earlv 
as in 1929— he saw capitalism entering the 
imperialist stage and the imperialism entering 
the fascist era. Shri Nehru was in 
Czechoslovakia and Spain. After coming t>ack 
from Czechoslovakia, at the Lucknow 
Congress of 1936, he gave a new orientation to 
India's foreign policy. He saw human society 
fighting for freedom and he saw the essential 
unity of all anti-imperialist and anti-colonial 
forces. He observed in the Soviet Union along 
with great Rabindranath Tagore a new 
civilization coming out of the old, a new 
society being born out of the old, and he saw a 
new world being  built. 

Sir, I will read out for your information and 
for the education of our friends the 
observations made by Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru in a presidential address at the 
Conference on Peace and Empire, organised 
by the India League and the London 
Federation of Peace Councils on July 15 and 
16, 1938. He was talking of fascism.   He said  

"By consolidating the forces of progress 
against reaction—this js how we can meet 
them. And if those who represent the forces of 
progress are inclined to split up and argue too 
much about minor matters, and thereby 
endanger the major issue, then they will be 
incapable of effectively resisting the Fascist 
and imperialist menace." 
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He says further, "Now oniy a joint front, 
not a national joint front, but a world joint 
front can achieve our purpose. And out of 
the horrors we have gone through, the most 
hopeful signs that come to us are those 
which point towards the consolidation of 
the forces of progress and peace all over the 
world." 

Further, he said, "If we think in terms of 
a real commonwealth, we must necessarily 
abandon the ideas of imperialism, and build 
afresh on a new basis—a basis of complete 
freedom for all peoples. For the sake of 
such an order, each Nation should be 
prepared to shed, in common with others, 
some of the attributes of sovereignty. On 
this basis we can achieve collective security 
and establish peace." 

So, these were the ideas which have shaped 
our foreign policy. More than a century ago, 
Karl Marx said that a spectre is haunting 
Europe, a spectre of Communism. That 
spectre has shifted from Europe and found a 
place in the minds of Dr. Mahavir and Dr. C. 
D. Pande—the    spectre    of    Communism. 

- Sir, Mahatma Gandhi—and I hope they have 
still some respect for Gandhiji —wrote in the 
Young India of 1928 that, and I quote: 

"There is no questioning the fact that the 
Bolshevik ideal has behind it the purest 
sacrifice of countless men Vand women who 
have given up their all for its sake; an ideal 
that is sanctified by sacrifices of such master 
spirits as Lenin cannot go in vain, the nobel 
example of their renunciation will be 
emblazened for ever and quicker and purify 
the ideal as time passes." 

We may well say that Lenin was the grea-
test man of action in our century and, at the 
same time,  most self-less. 

What can we do if our minds are closed ? 
Even after 55 years of the existence of the 
Soviet Union and the advancing borders of the 
socialist world, if they cannot see things, what 
can we do. There were interventions in 1919-
1921. but the Soviet Union stood its ground 
against the imperialist world. Socialist world 
expanded itself and it has becc—s a force and 
a power for entire humanity. That these 
gentleman cannot see. I would appeal to our 
opposition Members to be a little objective 
and to get free from inhibitions. Sir, 28 years 
have passed since the Slecond World War and 
55 years have passed since the First World 
War. During these S5 years and especially 
after the Second World War an increasing 
number of countries in the world, a number of 
former colonies, have been liberated. Today 
the number of people still under colonial 
domination is not more than twenty millions, if 
I am not wrong. Now, these newly free 
national liberation movements have seen two 
worlds competing side by side. They have seen 
the Soviet, socialist world and the American, 
French, etc.   The capitalist Western world. 

AN HON.  MEMBER:    Now, what have 
they seen ? 

SHRI HARSH DEO    MALAVIYA: 
Take the case of Algeria, take the case of Indo-
China, take the case of Angola, Mozambique 
and Guinea Bissau. Take the case of Korea. 
Take any other case. Take our case, the case of 
Bangla Desh. Who stood by us? It is proved 
beyond doubt. Whole world understands it. 
Countries, of the national liberation movements, 
who were till the other day under colonial 
domination and are now free and are struggling 
to build their own countries, know who is I their 
friend and who is their foe. You I »ay that India 
should be self-reliant. Do I you know how a 
country becomes self- 
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[Shri Harsh Deo Malaviya.] reliant? A 
country becomes self-reliant when it has an 
independent economy. An independent 
economy can come only on the basis of 
independent industrialisation. A nation which 
can build its steel plants, which can build its 
machine-tool plants, a country that is 
economically free can also become politically 
free. Who is helping us to build our heavy 
industries in Bokaro ? We went to your 
mentors also, the USA but they refused and 
then we went to the Soviet Union. A country 
can becomes economically independent can 
become self-reliant when it has its own basic 
industries. Let us see who helps us. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : How does a 
country's economy become self-reliant by 
having it dove-tailed to the economy of any 
other country ? 

SHRI HARSH   DEO   MALAVIYA: 
A bhoot has entered your head and it cannot 
get out. There is a bhoot in your head. {Time 
bell) {interruptions). Sir, you gave them 20 
minutes, I have just started. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It was their 
Party time. 

SHRI HARSH   DEO   MALAVIYA: 
Sir, by their own experience and by the 
experiences of their own history, the newly 
liberated countries have opted for a new path, 
a non-capitalist path, which is socialist in 
content. Mr. Brezhnev in his speeches at Alma 
Ata, at Tashkent, and in his speech at Moscow 
World Peace Congress and again in his speech 
here at Red Fort has recognised the leading 
role which India has played in giving a new 
direction to the trend in the newly liberated 
countries. Therefore, this is a new situation. A 
new alignment of forces is coming in this 
world. The old world of imperialism is crash-
ing.   A new process, a new unity of the 

socialist community of nations, headed by the 
Soviet Union, and of the newly liberated 
countries is coming into existence and all the 
progressive democratic forces in the Western 
world too are coming together. There were 
3,500 delegates from 140 countries in the 
Moscow World Congress of Peace forces 
recently and this new trend is becoming 
powerful and the days of imperialism are 
numbered. What we are proud of is that in this 
consummation which is coming before the 
world, our country, under Nehru's direction, 
under the leadership of Mrs. Indira Gandhi and 
under the able pilot-ship of our respected 
Foreign Minister, Sardar Swaran Singh, is 
playing a glorious role what can we do if you 
close your eyes. But please open your eyes and 
mind also. You are saying that we are selling 
ourselves by these Agreements but I can say 
that we are not selling ourselves. We are not 
selling ourselves, concede that. I concede to 
you that you are a patriot. I never say that you 
are a traitor and concede that to us. The reason 
is the coincidence of the vital interests of the 
Soviet Union and the newly liberated 
developing countries. It is the coincidence of 
interests between the Soviet Union and India. 

I do not want to take much of the time of 
the House. There has been a lot of talk about 
China. I would like to say that we want 
friendship with China but China wants a world 
which is torn by animosity and conflicts; that 
suits them. China today is under plan 
'Chauvinism'. Under 'Chauvinism', they seek 
benefit from these conflicts. They try that 
other countries should remain under conflicts. 
We will continue to try our best to have 
friendship with China. -We are not unfriendly 
with China but the Chinese only respect 
power. So, we have to build up our own 
strength. 
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On other points, while I endorse our 
Party's, our Government's foreign policy, I 
will certainly like to refer to two or three 
points. There is the question of Cambodia. I 
will certainly support what Mr. Subramania 
Menon said with regard to our attitude 
towards Cambodia. We must openly support 
Cambodia, not the Government of, but Prince 
Sihanouk and his no representative 
Government. We must give recognition to the 
Provisional Revolutionary Government in 
South Vietnam. I will appeal to the respected 
Foreign Minister to give a consular 
representation to the PRG. Then there is the 
question of Korea. It is a divided country 
under the influence of the American 
imperialists. But a new process has begun and 
India has supported the peaceful re-
unification of Korea. 

Then there is the question of the Indian 
Ocean and U.S. naval presence there. The 
question of thjj Indian Ocean is becoming 
increasingly important. The U.S. aircraft 
carriers, USS Oriskany, the Hancock, and a 
Ship Vancour and other carriers are reported 
to be cruising about 320 km. off the coast of 
Muscat and Oman. About 80 aircraft are 
there. It is significant that soon after the Indo-
Soviet agreements, these aircraft carriers of 
the USA have started appearing into the 
Indian Ocean. It is a serious thing. We cannot 
take it easy. We have to forge our unity and I 
suggest again as I have suggested before in 
this House that our Government should take 
initiative to call the States of the Indian 
Ocean in order that the growing threat of the 
US in the Indian Ocean is met.   Thank you. 

DR. V. B. SINGH (Uttar Pradesh): Sir, on 
a point of order. 

While my colleague, Shri Malaviya was  
speaking,   a   gentleman  from   the 

other side called him 'A Russia's agent'. Is it 
parliamentary ? 

MR.  DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I did 
not  hear that. 

DR. V. B. SINGH:    You may ask 
the reporters. 

MR.   DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN: Why 
do you insist  on  that?    It  is out   of record. 

DR. V.  B. SINGH:    This may   be 
expunged. 

MR.    DEPUTY    CHAIRMAN:    If 
that is not on record, what is to be expunged ?    
Yes, Mr. Goray. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY: Sir, the House has 
the opportunity of discussing foreign affairs 
after a lapse of a year and I thought that this 
debate would be very fruitful and it will lead 
to certain conclusions which will be helpful as 
guidelines to this country. But somehow I 
found that this debate is getting lopsided 
because of the fact that some of the Members 
are obsessed with Indo-Soviet Treaty, some of 
ihem for it, some of them against it, and the 
other reason is that when the Foreign Minister 
described the picture of the international 
situation as it exists todav, so far as des-
cription was concerned it was unexcep-
tionable but he did not tell us what sort of 
projections the existing situation is likely to 
develop into, what sort of new trends are 
likely to emerge and because of these two 
factors I think that this discussion will not be 
as fruitful as I thought it would be. He talked 
of the detente in Europe and in other places. 
Sir, it is I true that the European detente is 
there I and it is one of the major factors in 
international politics in this decade but it will 
not be doing just ice  to describe this  decade  
or  the last five years and 
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the next five years as years of detente alone. 
There are certain other things which are 
happening alongside. The other thing is that 
while there is a detente between the two 
Power blocs new conglomerations of multi-
national economic units are emerging. By 
this I refer to the European Economic Com-
munity. I would even go to the extent of 
saying that it is because of the emergence of 
the European Economic Community this 
detente has been possible, because Europe 
tried to disentangle itself from the two-bloc 
rivalry and to the extent Europe succeeded in 
that detente became almost inevitable. That 
is number one. 

The second thing is because of the West 
Asian crisis one of the major factors that has 
come up or emerged is the bloc of Arabian 
nations, a multinational bloc, for the first time 
in his- i tory realising the force that the Arabs j 
have has at their command. This is another 
force that has emerged. The third force is the 
COMECON counlries. Now I would like to 
know from the Foreign Minister, what does he 
feel the shape of things will be in view of these 
new forces that are emerging. When he talked 
of Asia, I am one with him when he said that 
we have supported the Arabs in so far as we 
insist that Israel should vacate the conquered 
territory. I agree with him but, Sir, we must try 
to understand whether it will be possible at all 
for peace to prevail in West Asia if certain 
conditions are not fulfilled. Sir, I do not think 
that Israel will agree to any permanent set-
tlement if it is not given assured or credible 
frontiers, secondly if Suez Canal is not opened 
for Israeli Trade and thirdly if the Gulf of 
Aquaba does not allow free access to Israel. If 
these conditions are not   fulfilled  I do not 
know 

how you expect Israel to agree. It is no use 
saying that there was no Israel before and 
Israel was created on Arab soil. That is true; 
that is history but once it is created you should 
respect its existence; you must see that it is 
allowed to exist.   Therefore, I would like to 

know what the Indian position 3 
P.M.    is. Does India's position amount 

to this that whatever the Arab 
countries want, we shall support them ? 
Today's position has been reached because of 
the six-day war. Had not there been that war, 
then today's position that Israel has extended 
its frontiers, its territory up to the Suez Canal 
would not have come into being. When you 
ask Israel to go back, naturally Israel wants to 
know whether the Arab countries are aiming at 
its total extinction. That was what was said 
before the six day war. That is what is being 
said by the Palestinian guerillas even today. 
That was what was said by President Nasser at 
that time. So, I would like to know from the 
Government of India whether it is the position 
that we totally support the Arabs whatever be 
their demand. Will it be fruitful or not if we 
develop some contact with Israel also and tell 
them that if you want to exist and if you want 
to have our sympathies, then you will have to 
do certain things, provided, of course, you are 
given credible frontiers ? 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA : They have 
unjustly taken more and more Arab land. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : Alva Saheb, you can 
speak when your turn comes. 

Now, so far as China is concerned, so many 
people here have voiced the feeling that we 
must have a dialogue with China, that we must 
have better relations with China. I for one 
stand for this development.   We are told that 



173 Re International [6 DEC. 1973] Situation 174 

China is not responding. We are told that the 
Chinese leaders have time and again accused 
India of expansionism. They have said that 
Indians have their internal quarrels and 
internal tensions and, therefore, so far as 
modification of the relations with India is 
concerned, it does not occupy top priority. All 
these things should not be considered to be a 
sort of hurdle between us and China. We 
should know that communists always talk in 
this language. It is their style. There was a 
time when in this House we knew what Russia 
was saying about us, about Pandit Nehru and 
about Mahatma Gandhi. Even in their en-
cyclopaedia they did not hesitate to write that 
they were the running dogs of British 
imperialism. Therefore, what I am saying is 
that though they accuse us of certain things, 
we should not be deterred from making our 
own elforts. I wish we had a Kissinger 
amongst us. I know that our External Affairs 
Minister is not a Kissinger. He is very suave 
and sober, but the sort of diplomacy !hat Mr. 
Kissinger is playing is no; his cup of tea. I 
know that, but trv to understand that this new 
type of diplomacy that has come into being is 
completely unconventional. It is a sort of 
hurdle jumping diplomacy, if you want to call 
it or leap-frogging diplomacy, if you want to 
call it. It is something unconventional. If he 
wants to have a dialogue with Moscow or 
Peking, he directly goes there and tries to 
understand what their mind is and he does not 
mind what the other differences may be, or 
how, history has thrown up certain hurdles 
between the two countries and how relations 
are strained in this particular sphere or in that 
particular sphere. If possible, India should 
follow this type of diplomacy. I would say 
why not try to have a dialogue with China. I 
am quite sure that Russia will have no 
objection to it because we have 

been assured that this treaty does not prevent 
us from developing good relations with 
others. Taking advantage of this, let us try to 
find out whether it is possible to have good 
relations with China, whether some of the 
misunderstandings could not be cleared and 
whether new bridges between the two coun-
tries could not be built. My reason for this is 
that when you are thinking of Asia, you just 
cannot ignore, China, just as you cannot 
ignore the Arab States. From Saudi Arabia to 
Japan, including India, there are about 200 
crores of people. And if you exclude India 
still there are about 125 crores of people, such 
a big mass of population, with aspirations of 
their own, who are on the march, how can you 
neglect them ? And will it be possible without 
them to have a new Asia or a resurgent Asia, 
an awakened Asia which is becoming more 
and more independent, self-contained, self-
reliant. Therefore, when some hon'ble 
Members talk -of the concept of Collective 
Security of Mr. Brezhnev, I would like to say 
that instead of just saying that we shall have 
none of it, we should project some other 
concept. It is not enough to reject a particular 
theory or a particular concept. Comrade 
Brezhnev feels that this is the concept that 
will deal with the situation. Have we got 
another concept ? I feel that if India were to 
take the lead to invite all the countries from 
Saudi Arabia to Japan, it will be possible to 
say that here is another concept to which we 
are trying to popularise. Let India give the 
lead. Let India convene a conference of these 
people saying that there are economic 
interests which are common to all of us. We 
have got raw materials. Arabs have got oil. 
We have got coal and iron. Japan has 
technical expertise. If we could all come 
together it would be possible to give 
altogether a new look to the Asian aspirations.  
This 
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is what I would like to happen. Of course, I 
know that it is difficult. But I would like 
India to resume the lead which Pandit Nehru 
was aiming at that time. It was he, Sir, who 
called the Bandung Conference. It was he 
who called the third World nations to come 
and assemble at Delhi. Constantly he was 
trying to take the initiative, trying to give to 
the under-developed countries. Therefore, I 
suggest that with the high prestige that our 
Prime Minister enjoys it should be possible 
for her to give the new lead. 

Sir, so far as the Indo-Soviet Treaty is 
concerned I am amazed that some Members 
have described it as a sellout silhoutte. On the 
other hand some have praised it skyhigh. But 
so far as I am concerned, I think all foreign 
relations are needbased. When people enter 
into foreign relations everybody has his own 
selfish interest or national interest; if you do 
not want to call it selfish interest call it 
national interest. But, Sir, to say that because 
of this Treaty India has become a client's or a 
satellite is completely off the point. It is not 
so. I have also tried to understand the Treaty. 
I have read it. When Mr. Pande described this 
Trcatv as a sort of sell-out, f thought he was 
reading too much between the lines. It is not 
there at all. He is trying to read loo much 
between the lines. But my fear is. Sir, that 
India may become a satellite if we do not 
fulfil our own obligations to the Treaty. 

Yesterday, Sir, Comrade Sardesai asked : 
Do we not want more cement ? Do we not 
want more fertiliser ? Do we not want more 
steel ? Do we not want more paper ? Do we 
not want more petroleum ? The answer to 
this question Is, "Yes, we do want all this". 

But, Sir, I would like to tell you that all the 
assistance that Russia is going to give us a 
sort of a mechanical act. They can expand 
Bokaro. They can expand Bhilai. They can 
expand our copper mines. They can add to our 
petroleum research. But, Sir, jf the situation in 
India remains -as it is, that is, we have the 
capacity to produce 30,000 wagons but our 
actual production is only 9,000 ! wagons, if 
our capacity is to produce so ! much steel but 
the record is that we are producing only 35 
per cent, of it, if we find that all our transport 
systems are grinding to a halt, as somebody 
said ! that within the next 15 years the entire i 
railway system will be grinding to a j halt, 
then what will be our position ? I If this 
happens, then whether it is written in the 
treaty or not, India will have to play second 
fiddle to any power with which it comes into 
contact. Russia may not have the intention of 
subjugating us. It may not have the intention 
of reducing India to a satellite or client State. 
But our whole economic system would be 
such, it would be so thrown out of gear, that 
for everything we shall have to depend upon a 
foreign power. Therefore, Sir, when we are 
discussing foreign affairs, which means that 
we are discussing our relations with foreign 
powers, what is of greatest importance or 
basic importance is to understand our j 
political stability and our economic sta-i 
bility. This particular aspect, I suppose, 
nobody is trying to emphasise. It is as if 
Russia is going to play godfather, a sort of 
dues ex machiha; whenever we are in 
difficulties, they will come and help us out of 
it. ft is a very wrong position to adopt. It is a 
very wrong policy to accept. This Indo-Soviet 
Treaty can be turned to good account if with 
all their technical help, we in India grid up 
our loins to see to it that every single rouble 
or every single machine that comes   from   
Russia   is   utilised   to   the 
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optimum. If that is done, then it is quite 
possible for our country to take help from 
others and still be independent. You have got 
the instance of the Marshall Plan. What 
happened in Europe ? America pumped 
money, pumped finances, into Europe. And 
within 15 years we find the European nations 
talking of an European Economic Community. 
Not only that, during the West Asia crisis, 
they dared to go against the wishes of 
America. They asserted themselves. This 
could happen only because people in West 
Germany, people in France, people in Italy, 
people in other countries overrun by Fascist 
hordes, had the courage and foresight to see 
that they could not go on depending 
permanently on resources from foreign 
powers. America may be an ally. But after all, 
the goal of European countries was to get rid 
of the strings that came inevitably with every 
•dollar that came into Europe. The same must 
be our attitude. 

Sir, I am happy that we have got good 
relations with the Arab countries. But can you 
say that if there is another confrontation with 
Pakistan—God forbid it—the Arab countries 
will go on supplying us oil ? The answer is 
very obvious. I have a hunch that these new 
curbs on oil that have been put by the 
Government are perhaps with a view to saving 
sufficient oil for a contingency like this. It is 
quite possible. Therefore, we will have to 
think in terms of having as many friends as 
possible. I do not share the views of these 
friends who are, in season and out of seson, 
criticising America. America has been nasty 
with us; there is no doubt about it. But you 
must understand that it is an open society 
where the good and the bad mix. If there is a 
Watergate, there are also journalists who are 
not afraid  of  tearing  open  all  the secrecy 

and revealing to the world all the running 
sores with which the American body politic is 
infested. Sir, it is a democratic country in the 
real sense of the term where everybody has the 
right to say what he likes, to act as he likes. 
Therefore, I would say : Do not be prejudiced 
against America. Let us remember that even 
this little grain that is coming here was 
purchased by Russia in America. Therefore, if 
we want to have the fruits of science, there 
should be no hesitation on our part to get them 
from America if it is possible to do so without 
losing self-respect. So with America, with 
China, with Japan, we must have the best of 
relations. We 
! must take the initiative. I think with such an 
outstanding Foreign Minister it should be 
possible for us to develop very 
{ friendly relations with all these countries. 
Take, for instance, Japan. I think really India 
should develop close association with Japan, 
because if India is to learn something, it can 
learn a lot 
: of things from Japan, not from other 
countries. Soviet Russia has not made a 
success of agriculture which America has, 
which Japan has. So let us try to learn from 
them. Let us have equally good relations with 
China, if it is possible, because China has 
undergone all the troubles which a developing 
country has to undergo. It has tried to weld a 
tremendous population into a nation that 
naturally affects their style of working. I just 
would like to tell you an instance. When 

Nixon and his party went to Peking, what did 
they see ? They drove from the airport to their 
residence, and there was not a soul on the 
streets. All the streets were empty. All the 
shutters of the windows were down. Afer 
three days, one fine morning, a million people 
came out. men and women, cleaning the entire 
city. That is how they make their identity felt. 
And how do we react ?   We react as if 

i
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[Shri N. G. Goray] 

some saviour has come here. Hossaras were 
sing. "Flagging" wrong was there. We felt as 
if we were in a quandry ar.d somebody has 
come out of the blue sky and he is going to 
take us out of it. These are the two styles.      
Therefore, when you say Indo-Soviet Treaty    
and Peking-Washington Treaty, there is a lot 
of difference between the two. India is not 
enjoying the same status, the same position, 
as China with its Treaty with America,  
because  it  is  trying to show to America, 
"Well, if we want you, you also want us, and 
we will go along our own style; we will exert 
to the utmost". This is the lacuna that T find 
in India. We are not able to convince  the 
world that we are doing our best, that we are 
trying our utmost, to lift ourselves by our 
bootstraps;  whether you give aid or you do 
not give aid, we are not seeking it.    This is 
not the impression we are conveying to the 
world. Therefore, (here is a basic weakness 
in our foreign policy that whenever  we  have   
any   relations with a foreign country, it is 
they who appear to be superior and it is we 
who appear to   be  at the receiving end.    I 
do not want this picture to exist.   Therefore. 
I would request the Foreign Minister, I would 
request the Prime Minister, to understand this 
that I am not finding fault   with   their   
Treaty   at  all;    such Treaties are welcome, 
especially with a country whose 
trustworthiness has   been tested.   I am 
grateful to Russia.   I have no hesitation in 
saying that I am grateful  to   Russia  for  the  
help  that   they have given.   But that help 
should warn us, should put us on our guard, 
that this is not something that can continue 
and should continue for an indefinite time. 
The sooner we get out of it, the better. And 
then alone the Indo-Soviet Treaty will be a 
Treaty between equals.    Till that time  
Soviet   Russia   will  enjoy   a prestige and 
with which we cannot hope 

to compete. That is the only word of warning 
I want to give. That is the only thing I would 
like to say on this occasion. For the rest of it 
I have no quarrel with the Government for 
having entered into this Treaty. I do not con-
sider this as a sell-out at all. I would only say 
India should earn for herself a status of 
equality with the other contracting party 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA: Sir, I would like t0 
quote Gandhiji and Nehru, the statements they 
made about our relations with foreign powers. 
Gandhiji warned in April, 1942 in 'Harijan': 
"We know what American aid means. It 
amounts in the end to American influence if not 
American rule added to the British." Nehru 
made a statement in the Lok Sabha on 21st Feb-
ruary, 1963 : "There is no question of stationing 
foreign forces in India. India has to be 
defended bv her own forces. Anything else like 
the one suggested like the Air Umbrella is alto-
gether wrong." The successor Prime Minister 
Indira Gandhi said at the time of our war with 
Pakistan that we are buying arms with our own 
money! 'Buying arms' is an expression of 
strength. She also mentioned at the airport 
when Mr. Brezhnev arrived here over ten days 
ago that we would go on our own. These are 
the cardinal statements that we have got before 
us. And Shri Goray speaks about Israel, 
America and Japan. He has been a great fighter 
and had been my jaii companion in Nasik for 
two years in 1932. He had also been on the 
Goan front fighting against Portuguese 
aggression and was j jailed there for a few 
years. But I feel some times he is in the wrong 
company 1 I have seen him on the same 
political platform shared by my another Nasik 
jail companion, namely, Shri Minoo Masani.    
And you know what politics 
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Shri Masani has got. He is all for America and 
does not worry about India. But Shri Goray 
does not so thus far ! But when you talk of 
foreign politics, these are things which we 
cannot stomach. He talked of Gulf of Iran. But 
he forgets what Britain has done. He forgets 
how that white power has subjugated Middle 
East how they had been in Gulf of Iran, how 
the West had been in Syria and nearby 
countries, how they were in Palestine and 
everywhere ! Shri Goray talks about Israel. 
He. forgets what Mahatma Gandhi said about 
Israel. He said: "We cannot allow Israel to 
come up at the cost of the existence of Arabs." 
He was a great seer. He was the greatest seer 
of the world. What did President Roosevelt 
tell Arabs, including the Saudi Arabian 
monarch Feisel, the father of the present King 
Feisel, when President Roosevelt went down 
somewhere in the Middle East. He said : "That 
the West would not enter into any agreement 
with Israel which would harm the Arabs." But 
what did President Trueman say ? He made a 
simple, downright statement. He said: "Well, 
there are no Arabs in my land; but there are 
lews here in U.S.!" He recommended 
recognition of Israel. This is the position, so 
far as Israel is concerned. 

Now let us go to China. China is 
befriending Pakistan. China was our friend. 
China should not have done that. We are not 
sure what China may do to us. She may 
mount the hills of Tibet and fire a gun at us ! 
We are not sure of Iran. Iran told Pakistan : 
"The moment you are attacked, we will go to 
your help." Even today Iran is helping 
Pakistan Government in their trouble with 
Baluchis. And China says what Iran does is 
correct. China says : "We support Iran." China 
treated us badly in the United Nations.    But 
we fought 

for China there for vears togetner ana we 
stood by China. But they humiliated us! Yet, 
we always speak well of Ch ina because our 
country is influenced by Mahatma Gamdhi 
and Hinduism which teaches tolerance. That 
is why we still say that we are prepared to 
shake hands with China. 

Soviet Union today has broken the idea of 
containment. This was the rotten idea of John 
Foster Dulles. This idea is preached by 
President Nixon. But that theory has been 
broken by whom? By the Soviet Union. China 
today has the largest number of fighter 
aircraft. Russia has 33 divisions on the Chinese 
border instead of 15 divisions which they had 
four years ago. It is good that we have treaty 
with the Soviet Union when things are so dark 
for us. On one side we have Iran. On the other 
side we have China. And USA is a rude 
power. Why do we say so? Dr. Kissinger is a 
charming man. You know what he says in his 
book on Nuclear Power ? I remember his wife 
told me that she wrote the whole book; now 
they are separated. She said she typed it out. 
And in that book he says to this effect: 'We 
shall use nuclear power at some time or other.' 
Now can we carry on with such a power? We 
cannot carry on. Dr. Kissinger talks like a 
charming man. But when he writes his theory 
he says that he will use nuclear power 
sometime or other. If he writes like that, it is 
time that we take it up with some other 
countries. When Pakistan attacked us, we 
declared that we were going to be self-reliant 
and independent and they were going to 
manufacture arms in ten years and-everything 
that we wanted. We held that whatever we do 
not have we would buy with hard cash and 
that we would not beg at the doors of any 
other country.      We      declared      our     
economic 
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to face anything. We nave a noble lady as the 
Prime Minister and will not be frightened. The 
Soviet submarines may be there against the 
American ones in the Indian Ocean. But India 
does not want in the Indian Ocean the 
presence of anybody; India wants the Indian 
Ocean to be an area of peace, to be a zone of 
peace. 

Now, Sir, China is no more willing to make   
friendship   either  with  India   or with Russia.    
But we like the Chinese. They are an ancient 
nation: they are an ancient race and they have a 
very  ancient civilization.    I had   been   to   the 
Buddhist temple in Ulan Bator in Mongolia,   the   
most    beautiful   temple,   a :  Buddhist temple.    
I have seen the Bud-I  dhist temple in Bangkok.   
The Mongo-:  lian temple was built with contacts 
from Tibet.   They said that they   got   Buddhism   
from Tibet and they   built this temple.   Indian 
influence was the source. But where is Tibet now 
?   Tibet is gone. !  We find Mongolia an 
independent country keeping herself strong and 
going on. But we know how China has destroyed 
the religion and culture of Tibet. 

Now, Sir, India needs many things. It needs 
paper and newsprint. As we grow in literacy, 
the needs also grow and we need paper 
because more and more people begin to read 
and write and try to understand things and we 
need more paper and more newsprint. And, 
Sir, we have to get it from somewhere, either 
from our own sources or the sources of other 
countries. That is the way We have to go about 
and we have to get it from Russia which they 
have offered. Otherwise, we cannot put our 
country  right. 

Now, on this side, Sir. we have Iran where 
the Shah rules. He is a monarch who does not 
know that kings who have ruled the nations 
have gone to the dust. 

[Shri Joachim Alva] 

salvation; in every other way, we would have 
to work hard and develop our country in the 
right way. 

Now, the idea of Asian security gets round and 
this idea is getting round now and everybody 
talks about it.    Dr. Kissinger  talks  of one  idea 
and  another person  talks of another.    Mr. 
Nehru talked of this and after the Chinese attack 
this is gaining ground.   Now,   t"ne living wage 
of the  people  cannot   increase without 
production and unless we produce more, we 
cannot put the country  right and unless we 
produce more in  conjunction with the 
Russians  who have   transformed   their 
country,   who have given to their country 
bread, plenty of bread plus arms, we cannot 
progress. So, the Indo-Soviet relation is 
something to work for.   They have £iven us 
millions of tonnes of kerosene and crude. Mr. 
Brezhnev's is not an ordinary visit and let us be 
clear about it. 

[The Vice-Chairman (Shri S.S. Msiri-swamy) in 
the Chair.] 

Sir, Mr. Brezhnev made many significant 
speeches which nobody had delivered in   our 
Parliament   before.    He made a beautiful 
speech in  Parliament here and the idea of Asian 
security never came up for our adoption in his 
speeches. You   will   remember   that   when 
the American "Man of War"-was near Ban-
gladesh,   the   Soviet   submarines   stayed 
there and the Americans were in jitters and  ran 
away.    During  the  last   war, Mr. Churchill 
tried to do the same thing with regard to 
Singapore surrounding it with   British 
Warships:   but  the  British empire had to give 
way later on.   And, Sir,  if  the  Americans 
think   that   way, think that they can frighten us 
by sending a   warship   or   some   such 
fearful thing, they are sadly mistaken.   We will 
never be frightened and we are  ready 
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a monarch who does not know that the i kings 
and Queens of Europe have mingled with the 
dust and a monarch who does not know that 
the rajas and maharajas who have ruled this 
country for thousands of years have gone and 
this monarch, the Shah of Iran, thinks that by 
arming Pakistan he can arm himself and 
become invincible. I think he is wrong. I told 
the Shah of Iran once, "you talk as you do and 
you do as you talk !" Why do you say ? he 
enquired. I then explained how my son was 
treated when he hitch-hiked from Amritsar to 
Londia. In Iran he was treated with love and 
money; so also Turkey. But in Germany my 
son and his companion were to be arrested as 
Vagrants; they had to sleep on graves and had 
to steel eggs for food. Iran was on top of 
hospitality. Real Asian spirit ! Iranians are 
very sweet people to talk to. 

What about democracy in England ? In 
England the Labour Party brought a resolution 
for nationalising the coal mines. Where is 
democracy in England ? Where is democracy 
in England when i it owns the largest mines in 
South Africa ? I have got the figures and I can 
give. 

The British Superlords own mines in 
Africa, and they take away about 150 
millions every year and a pittance for black 
African workers. Where is Socialism? Is it 
Socialism? We talk of Socialism. We cannot 
talk of Socialism. Time will come when we 
have to bring a spirit of compulsion in our 
country. We cannot set our people right. We 
cannot set our nation right. We cannot, set 
our boys and girls right ! Our boys and girls 
are today all the time fond of cinemas, which 
former Marwari financiers produced. They 
are making them see dirty pictures.   What is   
hap- 

pening to our new generation, to our young 
boys and girls? ... {Interruptions). 'Bobby' is 
a wonderful picture. I liked it.   A good 
picture... 

(Interruptions) 

What I mean to say is that we shall have to 
produce a spirit of compulsion in our country. 
A spirit of compulsion will have to come. I 
want to know? Where is Socialism ? Where is 
Socialism in the USA? Take the case of 
Negro girls. What is Socialism? They refuse 
to give their residential address. Wonderful 
people! I can live with somebody for a long 
year, but he will not give his home address. 
The British war Pilots give their home 
address in British Defence PRO letters. 

Our democracy is of a different type. But 
we have to bring a compulsion for our boys 
and girls, on our young men, our women. We 
are a religious country. We have to be 
religious but will have a spirit of compulsion 
! You may not believe me. My speeches in 
Parliament have been quoted by foreign 
authors.   Pardon me for saying so. 

Now, there were 75 military divisions 
between Britain   and France   in  1939. There 
were less than  thirty with Germany, with 
Hitler.   There were 75 divisions with Britain 
and France, and they remained inactive and  
Germans  blew up and there had been a war.   
Germany invaded   Austria,   Czechoslovakia,   
the Soviet Union—and also India,  if it had 
succeeded.   A boy  and a  girl  told  me in 
Moscow that the Germans were right at their 
door during the war, but that they finally held 
them out!   In the war, twenty-five million 
lives were lost in the Soviet Union, Seven 
thousand towns and villages were destroyed.   
We are proud to be associated with such 
people.   The Americans talk of preserving 
peace, but 
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[Shri Joachim Alva] 

have tortured Viet Nam in a most shameless 
manner. What is this democracy ? In Britan, 
the Labour Party has demanded that twenty-
five leading private, top industries be 
nationalized. Poverty still exists there. What is 
this democracy ? 

Then Sir, Dr. Bhai Mahavir said that our 
Prime Minister is only a stooge ol ! Russia. 
Sir, we have a very lucky woman, a very 
brave women, an important woman, the most 
important woman in the history of the world, 
assisted by an able Foreign Minister and a 
equally able Minister of State. 

Finally, Sir, I would like to repeat once 
again that we will have to bring a bout a spirit 
of compulsion in our country, then we shall do 
better and better. 

Thank you, Mr. Vice-Chairman. 

 

It was on December 18, 1961, that the 
Indian forces marched into Goa. Daman 
and Diu and liberated them. On that day, 
Brezhnev was in Bombay. That very day, 
the United States of America submitted a 
resolution in the U.N. Security Council 
demanding India's withdrawal from Goa 
and seeking, in effect, to brand India as an 
aggressor. 

 
"A big contribution to the cause of the 

noble struggle of the peoples fur complete 
and immediate abolition of the disgraceful 
system of colonialism." 

 

"China committed aggression on our 
northern borders." 

 

"A great force in the large group of 
young sovereign states actively participating 
in the struggle against colonialism and that 
bloodshed cannot be allowed to continue." 
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"In March 1971, Pakistan declared war 
of genocide against the people of East 
Bengal. On April 2, 1971, the Soviet 
President wrote to the President of Pakistan 
calling for urgent measures to stop the 
bloodshed and repression and for a peaceful 
political settlement of the problem. When 
the influx of ten million refugees created 
serious difficulties for India..." 
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"Communalism   and  reactionary  forces, 
they have to accept defeat." 
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Biggest tragedy is the denial of reality. 

 
Biggest tragedy is the denial of reality. 

 

Realise the reality and go with the current, 
with the wave of the nation, with the 
programme of our country. That is all. 

 

It was on December 18, 1961, that the 
Indian forces marched into Goa, Daman 
and Diu and liberated them. On that day, 
Brezhnev was in Bombay. That very day, 
the United States of America submitted a 
resolution in the U.N. Security Council 
demanding India's withdrawal from Goa 
and seeking, in effect, to brand India as an 
aggressor. 

"A big contribution to the cause of the 
noble struggle of the peoples for complete 
and immediate abolition of the disgraceful 
system of colonialism." 

"China committed aggression on our 
northern borders." 

"A great force in the large group of 
young sovereign states actively participating 
in the struggle against colonialism and that 
bloodshed cannot be allowed to continue." 
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In March 1971, Pakistan declared war 
of genocide against the people of East 
Bengal. On April 2, 1971, the Soviet 
President wrote to the President of 
Pakistan calling for urgent measures 
to stop the bloodshed and repression 
and for a peaceful political settle 
ment of the problem. When the 
influx of ten million refugees created 
serious difficultes for  India _______ 
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Biggest tragedy is the denial of reality. 

Biggest tragedy is the denial of reality. 

Realise the reality and go with the 
current, with the wave of the nation, with 
the programme of our country. That is all] 
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SHRI M. R. KRISHNA (Andhra Pradesh): 
Mr. V ice-Chairman, Sir, India's foreign policy 
has been tried and tested. Many hon. friends, 
who have preceded me and particularly from 
the opposition, have not discouraged the 
Government from entering into this 
agreement. All the time they tried to impress 
upon the Government and the Treasury 
Benches that India should be very careful in 
dealing with the USSR. At the same time, 
India should not lose the friendship of the 
United States 

of America and also try to negotiate peace 
with China. Nobody has said that this 
agreement is detrimental to the interests of 
India. India's foreign policy has been tried and 
tested. Right from the heginning when the 
foreign policy of this country was designed 
and drafted and we were members of the 
Commonwealth, well many of our friends at 
that time wanted that we should not be mem-
bers of the Commonwealth. When we were 
members of the Commonwealth,, some of 
those who were interested in the 
Commonwealth did not like us to fiave any 
kind of association or negotiation, with 
countries other than the British Commonwealth 
countries. Ever since then we have passed 
through various periods and many times we 
have been under very crucial crisis. Even at 
that time the Government of India and the 
people of India had the opportunity to find out 
who are their friends in the world. There is no 
occasion when the Government of India's 
foreign policy tried to be shortsighted, tried to 
adjust itself in order to get some benefits. Many 
of our friends said here that we have been 
unnecessarily supporting the UAR and other 
countries while we could have easily got lot of 
assistance had we supported Israel. That is 
difi-nitely not the foreign policy of this great 
country. This great country's foreign policy is 
based on its internal policies. What are its 
internal policies? Its internal policies are to 
light against exploitation. It does not like to en-
courage monopolies in this country. Similarly, 
when you go into the international sphere there 
is no occasion when the Indian leaders, either 
before independence or after independence, 
tried to support any nation, however, big and 
mighty it might be when it tried to exercise its 
control over other countries, when it tried    to 
dominate   over other 
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[Shri M. R. Krishna] countries, when it 
wanted to enslave other countries and spread 
their sphere of colonialism. Many times we 
have incurred the displeasure of big powers, 
yet we did not give up our stand. Pt. 
Jawaharlal Nehru's foreign policy is not just a 
brainwave of certain leaders of his times. If we 
could go well beyond, Swami Vivekananda 
and other great leaders have preached to the 
whole world that India never thinks that anv 
country in the world should be inimical to 
India. That is our internal philosophy and our 
foreign policy is also based on that 
philosophy and I do not think this philosophy 
can ever be defeated and ever be 
misunderstood or be a failure in international 
politics. 

Sir, I would like to give only small 
examples of the defence preparedness of this 
country after independence. The tendency in 
the Defence Services in this country was to go 
for British goods alone nothing to criticise 
because they had been under the British 
master. Most of the troops in this country, 
including the big Generals, important leaders, 
statesmen, never thought of anything except 
British. Even if it were an ordinary belt, they 
would like to have it imported from U.K. 
Even in the matter of conventional weapons, 
which are now used by our Police force, there 
was no guarantee from any country that we 
would get all that we required from that 
country. Sir, just after the Chinese aggression 
we have exposed ourselves to many countries. 
We have given our shopping list to the 
countries which promised to help us. Many of 
our Generals and statesmen have been 
insulted. Yet we thought that we would have 
to save ourselves. Most of the leaders sitting 
here know probably—some of our friends in 
the Opposition have forgotten—the type of 
pressure that was brought on the Gov- 

ernment of India to suffer and sacrifice some 
of their precious land in order to win the 
favour from Pakistan.    Those were the days 
when the great leaders of this country proved 
that they were people with nerves of steel. 
That was the occasion when anybody could 
have forced  this country to follow a  
particular policy in foreign affairs.    But we 
did not submit to that.    For that the Op-
position will have to give credit to this 
Government. Our foreign policy was in-!   tact 
even at that time. •      Sir, it is not an easy 
thing for one |  country to get whatever it 
wants from any other country.    There are    
reports of the Public Accounts Committee that 
the Defence  Ministry was not able to i  spend 
the money which had been   eai-I   marked for 
our defence  preparedness. |   Many crores of 
rupees were left unuti-j   lised because 
countries were not prepar-|   ed to give us 
what we wanted.   Sir, self-reliance or self-
dependence is a very important thing.   This 
Government really deserves   credit,   for   
thev   have proved that they are capable of 
achieving that objective.    To-day we are 
definitely far superior compared to many of 
our friendly countries, neighbouring 
countries. :   My elder statesman, Mr. Goray, 
gave a warning   to the   Government   that   
we would   have   to   be  careful.   That is a 
good warning   because   when   we   are 
friendly to a country, our   Government, 
particularly the    officials,    dealing with 
foreign affairs, will have to be overcare-ful.   
We committed a blunder in dealing with 
China.   We should not commit the same 
blunder again.    That is the vigilance that the 
Government will have to keep.    But one 
discordant note of Mr. Goray was not very 
good on this particular occasion.    He said 
that this treaty is between unequals. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA   PANDA: He 
did not say that... 
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SHRI M. R. KRISHNA: He did not say 
that, but he implied it. He definitely said that 
he would like that it should be between two 
strong powers and we should try to build up 
our country. To-day if Russia is entering into 
an agreement with India, it is not because 
India is a weak country. When we needed their 
support, at that time they could have dictated 
to us. I do not know what would have been our 
fate at that time. But I am sure our 
Government would not have yielded whether 
it was Russia or America because every Indian 
Prime Minister, including Lai Bahadur Shastri, 
has proved that we just do not care for any big 
nation. They did not even like to meet some of 
the heads of Governments when they knew that 
those heads of Governments were not treating 
India with the respect that it deserves. Our 
Prime Minister is in no way inferior to any-
body in the world to-day. Secondly, Sir. when 
we enter into an agreement, we have to see 
what the situation is. Are we a fallen nation? 
Are we in dire need of something? We may be 
asking for some newsprint. Mr. Alva, being a 
journalist, said that he would like to have 
newsprint. This country does not alter its 
policy, whether internal or international, just 
because some country is going to promise us 
something which we do not produce at the 
moment. That is not the consideration which 
weighs with the Government of India. We are 
really a proud nation. After the Chinese 
aggression, we have proved to the world that 
we might have been beaten, but we did not 
lose our nerves, we did not lose our courage. 
We told the world that there would be a time 
when we would show our strength to the 
world. The world is not ignorant about these 
facts. China may be having a big empire. They 
may be having a big population. 

They may be dabbling in nuclear weapons. 
But India's policy is known throughout the 
world. There was a time when it was said that 
Indian scientists had already developed 
nuclear weapons and they were capable of 
testing them. But the policy of this country is 
disarmament. We have been pleading in in-
ternational forums that the expenditure on 
disarmament will have to be stopped. Many of 
our friends here have given figures about what 
America is spending on armaments and what 
other countries are spending on armaments. 
But our concern is only to see whether we 
have got the capacity, whether we have built 
our nation, to meet our requirements in case 
there is any danger to our borders either from 
this side or from that side. To that extent I do 
not think there is anybody in this House who 
doubts our efforts or our achievements so far. 
I do not like to go beyond this Agreement. We 
have been depending upon various countries in 
order to prepare our five-year plans. l Many 
times we have experienced that when certain 
things happened in the international situation, 
our plan was completely finished. We find that 
we cannot plan properly. Some times we will 
have to give a holiday to our plan. So this kind 
of a situation is going to be averted by this 
Agreement. Fifteen years' planning for a 
country like Tndia is the most important thing. 
Many countries in the world become 
subservient and slaves because oil. steel and 
defence requirements are met by one country 
or other. Today in the Arab world it is mostly 
oil. America or Britain depends upon oil 
supplies from the Arab world. Some other 
countries depend upon yet some other 
countries for mineral requirements. So these 
are the things which weigh with them in order 
to decide their foreign policies.   Here in this 
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[Shri. M. R. Krishna] country we are going to 
build our resources, exploit our resources, our 
mine-  ; ral wealth, we are trying to meet our 
oil requirements, etc. with the help of another 
country. We welcome it. We have agreements 
with various countries.   And agreements such 
as we have with Russia, have proved to be 
helpful. In choosing various   countries   we   
have   to depend upon experts. But we do not 
submit to them. One of our friends said when 
we get into an agreement with Russia, they do 
not allow our technicians to examine our 
projects.    1 do not know in what company or 
companies this has happened.    He mentioned 
some company. But today  it is not only 
Russia, not only West Germany,  not only 
Britain, even America has admitted that India 
has got most efficient engineers, technicians, 
who can match those in other countries.   But 
when certain items are picked up, there, is this 
kind of an arrangement that we have to import 
technicians but with definite  conditions,   in  
some cases;   those technicians come here and 
stay here even after  our  technicians    are    
completely equipped, even after they get 
complete knowledge.    In many of these 
projects what   happens is the    agreements    
are signed for two years.   Within two years' 
time our technicians become well equipped 
with the requisite knowledge. They become 
experts even in less than a year. And after that 
they start feeling frustrated because according 
to the    agreement the Russians will stay on 
here for two years and  till they complete their 
period, they wiil not allow the  Indian 
technicians to touch or deal with anything.   
This kind of frustration is bound to occur and 
it has occurred  in  many cases.   But the 
country should be proud that we have entered 
into an agreement with  the  USSR and our 
experience  is thar we- have definitely 
benefited out of 

it. Even in the Defence field we have not been 
disappointed. We have been helped by 
U.S.S.R. There is no country from which we 
got a complete equipment as we got from the 
USSR. It is ihe only country from where we 
get our complete requirements. There also the 
Government of India will have to be careful 
because we have got this experience that we 
have got to become self-reliant and self-
sufficient. We have to build our nation on all 
fronts, industrial, agricultural and also in the 
matter of defence. Therefore, even though we 
might have> faultered in the beginning, we 
should try to move forward in the right 
direction and we should try to have better 
relations with other countries. Today if we 
have entered into this agreement it is for 
world peace. It is for world peace. I do not 
think anybody will have any dispute over the 
items mentioned in this agreement. There is 
no suppression of any nature. Even in regard 
to the friendship with China, there was a pre-
condition before this agreement was signed. It 
was made quite clear that it is not to contain 
China. It is in die interests of Asia and to have 
peace in Asia as well as in the world. 
Therefore, at no stage the Government of 
India and the spokesmen of the Government 
have given out to any part of the world that by 
signing this agreement we are going to be the 
camp follower of a big nation. That is not our 
policy and that has never been our intention. It 
is in the best interests of fndo-Soviet 
friendship and it is also in the best interests of 
developing countries and it is also in the 
interests of peace in this sub-continent. 

PROF.    RASHEEDUDDIN    KHAN 
(Nominated): Mr. Vice-Chairman, the recent 
visits of Secretary General Brezhnev of the 
Soviet Union and of Secretary General Husak 
of Czechoslovakia have 
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somewhat dramatically focussed the at-
tention on the contour and direction of 
India's foreign policy. Therefore, this debate 
in the House acquires not only a topicality 
of interest, but also provides an opportunity 
to assess the range of opinions in the 
Parliament and in the country both on the 
specific aspects of: our relations with the 
Soviet Union and the socialist world and on 
the larger formulations  of our foreign 
policy. 

What are the international implications 
within which a more meaningful analysis of 
our foreign policy is possible? I submit for the 
consideration of the House and of the hon. 
Minister of Foreign Affairs that there are eight 
important developments at the international 
level which require our attention in order to 
have a posture of foreign policy relevant to 
our times. 

Firstly, it is the well known collapse of 
western blocks morally and the di-mution in 
the political and economic supremacy of the 
United States vis-a-vis the Western world. 

The second aspect which is sometimes 
ignored, but which acquires more relevancy 
as we understand the complexity of power 
politics is the growth of the European 
community as a dominant ! power in 
international affairs acquiring an  
international identity of its own. 

The third factor is the increase in the 
strength of the non-aligned countries which 
has also made a tremendous impact on the 
formulations of international peace, both 
within U.N. and outside. 

The fourth is the rise of China as an 
important international power and as a very 
significant regional power. 

Fifth is the survival of India—I am trying 
to state it as modestly as pos- 

sible—as a stable, peace-loving, democratic 
power in the sub-continent. 

Sixth is the emergence of, what I would like 
to say, Pentagonal power blocs and a shift 
from the erstwhile by-polar politics to a politics 
of five powers which are no more concerned 
with problems of an eventual third war, but 
are very much concerned with the problem of 
peaceful settlement of disputes and the 
problem of detente. These five powers are the 
old two super-powers of United States, and 
the Soviet Union, the third being the united 
Europe and China and Japan being the fourth 
and fifth. 

Seventh is the well known problem of 
detente in Europe, detente between East and 
West and detente between the erstwhile 
ideological opponents. 

Lastly, the occurrence to which Shri 
Bipinpal Das referred yesterday, namely, 
emergence of regional wars and development 
of tensions as in West Asia and Latin  
America. 

What should be our foreign policy 
perspective and what should be our foreign 
policy courses of action within such an 
international framework? I suggest that in 
order to build a cohesive foreign policy, we 
might have, to look at three levels. Firstly, the 
important level particularly emphasized ever 
since our agreement with Pakistan at Simla, is 
the bilateral level. It means bilateralism 
between India and each country of the world. 

Secondly, at regional level, particularly 
with reference to our immediate neighbours in 
South Asia and West Asia. 
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Thirdly, at global or intemitional level, with 
reference to the major problems of peace, of 
the peaceful settlement of disputes, of support 
to the liberation struggles the world over, of 
support to the struggles against colonial 
domination, racial discrimination, racial 
regimes and unhealthy policies. 

Indeed, at this point, Sir, it may be 
reasonably be recapitulated with some modest 
pride that the vision of the iate Shri Jawaharlal 
Nehru and the perspective of India's foreign 
policy have been vindicated by our sustained 
attempt to remain independent within the 
complex of the power blocks. What indeed 
was the essence of alignment? The essence of 
alignment was a policy of polarisation, the 
essence of alignment was a policy of 
confrontation and the essence of alignment 
was a policy of freezing potential 
confrontation. And, Sir, I submit that it is 
necessary to keep in mind, when we speak of 
non-alignment the essence of alignment and 
the essence of non-alignment. The essence of 
non-alignment has three important aspects. 
One is refusal to depend on big powers, the 
other is the refusal to subordinate national 
interest to the interests of the power and the 
third is the refusal to accept an unequal 
position vis-a-vis any power in the world. 
Non-alignment has never been a substitute for 
foreign policy. And, Sir, non-alignment has 
not been the only framework of our foreign 
policy. But non-alignment has been the 
framework of our perspective, has been the 
framework of our course of action and it has 
been depending freely, especially when we are 
talking of the Indo-Soviet agreement and the 
Indo-Czech agreement, on the emphasis that 
we lay that the primary concern of a country's 
foreign po- 

licy is to maximise her national interest. The 
primary concern of the foreign policy is to 
link domestic issues with the conduct of 
international affairs, rejection of alignment, 
rejection of arms race, rejection of 
colonialism, friendship towards the Soviet 
Union and the socialist world, attempts to 
build viable bridges between the socialist 
world and the third non-aligned world and 
developing businesslike relations with the 
West and the USA. 

The specific issues which face us now are 
issues of our immediate neighbour, that is, the 
issues of the Indo-Pakistan relations. Sir, the 
Simla Agreement cf 1972 and the Delhi 
Agreement of 1973 have acquired a national 
consensus. These agreements delineate the 
style and posture and the extent of 
accommodation which India is capable of 
showing vis-a-vis Pakistan. The speeches and 
occasional outbursts of leaders of Pakistan cast 
doubts on the validity of our approach. But 
the fact remains that we have no other choice 
as the largest peace-loving democratic power 
in South Asia. Sir, 1 suggest dual postures. I 
suggest dual postures vis-a-vis Pakistan, a 
posture in which we emphasise on peace and 
harmony with the people of Pakistan and we 
emphasise on the adherence to the letter and 
spirit of the Simla Agreement of 1972 and the 
Delhi Agreement of 1973 and no attempt at 
the appeasement of the elite at the expense of 
the people is to be allowed. 

Then, Sir, the other important issue is the 
Arab-Israeli conflict. I think India's support to 
and solidarity with the Arab cause has been 
well-known. But what is important is that we 
have to build in this country a concerted and 
enlightened public opinion about their issues  
which are  their  struggle  against 
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;olonialism, their struggle against occupation 
of lands and their struggle against the myths of 
militarism and this has to be done not only as 
a part of the foreign policy of India, but also 
as definite base of our foreign policy. Support 
of UN Resolution 242 of 22nd November, 
1967, and 338 of 22nd October, 1973, and 
support of the joint action of the United States 
and Soviet Union. 

The South-East Asia's profile has been 
somewhat low. I think we have to examine 
the whole approach to South East Asia. We 
must shift our focus from mere passivity to 
what I would like to  submit a measured 
activity. 

China is an important power for a variety 
of reasons. China has also been an important 
factor in international politics. My submission 
is that our policy in regard to China should 
be: Keep our doors open, without knocking at 
China's doors at all times, because no amount 
of knocking at China's doors is going to 
change China. China's international 
perspective demands, as was indicated by Mr. 
V. P. Dutt, a certain aloofness from India, a 
certain stalemate with the Soviet Union, 
because it sees the relation of India and 
Soviet Union as a part of global strategy for a 
variety of reasons, which is not acceptable to 
China. 

lapan has been fairly ignored. There is need 
for a wider range of multiple transactions with 
lapan on a very businesslike  and   pragmatic   
understanding. 

Europe requires bold initiative, particularly 
with the entry of Britain into the ECC. India 
has to revise its entire attitude towards 
specific countries of Europe and towards the 
whole integrated Europe—specially France 
which has shown a tremendous understanding 
of our    problems at the time of    Bangla 

Desh, West Germany and    specifically 
Scandinavian countries. 

United States also requires a fresh creative 
approach on our part. United States is 
involved, as I submitted earlier, not only at the 
third level, which is a global, international 
level, but United States is a super power at 
three levels, at the global, international level, 
at the regional level and at the bilateral level. I 
think we can have a differentiated policy vis-
a-vis United States. Have a cordial, correct, 
businesslike, pragmatic policy on bilateral 
basis and oppose United State's colonial 
policies at the regional and international 
levels, but do not shut your doors, particularly 
from a power which is an important inter-
national power. 

Sir. actually this debate acquires a se-
riousness when we speak of Soviet Union. 
Many opinions have been expressed, of course, 
usually stimulated from ideological 
considerations and sometimes from partisan 
considerations, although it is a fact that in the 
Press in India, both English and vernacular, I 
think, there is a consensus that what has 
happened in the last week or so has been a 
very positive gain in India as indeed it has 
been a positive gain also to the Soviet Union, 
as indeed it is a positive gain for the increase 
of detente and world peace. 

Sir, my friend Mr. Sardesai mentioned 
yesterday, and I had an occasion to mention 
earlier, that in season and out of season we 
speak of two super powers in one breath. This 
is detrimental to our own interest. We will 
have to remember Soviet Union in terms of a 
nuclear armament in terms of Inter-Con-
linental Ballistic Missile as a super power but in 
terms of relationship at the bilateral, regional 
levels, which is a friendly super power.    And 
I would like to 
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underline the word "friendly*.   We have 
made efforts to establish cordiality with the 
United States.   I may also add here that here 
is at tremendous amount   of goodwill in  the  
United States   towards India in certain sets of 
people;  I    am talking of academicians  and I 
am talking of certain    other    sections of    
the people,  of the  United States.    Let  us 
support  those  elements  in  the    united 
States,    which understand.    At a    time 
when  the    United   States    is    a    big 
economic power and it should have supported 
us in building the infra-structure of our 
economy, it has, for one reason or the other, 
not done so.   While speaking of the Soviet 
Union, we should not speak  in  a language  of 
sentimentality. We should speak in a language 
of gratitude.   We must recognise the fact that 
the Soviet policy is predicated on building  g 
structure of peace in the  world because the 
strategy of social development, which is the 
other name for socialism, is    predicated    by 
a    peaceful world.    Therefore, the two 
Agreements between India and the Soviet 
Union are the agreements which really 
stabilise the base of our economy    and the    
infrastructure of public sector with all    the 
weaknesses and .the criticisms which my 
friend, Dr. Bhai Mahavir, has mentioned. Still 
the. fact is that there  is    nothing wrong with 
the intentions and motives in  the  Soviet 
Union's   mind.    What is wrong is our own 
style of implementation.    Let us examine our 
style of implementation.    What  is the 
essence  of Soviet strategy towards India?    
The essence  of Soviet strategy towards  India 
is that  they consider India    important 
strategically, in terms of population and 
important for  the purpose  of reconciliation of 
opposite forces in Asia. Therefore, the two 
important agreements with India emphasise 
the augmentation of & 

major industrial enterprise for building up an 
infra-structure and -a self-reliant economic 
base. They emphasise that the Iron and Steel 
Plants at Bhilai and Bokaro should increase 
their annual production to 7 and 1.0 million 
tonnes respectively. {Time bell rings). I will 
take five minutes more, Sir. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI S. S. 
MARISWAMY): Take one minute more. 

PROF. RASHEEDUDDIN   KHAN: 
Machine building plants in Ranchi, Hardwar 
and Durgapur are to be expanded. Refineries 
in Barauni and Malhura are to be strengthened 
and so on and so (forth. 1 can understand if the 
Supreme Soviet asked Comrade Brezhnev as to 
why he made such a firm and widespread 
commitment to India. I could -have 
appreciated the sentiments 'of tne Members of 
the Supreme Soviet. But for the elected 
representatives of the people of India to 
complain that the Soviet Union have agreed to a 
very large amount of investment in order to give 
a self-reliant base in India is, to put it mildly.'a 
corny approach to international policy. It is an-
approach which either is based on an 
exaggerated fear of the demonology of the 
Soviet Union or on a total lack of faith in 
Congress and in our own national 
independence. What has happened in the Indo-
Soviet Treaty or the Indo-Czech Treaty ? 
Jawaharlal Nehru has very correctly said, 
"Non-alignment is not a static principle. Non-
alignment is a dynamic framework. Non-
alignment is a policy of remaining nationally 
independent and yet having the maximum 
benefit from ideologically opposed powers." 
Mr. Brezhnev's visit is also important from the 
angle of Marxism ideology. In his address to 
the Members of Parliament, he called India as 
an "innovator of international 
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policy".    Marxist ideology has clear-cut  
divisions of the world in terms of the social 
production and the control of the means  of 
production  in  the  hands  of the different 
groups.   They spoke of us earlier as 
"bourgeoise democracy". After the 22nd 
Congress of the C.P.S.U., they started speaking 
of us as "Indian    Republic".   Comarade  
Brezhnev,   in   his speech  in the  Parliament, 
has  gone  a step further and called us "Indian 
Republic   and innovator   in   international 
policy".    Instead of patting ourselves on the 
back and having the modest pride, why are   we 
again in the "melancholy of the Hindu" as Karl 
Marx said? Why is this "melancholy of the 
Hindu" ? Let us understand and smile because 
in  a heavily   inter-dependent  world,    India's 
non-alignment   itself  will  collapse    unless it 
is supported bv a friendly super power. This is 
the time to rejoice and not to despair. Thank 
you, Sir. 

SHRI SARDAR AMJAD ALI (West Bengal):   
Mr.  Vice-Chairman, Sir,    the history of 
mankind is war, that is what one  war-monger, 
Winston  said  to  the people of this planet.    1 
do not know whether at this moment we have 
to discard the entire theory that thehistory of 
human society is war or not but the fact 
^remains that even at this -moment while this 
House is discussing the situation on 
international  relations,  guns    are    still 
blazing on the bank of Suez, that peace will 
still Jiave    to be    consolidated    in Vietnam, 
in Cambodia and in Laos. The fact remains that 
even in these  hours, the  forces  of  
exploitation are  creating troubles  in  this 
planet;  the people  of this planet encountered 
the very ghastly assessination of a democratic 
government in Chile and the interference b> the 
forces of exploitation in the coppei zone of 
Zambia.   The forces of exploi tntion have 
caused i»voc in Mozambi 

que, Angola, Rhodesia and South Af.ija. 
And fit this particular moment, while this 
august House is discussing this theme, 
probably, it is a pity for us to see that the 
threat of war, the threat of tension all over 
the planet still remains hanging. And we 
have to view the entire international 
situation from that point of view. 

Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I find   that this 
tension is also pervading    between Sardar 
Swaran Singh and the hon. colleague, Mr. C. D. 
Pande.   The tension on the one side is that 
probably    the Indo-Soviet meet will dominate 
the entire Indian national spirit.   That tension 
is  on  the part of  Mr.  Pande.    While Sardar 
Swaran Singh, the able External Affairs   
Minister   of  this  country   feels that  there is 
no reason to apprehend like this and a stout 
man like him does not succumb to this 
apprehension whereas   Mr. Pande    
succumbed  to it.    Mr. Pande has built up his 
entire argument |   saying that, while we have 
this agree-I   mem on cooperation between the 
Plan-'   ning  Commission   of  our  country  
and j   the  State  Planning Committee  of    the 
USSR, probably, the USSR    being    a super 
power will govern and dominate the entire 
planning approach    and the entire planning 
pattern of cur country; and he says this by 
expressing his warn ing to the External Affairs 
Minister that we   should   be   careful   so     
that    we j   do     not     fall     victim    to    a    
super power.   Sir,    1    should    submit    very 
humbly,   as   my   hon.   colleague   Mr. Goray    
has   said,    probably,    he   has read  too  
much   in  between  the    lines of    this     
Agreement,   f     can     very humbly say that, 
probably, he has not read that Agreement at all.   
Sir, Clause (3)(i) deals with the main functions 
of the Study Group—the Study Group of the 
Soviet Planning Committee and also 
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our Planning Commission. The Study Group 
will exchange experience and knowledge in 
the following fields—and certain fields have 
been enumerated here. It is simply an 
exchange of experience and knowledge, which 
can very well be projected in the Soviet plann-
ing and in our planning. Therefore, Sir, 1 do 
not find any solid argument or reason to 
express the doubt that this agreement will 
yield this country to the submission of a super 
power. When we are discussing the 
international situation, when we are discussing 
our foreign policy, I should submit that the 
foreign policy of a country should not be 
judged only from the point of view of politics. 
The foreign policy of a country will have to be 
judged both from the political angle as well as 
from the economic angle. So, from our 
political angle when we shape our foreign 
policy, we say that we are non-aligned and, at 
the same time, we categorically make it 
known to the entire world that we are against 
the forces of exploitation, that we are against 
the forces of neocolonialism, and that we are 
against the forces of imperialism. In whatever 
field this question has come, the Indian nation, 
the Indian rulers, the Indian Ministers and the 
Indian Government has categorically stood 
against those forces that want to dominate 
upon others, upon their national independence 
and freedom. That is the reason why, Sir, we 
have condemned the activities of those forces 
when we found that a democratic Government 
was slain in Chile. That is the reason why, Sir, 
we have categorically said that we side with 
the Arab world, because we found that there 
was a very rude attack upon the motherland of 
the Arabs. That is why, we say that we extend 
our co-operation to  the  people  of  
Cambodia.    That  is 

why we say we extend our co-operation) and 
thankfulness to the people of Vietnam. That it 
why we have severed our relations with those 
forces of exploiters, those who are exploiting 
the situation in South Africa, in Rhodesia, in 
Mozambique and in Angola. So, from the 
political aspect, I must categorically state and 
give expression that wherever there are forces 
of colonialism, wherever there are forces of 
exploitation, the foreign policy of this country 
has been in clear terms to denounce it and 
denounce it to the roof. 

Sir, from the economic point of view also 
we have to judge this thing. While in our own 
internal situation we think, that we have to 
condemn the forces of exploitation, we have to 
condemn those exploiters, who exploit the 
resources of other country in the international 
field also. We are to expose our stand so as to 
show that we can build up a nation that has a 
self-reliant economy. ID order to build up a 
self-reliant economy, as my friend Mr. Goray 
was saying— I am very much thankful to 
him—we should go on taking help and co-
operation from countries abroad, but our ap-
proach there should be and probably that was 
the approach of the Indian foreign policy, that 
we take co-operation and assistance from 
those countries which give it only with the 
gesture of co-operation and for friendship. 
There are forces in the world indeed, there are 
developed nations in this world, who give help 
to some under-developed countries, to the 
developing nations with a view to exploiting 
their situation in the form of multi-national 
corporations, in the form of arms and financial 
aid. With this background they go to the help of 
the developing and the under-developed 
nations. The total strategy in such cases of 
help is that they want to exploit the 
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situation of backwardness in the developing 
and the under-developed world. Therefore, 
from the economic point of view, we should 
accept assistance in the field of our 
technological development, in the field of our 
industrial development and in the field of our 
all-round development from those forces,, 
from those countries which give this assistance 
and aid with the spirit of developing an under-
developed nation into such a stature that it can 
equate itself wtih a super-power. From this 
angle and from this point of view I support 
and probably only from this angle of vision the 
entire country and the entire people of this 
planet have been supporting the non-aligned 
policy of the Government of India. 

Sir, I find that the External Affairs Minister 
in his opening remarks has very clearly 
analysed the situation as it remains in the world 
today. But at this moment I must refer to him. 
Sir, 1 was very eager to listen to something, as 
to what the External Affairs Minister had to 
say, about these colonial powers which are 
still trying to have some military blocs all over 
the world. I was very eager to know 
something at least, as to what the Indian 
External Affairs Minister had to say, with 
regard to those powers which want to have 
some naval basis in Bahrain, who want to 
have naval basis into Diego Garcia, in 
Sychelles and in other parts of Indian ocean and 
Persian Gulf. I am sorry to say that the 
External Affairs Minister did not make any 
remark about that. Again, I was very eager to 
know that at least some remarks, at least some 
light will be thrown against or rather towards 
the activities of those powers which are still 
going on with arming Fran and Iran again in 
return to Pakistan  which,  takes  the  stand  of 
enimity 
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even on the face of Simla Agreement against 
India. Unfortunately, nothing has been said 
with regard to this. 1 believe, Sir, while he 
will reply to the debate, he will make certain 
points clear with regard to those things also. 
This is my submission. 

Sir, as regards our foreign policy, I again 
want to reiterate to this House that definitely 
friendship and equality can go on with two 
equal powers but at the same time while we 
judge that we are going in for friendship with 
some super power, we are not definitely going 
in a small way. It is the economic 
consideration, it is the financial consideration, 
it is the consideration as to whether a country 
will be developed by way of assistance from a 
power which wants to exploit or whether this 
help and aid is given by the super powers 
which do not want to exploit. These 
considerations have to be given much more 
importance. 

Sir, without making any lengthy speech, I 
should submit what my friend, my senior hon. 
colleague Mr. Goray, has made a suggestion 
to this House while he was making his debate, 
that all right, it is not selling out to make an 
agreement with Soviet Russia but then he has 
given a very nice suggestion, which has made 
some impression with me and that is why 
should not a country like ours take the lead in 
the field of economic co-operation with regard 
to all the powers in Asia so as to consolidate 
Asian security? He has very rightly pointed 
out that it is not only the emergence of these 
great powers that are playing the role of 
deterrent in the entire world atmosphere but it 
is definitely the economic power that is also 
playing the role of deterrent in Europe and in 
some other parts of the world. So, it is the 
nice suggestion that probably 
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he lias made and before closing, I should 
invoke the hon. External Affairs Minister to 
throw some light on these points. 

With these observations, I am again thankful 
to the hon. External Affairs Minister for 
giving this House an opportunity to discuss 
the entire international situation and to clarify 
the foreign policy of this country through this 
House to our people as well as to the people 
abroad. 

Thank you. 
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'They welcome the trends towards 
international detente and the positive 
changes  which  have   taken   place  in 

the international arena resulting from the 
endeavours and initiatives on the part of 
the socialist countries" and so on. 

''Both sides welcomed the growing 

detente in Europe and emphasised the 
important role played by the socialist 
community in the convening of the All-
European conference on security and co-
operation for ensuring peace, security and 
co-operation on that continent." 
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to say that I am very much satisfied and happy 
with the general trend and tenor of  the  
debate.    There have  been outstanding 
speeches, as  usual,  in accordance with  the 
high  traditions of    this House, both from 
Opposition benches as well as from this side.    
I would like to pay my tribute to   the   great 
deal   of thought  that had  gone  in  when  
these speeches were thought of   by   the   hon. 
Members.    It is not easy for    me    to handle 
a debate of this nature by way of reply 
because I notice that there could be    only   
two   speeches   which   could be said to be 
highly critical—one, the opening speech by 
Shri C. D. Pande, belonging to the group of 
our former Congress colleagues who now sit 
in the Opposition, and the other, which was 
the first speech after lunch-time to-day, by Dr. 
Bhai Mahavir.   When   I say that it is difficult 
to handle the debate, what is in my mind is 
that Dr. Mahavir is not present here even to 
listen to the replies to the points that he raised.    
I will be striking in the air when   I try to  pick 
up all the points and then try to build an 
argument in reply to them. 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh) :  
I will convey it to him. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Thank you 
very much. Like a wise leader you will 
certainly convey it to him, but we would like 
him to get the impact of the speeches of others 
also. Sir, it is also very interesting that Dr. 
Bhai Mahavir somehow could not have the 
courage to face the general trend of the 
debate in this House. He was absent from the 
House throughout yesterday and in the course 
of his opening speech to-day, he said that he 
had taken great pains to study at great length 
the speech made by the leader of the 
Communist Party, Shri Sardesai.   He also 
said that he had read 

the speeches of a large number of my own 
colleagues from this party.   But the normal 
courtesy and practice in debates is that a person 
who wants to make   a major speech which he 
thought, according to his judgment, was very 
profound, he should first be soaked by the 
process of the impact of the speeches of those 
people  who  are speaking  against    the ideas 
that he is going to propound.   The only 
irresistible conclusion is    that unable to face 
the thrust of the debate, unable to face the flood 
of support for the policy that we are pursuing, 
he thought it fit to read it in cold print or 
pretend to read it, or may be he glanced 
through the newspapers, and then he comes 
here for the first time after lunch-time to-day 
and reels off a written text.   This is not in tune   
with   the   general manner   in which debates 
on such serious matters should be handled.   So 
far as Shri Pande is concerned, it is very 
interesting that he also is not present.   He has 
great regard for me.   I am sure he would have 
been present here to hear me, but probably he 
did not have the heart to hear his own 
colleague, Shri Nawal Kishore. I think that he, 
in his own inimitable way, being    a    senior 
public man, has answered many of the doubt 
that Shri Pande sought to stir up. 

SHRI YOGENDRA SHARMA (Bihar): 
You have managed to divide them. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Haryana): They 
are divided among themselves. 

SHRI     NAWAL     KISHORE:   Mr. 
Krishan Kant should not talk about division. 
He is the symbol of division in the ruling 
Congress Party. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: You should 
not take him so seriously in this matter. So, 
when I say that it is difficult for me to handle 
a debate of this 



237 Re International [6 DEC. 1973] Situation 238 

nature, 1 think you will appreciate why I find 
myself in this predicament. The main critics 
are absent and I do not know how I should 
answer them or how seriously I should take 
their criticism or some of the points that they 
tried to build up. Anyhow, I would like to 
take this opportunity of placing on record 
some of my views on some important aspects 
that are before the country because the debate 
here has a much bigger audience in our own 
country and, I would like to add, in the world 
as a whole. Therefore, I would like to place 
on record certain aspects about points which 
have been raised. I will try to be very brief 
because I do not want to make a very 
comprehensive speech covering every point. I  
would start with the last point raised by Shri 
/Nawal Kishore. This was also referred to by 
Dr. Bhai Mahavir. And that is about Prime 
Minister Bhutto's speeches and his general 
attitude. I would like to say very briefly the 
following which is partly factual, because you 
might recall that 1 had informed either this 
House or the other House that we had already 
taken this matter up—I think I mentioned it 
here during the Question Hour—with the 
Government of Pakistan. The House is aware 
of the reported statements of the Prime 
Minister of Pakistan during his tour of 
Pakistan-Occupied Kashmir in early 
November which were contrary to the aims 
and objectives of the Simla Agreement, in 
particular, the provisions regarding non-
interference in each other's internal affairs. 

On 9th November we had sent an aide 
memoire to the Pakistan Government 
drawing pointed attention to these statements. 
We had said that in our view such statements 
by the highest authority in Pakistan could 
only cause apprehension among the people 
and the Government of India regarding 
Pakistan's  in- 

tention about the implementation of the Simla 
Agreement. Later on 21st November T sent a 
personal message to Mr. Aziz Ahmed, 
Pakistan's Minister of State for Defence and 
Foreign Affairs wherein 1 drew his attention 
to the speeches of the Prime Minister of 
Pakistan, particularly the speech at Mirpur on 
9th November, which had tended to create the 
impression that he had endorsed the slogans 
from a section of the crowd which was 
advocating "Guerilla Warfare to liberate 
Kashmir". I asked Mr. Aziz Ahmed to clarify 
the Pakistan Govern-| ment's position on this 
subject so that we would understand where 
we stood in terms of the Simla Agreement. 
Mr. Aziz Ahmed has sent me a reply. In his 
reply which was received towards the end of 
the last month—his reply is dated November 
29—Mr. Aziz Ahmed has tried to explain that 
Prime Minister Bhutto's speeches, read as a 
whole, could not justify the kind of 
impression we had formed. Regarding Mr. 
Bhutto's remarks at Mirpur he clarified that 
the Prime Minister was actually trying to 
pacify a section of the crowd which was 
shouting these slogans and was creating a 
disturbance. He has further said that this is 
Mr. Bhutto's style of dealing with hecklers. 
He has further stated that on the other hand 
Mr. Bhutto has been repeatedly advocating 
during this tour that war would not resolve 
the Kashmir issue and that three wars fought 
during the last twentysix years had left this 
issue unresolved. These are the words Mr. 
Aziz Ahmed has used while making a 
summary of the general trend of Mr. Bhutto's 
speeches. According to Mr. Aziz Ahmed. 
Pakistan Government remains committed to 
promoting friendship and harmonious 
relations with India and to implementing the 
Simla Agreement in letter and spirit. My only 
comment is that the fact that they are trying to 
be defensive 
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trying again to come back to the Simla 
Agreement is a factor in the situation which 
we should not ignore. While we have taken 
note of this clarification, we cannot but 
express our unhappiness that the Prime 
Minister of Pakistan should have thought it fit 
to make remarks in his speeches which 
violated the provisions of the Simla 
Agreement regarding non-interference in each 
others international affairs. We will, therefore, 
earnestly hope that Pakistan Government will 
fulfil the assurance contained in Mr. Aziz 
Ahmed's letter of 29th November. It is 
necessary for us not to forget the objective. 
The objective is clear. We have to stabilise 
peace. Tn our relations with Pakistan we have 
to reverse the trends of confrontation and we 
are dead-earnest to establish good neighbourly 
relations. And if there are any deviations from 
the side of Pakistan, it should be our duty to 
point out those deviations and try to bring 
them back on to the rails so that they continue 
to be firm on the Simla Agreement. It is not a 
very pleasant task. But while dealing with a 
history of the type that we have had with 
Pakistan, the main objective has to be kept in 
view and it is with that objective that we 
continue  to  make  our  efforts. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to 
bring the figures up-to-date with regard to 
repatriation of the three categories of persons 
about which I made a reference in my opening 
'remark. I have got now figures which are 
fairly recent. I have got figures upto 2nd 
December, 1973. The figures available with 
us till 2nd December, 1973 are quite 
impressive and they show that the persons 
repatriated were as follows :— 

Prisoners of war and civilian internees 
in    India  . .. .. 30,190 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD 
SINHA: Even today I heard on the radio that 
900 have gone. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: Pakis-tanies 
from  Bangladesh1—22,593. 

Bangladesh nationals from Pakisr-tan—
52,821. 

The number is well over a lakh and this 
trend is continuing. My senior brother Shri 
Awadheshwar Prasad Sinha has pointed out 
that even this morning it was on the radio that 
more prisoners of war have gone. It is true that 
during. these three or four days further 
repatriation has taken place. But I am giving 
you authentic figures which show that one 
lakh persons have already been repatriated. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh): 
What is the total number remaining still to be 
repatriated? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: As the 
House is aware, we are dealing with three 
categories of persons—prisoners of war and 
civil internees in India; Bangladesh nationals 
in Pakistan and Pakistani nationals in 
Bangladesh. The outstanding number is still 
substantial. It will take some months more be-
fore we complete this first phase ... 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA ME-MON: 
What about Indian prisoners of war in 
Pakistan ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Indian 
prisoners in Pakistani custody at the time of 
ceasefire had been repatriated long ago. We 
had exchanged Pakistani prisoners that came 
into our custody from Western side with the 
Indian POW's that were in their custody. It is 
quite obvious that there were no Indian 
prisoners of war on the Eastern side. 
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MR.   DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN:   Let 
him complete his speech. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: A I part of 
the money according to international 
convention is recoverable and we have 
reserved our right to claim the expenditure 
which is recoverable according to international 
law. 

The other important point that cropped up 
during the debate quite naturally was the 
recent visit to India of His Excellency 
Brezhnev and also to some extent reference 
was made to the visit of Dr. Husak. I would 
like to say that some of the criticism—
although it was very, very mild—that was 
voiced was not—it appears—based on a 
correct appraisal of the contents of the 
various documents that were signed at the 
end of these visits. I have laid copies on the 
Table of the House. But apparently, the 
critics had other preoccupations and they did 
not have time to study these documents 
carefully. Therefore, with your permission, I 
would like to take this opportunity to 
pinpoint the salient features of the documents 
that we signed with the USSR leader. I 
would divide it into two parts: Political and 
Economic. 

In the political field, the important 
agreements that have been arrived at may be 
summarised as follows: 

(1) The Soviet Union has paid tributes to 
India's policy of non-alignment and her 
valuable contribution to the struggle for 
peace and against colonialism, neo-
colonialism and facism. 

(2) India has welcomed the detente 
between the USSR and the USA, supporting 
the Soviet efforts in that direction and hoping 
that this relaxation will further spread to the 
other parts of the world and bring an end to 
the 

nuclear arms race which is a threat to 
mankind. The House will recall that this is 
consistent with our well-known position and 
this answers the alleged inconsistency as 
pointed out by Dr. Mahavir. 

(3) Both sides welcome the process 
of growing detente in Europe and th>; 
strengthening of peace in that conti 
nent. 

(4) Both sides favour the strict and 
full implementation of the Vietnam 
Agreement of 27th January, 1973, the 
Agreement that brought about peace 
in that region and the Laotian Agree 
ment of August 1973, a brief mention 
of which was made by me in my 
opening remarks, as well as hope for 
a just settlement in Cambodia in ac 
cordance with the national interests of 
the people of Cambodia. 

(5) On the sub-continent, the Soviet Union 
reiterated their support for India's well-
known policy and initiatives in normalising 
the situation. Both sides also support the 
admission of Bangladesh into the UN and 
recognition of Bangladesh by Pakistan. 

(6) On West Asia, both sides agree that 
durable peace in the region is possible only 
through the strict implementation of the 
Resolution of the Security Council which will 
constitute the most reliable guarantee for the 
security and respect for the rights of all  
countries—"all"  is  underlined. 
 

(7) The USSR has expressed her readiness 
to find a fair solution to the. question of 
making the Indian Oceaa a "Zone of Peace". 

(8) Both in the Joint Declaration and in 
the 15-Year Economic Agreement,   the   
principles of respect   for 
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sovereignty, territorial integrity, non-
interference in internal affairs, equality and 
mutual benefit, governing the relations 
between the two countries have been 
reiterated. Of course, the support for the 
liberation struggles, for ending colonialism, 
for ending racism, for ending apartheid, has 
been reiterated. 

J have tried to highlight the important 
political content of this Declaration and I am 
sure that even the worst critics will agree, 
those critics who, I should say, are allergic to 
the USSR will agree, that all these are very 
sound principles consistent with our long-
standing attitude. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: At this stage, 
before you refer to the economic aspect of the 
agreement, I would like you to clarify one 
thing with regard to an allegation made in the 
"London Economist" of 14th November 
wherein the correspondent says that Mr. 
Brezhnev's plan is going to gain something in 
return for the economic help Mrs. Gandhi is 
getting which will be to Russia's interest, that 
is, in Russia getting some Indian port facilities 
which their fleet can use. Then, Sir, he goes 
on to say that this week the Indian 
Government confirmed that a formal Soviet 
request for port facilities in India has been put 
on the summit agenda and this the 
Government would certainly consider and so 
on. 

SARDAR    SWARAN    SINGH:      I 
would like to say that we should not attach any 
importance to the speculative items that 
appear not only in "The London Economist", 
but also in several other American and West 
European newspapers and journals. This is the 
usual kite-flying and there is absolutely no 
substance.   There is   absolutely    no 

substance ifi these suggestions and the 
documents that we have signed fully 
demonstrate that any suggestion to the 
contrary was spread in order to create some 
sort of misunderstanding between the two 
friendly countries. We should be cautious 
about these things. We know our interests and 
we will reject firmly any attempt to create any 
differences or misunderstanding. Everybody 
knows that there is no military content in our 
friendship with the USSR. They have never 
asked and we have never given any facilities 
in the form of base, naval or otherwise, and ail 
speculation to that effect is totally unfounded 
and I would reject it with the greatest empha-
sis at my command . . . (cheers). 

Now, Mr. Deputy Chairman, I come to the 
economic content of the agreements that have 
been signed. These also I will try to 
summarise in a very brief manner, pointing 
out various fields in which this economic and 
trade cooperation has been agreed upon. 

Under the 15-year Economic & Trade 
Cooperation Agreement, Indo-USSR co-
operation and collaboration in the following 
fields  will  grow : 

1. In production capacity for iron & 
steel. 

2. Our capacity to produce non-ferrous 
metals. 

3. Prospecting production and refining 
of oil, natural gas, coal and other essential 
materials. 

4. Power engineering, petro-chemi-cal 
industries and shipping. 

5. Agriculture and training of personal. 

Capacities     of    existing    plants      in 
India, where we have received Soviet as-
sistance, will be expanded and the Soviet 
Union will also assist in the setting up of 
new plants. 
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Production capacities in the Bhilai and 
Bokaro Steel Plants will expand to 7 and 10 
million tonnes per annum, respectively. The 
Mathura oil refinery will have an annual 
capacity of 6 million tonnes. Copper mining 
blocks at Mal-anj Khand will be developed. 
The Calcutta underground railway project will 
receive Soviet assistance. 

In very specific terms, Soviet Union has 
reiterated its commitment to assist us in our 
achievements of economic self-reliance, 
particularly in the key industrial sectors. We 
are also to receive fresh credits from Soviet 
Union. The existing credit relations between 
the two countries are in the process of being 
improved  and  streamlined. 

As a result of the recent talks India and 
USSR have undertaken to increase their 
bilateral trade turnover between now and 1980 
from 50% to 100%. The trade turn-over 
during 1973 has been of the order of over Rs. 
400 crores. It is obvious that the two countries 
will have to create additional production 
capacities for meeting the requirements of 
each other, over a long-term period. 

The Agreement on Cooperation between 
our Planning Commission and the Soviet 
Planning Commission will assist us in 
assessing long-term requirements of the 
Soviet economy in order to increase our 
export capacities in the required sectors. It 
will also help us to determine the long-term 
capacities of Soviet economy in fields and 
areas of special interest "to us, like newsprint, 
special steel, fertilizers, non-ferrous metals, 
etc. 

Now, I have given this details, because it 
appears that most of these have not been 
carefully studied even by very careful 
Members, particularly those who wanted to 
criticize these documents. 

I was amazed when certain observations 
were made, quoting copiously from the 
Parliamentary Committee of Public 
Undertaking's Reports. It is amazing that use 
has been made of this exercise, with which 
many of us are familiar, which is undertaken in 
order to highlight the shortcomings of State 
undertakings. Any selective quoting or 
criticism of the shortcomings in one type of 
project certainly is not the whole picture. 

I do not want to compare the progress of 
plants. Unfortunately, in many spheres, 
particularly in Steel, we faced several 
difficulties. I was myself in charge of Steel 
for 5 years and it was during my stewardship 
that the three major plants in the public sector 
were constructed—Bhilai steel plant with 
USSR's help, then the Rourkela steel plant 
with help from the Federal Republic of 
Germany and Durgapur steel plant with the 
help of the British. 

Now, it is not for me to enier into a full-
dress debate about the progress :>f these steel 
plants or to compare these three names. Bhilai 
Steel Plant, Durgapur Steel Plant and the 
Rourkela Steel Plant. Look at their 
performance. Look at the total production 
over a certain period and the ratio of the actual 
production to capacity and this arithmetic will 
convince even the hardest critic as to which of 
the three plants has the best performance. This 
is a complete answer. I do not want to 
compare because at one stage when I was the 
Steel Minister, somebody asked me "Which of 
the three plants do you think is the best"? My 
replay was, "They are like children to me and 
I have equal love for all the three and I want 
all the three to prosper". But the   later    
figures   will   indicate    what 
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the actual arithmetic is. By any comparison, the 
Bhilai Steel Plant certainly gave the best 
performance of the three steel plants. We want 
that the other two steel plants—Rourkela and 
Durga-pur—should also give us good perform-
ance. But it so happened that Bhilai did 
outshine the others in performance and in 
actual production and even in the economic 
turnover. Is it a matter of mere coincidence 
that out of all these public undertakings, Dr. 
Bhai Mahavir thought fit only to refer to those 
projects which have been established with 
U.S.S.R. collaboration? Is this the way to treat 
this hon. House in order to create an 
impression as if anything that goes up as a 
result of collaboration with the U.S.S.R. is 
necessarily something which is defective'? I 
would say that this is a completely wrong way 
of dealing with such a serious matter. I do not 
mind if he criticises us inside the country. He 
is perfectly at liberty to do so. • Once when I 
asked him as to why he was always negative, 
he said, "We are in the opposition and we do 
not want you to remain there." If this is the 
attitude, I do not mind. But I would humbly 
appeal to him and my other colleagues in the 
Opposition that we should adopt a different 
attitude when we are discussing international 
affairs because here it is not only the party that 
might be ruling suffers, but the country suffers 
and, therefore, while dealing with international 
affairs, whether they are political or economic, 
I would appeal to the hon. Members to follow 
the example of other responsible leaders of 
other parties. Even the leader of the Jan Sangh 
group has not thought it fit to remain present 
here although he said he would come. 

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE:    He said he 
would come. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: My point is 
that the Pandes and Dr. Bhai Mahavirs should 
also learn some lesson at any rate from other 
senior colleagues even in opposition because 
in such matters our love for the country and 
our patriotism should be the guiding factor 
and not a desire merely to raise a debate. 
Drain-inspecting is familiar. This is part and 
parcel of parliamentary life to drain-inspect. 
But it injures the national interest and I have 
no hesitation in saying that this type of 
selective and disconnected quotations from 
public documents does definitely distort our 
image in the international sphere. Therefore, I 
would very strongly urge that this temptation 
should be resisted and we should not indulge 
in this type of criticism. 

Sir, these are very basic matters and at this 
stage I would like to touch upon one point 
which was Taised by the distinguished Member 
of the Swatantra Party, Prof. Ruthnaswamy. 
What he-said was that the primary attention 
was to basic industries and the effects of this 
help were not available to the general people, 
to the average run of the people, to the 
agriculturists and the rural population. I would 
humbly request him to ponder over this thing. 
What are the requirements of an agriculturist 
today? I myself am an agriculturist. 1 do not 
know whether Prof. Ruthnaswamy was also a 
peasant or not. I was born in a small village; I 
was brought up in a peasant family. And I can 
tell you the basic requirements of a peasant 
today, whether he is in Punjab or Haryana or 
Andhra Pradesh ar Maharashtra or Tamil 
Nadu. His requirement is to modernise 
agriculture. His basic requirement is that he 
should get more fertilizer, he should have the 
benefit of the latest agricultural research, he 
should have the   benefit   of 
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pesticides, he should have the mechanical 
means like tractors, and he should have lift 
pumps. Can we produce all these basic 
materials unless we have got steel, unless we 
have got fertilizers, unless we have got 
electricity to run the pumps? So, in a sense the 
economy is so complicated or so 
interdependent that any basic advance in the 
rural sector or in the consumer sector is not 
possible today unless we give attention to the 
basic requirements. 

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY (Tamil 
Nadu): What about the cottage and rural 
industries'? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: Even in 
cottage industries, what do we require? We 
require machine tools, we require small 
machines, we require electric power, and we 
require metals — ferrous and non-ferrous. 
And the list that I read out shows that 
attention is going to be given to the 
production of these, even to expand 
production of these things. I would like to say 
that this conflict between the consumer in-
dustry and the heavy industry is a slogan 
about which we should be very, very careful 
in a developing society. The highly 
industralised countries will always continue to 
din in our ears that we should sleep over the 
basic industry and we should concentrate on 
consumer industries. The inexorable lesson of 
history is that we cannot have worthwhile 
consumer industries unless we give attention 
to the basic industries. In fact, one flows from 
the other. Now I am not adumbrating the 
general economic policy. But these rire the 
features which should be quite clear to every 
hon. Member of this House. They are quite 
clear to me because I have had the good 
fortune under the control    of   this    House    
to 

handle several economic Ministries. So, for 
this reason, it is very necessary to give 
attention to these basic industries— metals, 
machines, power, fertilizers and chemical 
industries. Without these, any talk of worth-
while consumer industry is certainly not 
feasible. And we should also remember that 
ours is not a country with small population. 
We have the responsibility to serve more than 
550 million people. Can we serve them with 
their normal requirements of steel ? An 
agriculturist does require a piece of steel in 
every plough that he uses. He does require 
steel when he instals his electric pump. He 
does require electric power to energize that 
pump. He does require oil if the electricity is 
not there to run the pump. So, these are the 
things about which we are  seeking 
collaboration. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI: The hon. 
Minister has put the case very well and very 
convincingly. But there is one clarification 
which I would like to have from him. In all 
these industries and other matters, the Russian 
experts are invited and they will come. Have 
you made sure that the financial or other 
control of these industries would not be 
interfered with by the Russians? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: This is a very 
valid point. And I would like to say, based on 
my own experience, that we not only make 
ample provision for this but we are also very, 
very jealous to safeguard our right to control 
the finances and the management. I would like 
to cite only one example. When I was the Steel 
Minister, for the Bhilai Plant, a very 
distinguished steel engineer of very 
outstanding stature was deputed by the Soviet 
Union to head the Soviet Team. He is so well-
known and so outstanding in his own country 
that today he is the Vice-Prime- 
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USSR—Mr. Dimshitz. In his very first 
meeting with me, he asked me as to what the 
organisation was going to be. I told him that 1 
would benefit by his advice and would do 
whatever he suggested. Tt is very interesting, 
he said that he did not want to- be involved in 
any administrative or financial matters which 
were entirely our own concern. He said that 
his function was to give us good adequate 
technical advice which would enable us to 
complete the construction. He stated that so 
far as administrative, financial and other 
matters were concerned we must have a top 
man who is an Indian and who would be 
answerable to us. He did not want to be 
involved in this. 1 have quoted only one 
example. In every case we are careful to 
ensure this aspect. 

Well, we may have many shortcomings. 
But, I have a great pride or faith in the 
capacity of our technocrats, engineers, 
scientists, metallurgists, electrical engineers, 
who handle even the most complicated of 
these projects. It is mainly on account of the 
devoted and very able help that we get by our 
own engineers that we have been able to esta-
blish so many industries. 

Sir, I would like to end this by giving you 
briefly some points from the agreements 
signed between . India and Czechoslovakia, 
because that was also a matter which was of 
considerable importance. The economic 
collaboration agreement concluded during Dr. 
Husak's visit will have the following direct re-
sults to assist India in attaining self-reliance 
in our economic development. Our trade turn-
over which stands at Rs. 80 crores this year is 
likely to increase to Rs. 150 crores in 1974. 
The latest Czech credit to us of Rs. 80 crores 
has been given, as the House knows, 

! on terms which are more favourable than 
those of the previous Czechoslovak credits. 
Czechoslovakia has undertaken to strengthen 
our industrial base, especially in the field of 
power generation, electrification ot Railways, 
fertilizer production and engineering. We 
have been able to discuss with the 
Czechoslovak leaders the possibility of their 
supplying us certain specific items of special 
interest to us currently. These include, as in 
the case of the Soviet Union, items like 
newsprint, special alloys and steel, fertilizers, 
special pipes meant for drilling, etc. 

Sir, before I pass on to the next subject, I 
would like to say that this criticism that 
because it is a balanced trade and a barter 
trade and so there is some catch in it, requires 
some clarification. Otherwise, it will cause 
confusion in the country. Now, it is an 
amazing argument. The obvious stage in the 
development of our economy is such that we 
can no longer be content only by the export of 
so-called traditional items like tea, jute or 
textiles or iron-ore or manganese. We have to 
move from this traditional ambit of our 
exports to the exports of engineering goods, to 
those goods that are produced as a result of 
our new industry. We are prepared in India to 
enter into such arrangements with any 
country, whether it is the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Japan, Britain, France or the United 
States of America, in fact with any country 
which is prepared to open up its economy to 
our industrial goods, whether they are 
components or whether they are finished 
industrial goods. Now, how can you force any 
country, whether :t is the Soviet Union or 
Britain or , France to accept any components 
from us unless they fit into their own machi-
nes. So, it is quite obvious that if we are 
desirous of expanding the base and 
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ambit of our exports—we want that this 
should be spread into industrial goods— we 
must know the requirements of other countries 
in order to be able to sell those goods. And it 
is here that with the agreement the two sides 
will remain in touch with each situation the 
planning field and in other fields. To know it 
L precisely, it is the field in which we can 
step up our production which will be 
acceptable to both. This is a quite straight-
forward thing. Nothing secret about it and it 
is rather surprising that anything fishy should 
be read into it. 

Then the usual warning of prophets of 
doom and despair, what will happen if the 
things go wrong? I am proceeding on the 
basis that we will see that the things do not 
go wrong. It is one of our jobs to see that we 
proceed correctly. Of course, may be that 
things can go wrong and they are able to build 
up arguments and then say we have told you 
what will happen. No country can form its 
opinion on the basis of 'things will go wrong'. 
It is the function of the Government and the 
administration to keep their eyes open and 
see that things do not go wrong and. 
therefore, to base a policy on such fear and 
on such suspicion is totally wrong and without 
any justification whatsoever. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, I know that I must 
finish within the next few minutes. Therefore, 
I quickly say a few words more about our 
neighbours. I did touch upon this matter in 
my opening remarks as to the policy we have 
been pursuing over the years, a consistent 
policy of befriending our neighbours and I 
can claim that we have succeeded reasonably 
well in our efforts in this direction. Look at 
our present relations with Bangladesh—
political and economic. >- Look at the 
relations between India and Burma. We are 
quietly discussing rather the sensitive matters 
like demarcation of 

the boundary. The world does not know about 
it. We are bilaterally trying to resolve. There 
have been exchange of delegations between 
Burma and India to strengthen the economic 
content of our relationship. I myself led such a 
delegation some time back. There have been 
exchange of ministerial delegations in which 
there were several experts from Burma's side, 
who spent two weeks in our country. Take our 
relations with our northern neighbours, Bhutan 
and Nepal. We have got excellent relations, 
both in the economic and political fields. Take 
our relations with Sri Lanka. Notwithstanding 
the discondant voices that are raised from time 
to time, it is a fact that we have entered into an 
agreement which settles the future of a number 
of persons of Indian origin. Some will get Sri 
Lanka citizenship, others we have agreed to 
take back according to the agreed phased pro-
gramme. These are the bilateral discussions. 
Take our relations with Afghanistan. We 
welcome that Afghanistan in their best 
judgment have decided now to function as the 
Republic ol Afghanistan. We welcome these 
changes because it is their own concern. We 
have excellent relations with Afghanistan. One 
of their very senior leaders came to India. I 
myself paid a visit to Kabul only a couple of 
months back and I was greatly satisfied with the 
determination of the new Government of 
Afghanistan to strengthen their sovereignty, 
their independence and to improve the 
economic lot of the people in Afghanistan. 
There is such a complete understanding 
between us and Afghanistan on all matters. 

I want that our relations with other 
neighbours should also be good and this is the 
policy we have been consistently pursuing.    I 
have already touched upon 
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OUT relations and our efforts to normalise 
relations with Pakistan, with China. We have 
every time expressed our desire to improve 
relations. Well, we have not got 'Kissingers' 
in India and you will have to be content with 
what 1 am because I have to look after the 
relationship but I would like to assure you 
that this is a matter perhaps in which some 
reciprocity is necessary. Now about Mr. 
Kissinger's visit, he is a good friend of mine, I 
like some of his unorthodox methods but let 
us not forget —as I reminded Shri Goray 
because he raised this matter on an earlier 
occasion also—that it will be wrong to 
imagine that any great magic was done by 
Dr. Kissinger's hope from Pakistan to Peking 
when he undertook his first visit. That was 
preceded by long years of quiet diplomacy 
between the two countries. We are perhaps 
less quiet because we have got near normal 
relations because we have got embassies of 
both countries functioning in Peking and in 
Delhi. We have contracts in other capitals 
also. So we do not dramatise our relations 
with China. Only if both countries show 
reciprocity can relations improve and we 
shall not hesitate to take advantage of the 
possibility of improving relations but any 
over-anxiety or just repeating it ad nauseum I 
am sure will not advance the objective which 
might be before some of the hon. Members. 

Having said this J would like to reiterate 
our clear policy on West Asia because that 
was again a matter which was touched upon 
in rather a circuitous manner by some of the 
critics. This is an area of conflict and we have 
taken a consistent stand. I want to make sure 
that the strength of our stand is not whittled 
down by these discordant voices and   1 
would   therefore like to 

reiterate our clear position in this respect. As I 
have already said on two occasions, there are 
in the West Asia situation some hopeful 
trends. There is a cease fire; at the present 
moment it is there although at times it appears 
very precarious. On the wider issues of 
durable peace, negotiations have been taking 
place, in various capitals. There are some hints 
or suggestions that peace talks might 
commence shortly. Towards the end of 
November, there was an Arab Heads of States 
and Governments meeting in Algiers, with a 
view to co-ordinating Arab action towards the 
just settlement of the West Asia problem. We 
have been kept in close and constant touch 
with the situation and our Arab friends have 
been in constant consultation with us, both in 
the United Nations and elsewhere, in our 
capital and in the Arab capitals. We are glad 
that besides strong diplomatic support we 
were able to offer some material support to 
them, and we were able to send some supplies, 
medicines and doctors, etc. both to Egypt and 
to Syria. 

The military might of Israel, and then 
temporary successes in 1948, 1956 and 1967 
resulted in the long-term considerations of 
statesmanship being forgotten. We are sorry 
that after each conflict in the Middle East, in 
the ensuing negotiations, expediency and the 
desire to acquire more real estate over-
shadowed the considerations of justice, equity, 
peace and stability. The result has been a con-
tinuing crisis and a continuing tragedy not 
only for West Asia but for the entire civilized 
world. 

The arrogance of Israel and the support she 
has received from her mighty friends, the 
House is aware, had driven the Palestinians to 
measures of desperation. Mr. Abraham had 
rightly drawn attention to the miserable 
condition of 
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the Palestinians who have been expelled from 
their homeland in a manner unprecedented in 
history. Our views on this matter can leave no 
room for doubt. The rights of the Palestinians 
must be Testored and their homeland assured 
to them. Our attitude towards this situation in 
this conflict is based on firm and unalterable 
principles. These are principles not only of 
equity and justice and steadfast friendship and 
solidarity but also principles of international 
law and behaviour. I can do no better than 
quote what the Prime Minister has said *on 
this subject.    I quote: 

"Our sympathies for the Arabs are for two 
reasons.   First, they are our centuries old    
friends and    secondly their territories have 
been    occupied following the Israeli 
aggression.    We have certain principles and 
the whole world knows India has never 
compromised   on    principles.    Our relations 
with the Arabs are centuries old and these ties 
are not frivolous bonds   of friendship.   They 
are  old  and  solid, We have always stood for 
the vacation of territories occupied by 
aggression, irrespective of the countries 
involve." I would like to add one more 
thought. We are indeed anxious that peace    
and stability in West Asia are ensured.   We 
are anxious that recourse to the conference 
table, rather than arbitrament    of weapons, 
should    succeed    there.    Our commitment 
to   justice is    there.    Our support for the 
Arabs is well known. To Israel we must sound 
a note of caution. Israel should draw the 
lessons of   history and should see the writing 
on the wall.     Already   in  the  last few weeks 
Israel has become more and more isolated in    
Asia and in   Africa, also    in Europe.   Look 
at the joint statement issued by the Ministers 
of the European community.   Look at the last 
statement issued by Japan.    Look at the 
several 

African countries which have broken off 
diplomatic relations with Israel. This process 
can go very much further and it will not be in 
the interests of Israel herself to force the non-
aligned countries into taking further steps to 
ensure justice and peace for the entire region. 
We must and we shall do all we can to ensure 
that peace with honour is restored to the West 
Asian region. 

Sir, now I will say a few words, before I  close,  
about  our relations  with the United   States    
of    America.   The House may recall that, a   
little over   a year ago, on 30th November  
1972,    I stated in the Rajya Sabha that we 
would do everything in our power to normalise 
and strengthen our   relations with   the United 
States on   the   basis of equality, reciprocity 
and mutual respect.    I    am glad to be able to 
say that in the post-1971 period both India and 
the United States have made conscious and 
deliberate efforts to ensure that    our mutual 
relations   improve.    I   was able in the month  
of  October to have discussions with   the   new   
Secretary   of State,   Dr. Henry Kissinger    in   
Washington.    We have also noted that in his 
testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee in September, 1973 Dr. Kissinger 
recognised India's role as of special importance 
in the developing world whose growth and 
stability is essential to peace and stability in 
South Asia.   In this connection, it is pertinent 
to point out that negotiations on settlement of 
the question of PL-480 funds are making satis-
factory progress and we hope that this question 
would soon be resolved to the mutual 
satisfaction of   the    two   sides. Our 
assessment is that Indo-US relations have 
entered a phase where a constructive, co-
operative and mature relationship can be built   
up between  the   two countries.   On two 
recent occasions we have reiterated that 
durable peace    in 
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this region continues to be the prime objective 
of our policy, not on in the subcontinent, not 
only with Pakistan, but peace generally in this 
region. We are gratified to note that our 
American friends have a better appreciation 
or this policy, including the fact that supply 
of arms to Pakistan, whether directly or 
indirectly, can be a major element impeding 
the process of normalisation. It is our earnest 
hope that, keeping in view the steady 
improvement in the situation in the sub-
continent, the U.S. Government will take all 
steps to help the process and not take 
measures which adversely affect it. 

Sir, I would now very briefly say 
something about Iran. I would like to give the 
information about our relationship with Iran. 
1 am happy to be able to say that the Foreign 
Minister of Iran, Dr. Abbas Ali Khalatbary, 
will be with us next week. The House will re-
call that I had paid a visit to Iran in July. This 
should indicate how sustained and continuing 
the dialogue between Iran and India has all 
along been. Both Governments believe that 
there should be a close and continuing 
dialogue between us. The political, economic, 
cultural and other relations between India and 
Iran have been growing satisfactorily. We 
shall in the very near future be holding 
another meeting of the Joint Economic 
Commission in which economic and industrial 
collaboration will be reviewed and new 
projects discussed. We consider Iran a 
neighbour and heir to a common historical, 
linguistic and cultural heritage. At times some 
doubts have been expressed either on Iranian 
motivations towards us or our attitude 
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towards them. I am glad to be able to say that 
despite such insinuations both countries have 
not allowed their bilateral relations to be 
affected. Both Iran and India subscribe to the 
policy of creating a Zone of Peace in the 
Indian Ocean free from great Power presence 
and rivalries. In this context of peaceful co-
operation, we, shall, on our side, do everything 
to strengthen our ties with Iran. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, within the short 
time at my disposal I have tried to-touch upon 
some important aspects of our foreign policy 
and I have tried to meet some of the points that 
have been raised. I hope that the policy which 
we are pursuing will receive the support of the 
entire House. 

MR.     DEPUTY     CHAIRMAN:    I 
shall now put the amendment of Mr. Mathur 
to vote.   The question is: 

"That at the end of the Motion, the following 
be added, namely :— 

'and having considered the same, this 
House is of the opinion that the objective of 
our foreign policy must be to make India a 
super power in her own right by achieving 
economic and military self-reliance'" 

The motion was negatived. 

Mk. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:      The House 
stands adjourned till 11 A.M. tomorrow. 

The House then adjourned at 
eight minutes past six of the clock 
till eleven of the clock on Friday, the 
7th December, 1973. 


