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unfortunately, he is very uneducated in the
social aspect of housing. He is now living
in a world of the 19th century and he still
thinks that houses are built by rich men and
the poor live in them. Unfortuately the
situation to-day is reverse. Rich men are
building houses, but only rich men live
in them,

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI : Trespassers
also can be given concession ? How can
trespassers be given any concession ?

SHRI I, K. GUJRAL : I will come to
that, Therefore, in to-day’s context, we
have evolved a policy of ceiling on urban
property, and Rent Countrol Acts are neces-
sary, to control in the social interest the
activity of houasing and housing construction
so that those sections of the society for
which he is crying also get houses. (Interrup-
tion). He was in the beginning making the
point that by bringing a ceiling on urban
property or by bringing Rent Control Acts,
social housing might be affected Let him
understand that we are concerned that too
many affluent houses have been built and
these affluent houses are not meant for
those whom he wants to help. I would
like to know how many houses have been
built in the interest of the labour, 1 would
like to know how many houses have been
built for the slum dwellers in Calcutta,
Bombay and Delhi. I would like to know
how much investment has been made
individually by those people who can afford
to make investments so that the middle
income people, the clerk in the office or the
man in the mill can get houses, You will
find that almost no investment has been
made. That is why this policy of ceiling
of urban property has been brought. That
is why we have come to the conclusion that
some sort of social control is needed. That
is why we feel that if middle income
housing or low income housing or the
janta housing is to be done, the Government
is the only authority or the medium through
which it can be donme. That is why this
policy has been evolved. 1 can assure him
that we are deeply concerned over the lot
of those who are forced to live in jhuggis
and jhonpris, and we are deeply concerned
over the lot of those who have occupied
governmental laad under difficult social
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circumstances. That js why our entire

emphasis is on the housing policy.

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAG! : How can
trespassers be given concession ?  There
should be no irespasses.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN The
question is :

“That the Bill be passed.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : We will
be discussing the Indo-Soviet Treaty in the
afternoon. There are a large number of
Members who would like o participate in
this debate. So I think we have to adjourn
only till 2 p.m,

The House stands adjourned till 2 p. M.

The House adjourned for
lunch at six minutes past one of
the clock,

The House reassembled after lunch at
two of the clock, Mr. Deputy CHAIRMAN
in the Chair.

MOTION RE TREATY OF PEACE,
FRIENDSHIP AND CO-OPERATION
BETWEEN THE REPUBLIC OF
INDIA AND THE UNION OF

SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

‘THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI
JAGJIVAN RAM) : Sir, I beg to move :

“That the statement made in the
Rajya Sabha on the 9th August, 1971,
regarding the Treaty of Peace, Friend-
ship and Co-operation between the
Republic of India and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, be taken into
consideration.”

Sir, at this stage, I do not propose to
make any speech. After hearing the hon.
Members, I shall make such remarks as may
be necessary.

The question was proposed.

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra) :
Sir, 1 beg to move :

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

‘with particular reference to its
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effect on the security of the Indian
Ocean and the development of nuclear

LAY}

devices’.

The question was proposed.

THE LEADER OF OPPOSITION
(SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY) : Mr.
Deputy Chairinan, this Treaty is with us
for some time. It has generated many
reactions both in India and abroad. We
have been witnessing both surprise and
shock in certain quarters and agony and
ecstacy in certain other quarters. Some
of our friends have exaggerated the impor-
tance of this treaty and some others have
tried to soft-pedal it, Some seem to think
that this Treaty provides a milky way
for our foreign policy and will be able to
create, new Eysian Island which may
provide a new vista for our foreign policy.
Many expressions have been wused, Sir,
and you are aware of them. Some have
called it a mile stonc, some have called it a
landmark and some others have said that it
is the crowning achievement of our foreign
policy. But, in some quarlers, some skepti-
cism and doubt have also been expressed
and they have been posing the question
whether it is only a Treaty of Peace, Friend-
ship and Co-operation and nothing else, or
whether il affects our ethos and e/an of our
forcign policy 1 do not want to read too
much into the Treaty nor too little cither.
But { take the official version, the words

expressed by the official spokesman the
other day.
Sir, he has said, in effect, that the

Treaty has not brought about anything new
nor has it brought any:hing novel It is just
a formal consolidation of our relations with
the Soviet Union. But Mr. Gromyko does
not agree with this analysis. In his state-
men(, he has said it is a very important
landmark. Sir, if I go through the various
Articles of the Treaty, I find many platitu-
dinous references to ideals, There is a
reference to the end of colonialism and
racialism ; there is a reference to the conso-
lidation of universal peace and security ;
and there is a promise to work for general
and complete disarmament. The Treaty also
deals with such matters like trade, transport,
communications, etc.

Sir, when we take all these things into
our mind, we are inclined to feel anybody
can sign these things. The USA can sign
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this Treaty ; Germany can do it : and
France can do it. These are all pious
expressions which we all cherish, which we
all want. But I would like to ask : Is it so
simple a Treaty as this ? Is it just the
culmination of the negotiations which were
conducted for nearly two years ? Is it just
a formalisation of our relations with the
Soviet Union ? Il 1. is so formal and so
simple. Sir, T ask whether this Treaty was at
all necessary. We had good relations with
that Soviet Umon and we do have very
cordial relations with the country and it is
not necessary to say to the world that we
do require, th..: we do want peace, friend-
ship and co-operation with the Soviet
people and their Government for twenty
years, We have buiit many bridges of under-
standing between this count-y and the Soviet
Union. Therefore, Sir, naturally one asks
whether the view of the spokesman of
the External Affairs Ministry reflects
the corrcet appraisal of this Treaty. Sir,
I really want to look at this Treaty not
in this way. It seems to me that this
Treaty is an instrument of Real politic,
It is a very important diplomatic event
which enables to answer a call of certain
overriding coimpulsions., The relevence, the
utility and the ecfficacy of this (reaty lic in
the fact whether this treaty, with its various
clauses, meets these imperatives, or geo-
political compulsions, or the present crisis
that is enveloping this sub-continent. And
this treaty has got to be judged and under-
stood in two parts. What are the effects of
the treaty immediately 7 And what are the
implications of the treaty and what are the
consequences, in the long run ?

Talking about short-term period, 1
would srate what are the elements which
have impelled the Government of India and
the Soviet Unioa to sign this treaty, what
are the basic clements of the national situa-
tion and what 1is the nature of the crisis.
Sir, whatever may be the explanation of the
spokesman of the Government of India
about the impoitance of the treaty, I take
it that this treaty has been signed to answer
certain demands and to meet the challenges
that have devcloped and to contain certain
threats that are operating in the Indian sub-
continent. . .

What are those trends? What is
this situation ? There may be wvarious
elements in the situation But, broadly

speaking, the present sitqa;ion ¢an pe
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related to four elements. Firstly, for
some time past there has been a deteriora-
tion of Indo-Pakistan relationship over
Bangla Desh issue and the refugess. Second-
1y, there has been deterioration in the rela-
tionship between India and the U.S. A,
The U. S. A. has been helping Pakistan in a
numbar ways, both militarily and economi-
cally. The continued shipment of military
hardware to Pakistan has cieated a situation
which has driven a large number of pecople
from Bangla Desh to India as refugecs. Thirdly,
Sir, there is the gravitation of China towards
Pakistan's military regime. And the fourth
factor—this is the factor emanating from all
these three factors—is that there is general
disturbance of balance of power in the sub-
continent as a result of understanding Dbet-
ween Islamabad, Peking and Washington.

The question therefore, really is whether
the treaty that has been signed will meet
this present situation, whether the treaty will
bring about ultimately or immediately a solu-
tion to the basic problems confronting Iadia.
. . . or whether the treaty will bring about a
new element to the tension already preva-
lent here. In other words, will it add to the
tension or will it only eliminate the tension ?
This is the basic question which is facing
us.

Sir, I am not sure whether the ftreaty
will be able to induce second thoughts in
the mind of the United States of America.
I do not know whether this treaty will
prevent the United States from involving
itself more decply with Iakistani affairs. 1
am not sure, Sir, whether the treaty will
deter the United States from supplying more
arms and equipment to Pakistan. Also I am
not sure whether the treaty is going to deter
China from moving fast into the aifairs of
this sub-continent. I am not either sure
whether this frcaty will not give a further
spurt to Chira to increase its activities.
Lastly, Sir, I do not know—I want an an-
swer from Government—what their assess-

ment of this is, whether this treaty will &

deter Pakistan from launching a military
adventure against India, it may prevent
Pakistan for the time being from going
headlong to attach us ; but after some time
it may not ; it may even encourage Pakis-
tan in a way, supported by the United
States and China to launch at attack against
us. The point is, whether this treaty will
encourage or discourage Pakistan in the
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matter of coming into conflict directly with
India.

1 am raising these issues because 1 think
that the Government must have already
made an assessment of the situation and the
Government must have come to certain
broad conclusions. If these things are not
achieved, in my view, the treaty is un-
necessary ; the relevance, the efficacy, the
utility and the raison d’eter of this treaty
will be knocked out.

Sir, the treaty may achieve partially all
these things or may not achieve partially
all these tlungs. But the greatcst challenge,
according to me, which warranted this
treaty is the challenge of Bangla Desh. How
will this treaty be able to help to create
conditions to help Bangla Desh to be free
in the immediate future ? Doubts have been
expressed in certain quarters already—1 may
not share those doubts. Neverthelcss, doubts
persist that this treaty, instead of helping
the people of Bangla Desh to establish their
freedom, may restrain India from positively
helping the people of Bangla Desh to libe-
rate themselves from the West Pakistan
regime. 1 do not know whether the objective
of the Soviet Un.on and the objective of the
United States converge on this. I wouldtlike
the Minister to answer this point, whe her
it is a fact that the main objective of the
Soviet Union and the United States is the
same, that is, to prevent war and to
contain the conflict to Bangla Desh and
to see that there is no enlargement of
the conflict between India and Pakistan.
Does it mean by implication that the
the Bangla Desh people have got to fight
their own battles, whether any assistance
will be forthcoming as a result of the Treaty
and whether the Soviet Union has commit-
ted itself to the task of helping the Bangla
Desh refugees to go back to Bangla Desh
and to bring about political settlement by
which Bangla Desh may become independent
and sovereign 7

There is already a gossip in the corridor
of power in Delhi that the Treaty has vir-
tually brought to an end the question of
recognition of Bangla Desh or at least it has
postponed the question of recognition of
Bzngla Desh indefinitely to the [uture It is
said, the Soviet Union does not want any
precipitation and it thinks that the recogni-
tion of Bangla Desh has got military impli-
cations and, therefore, Bangla Desh shoyld
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not be recognised o1 the 1ssue should be
postponed 1 1s even said, 1t 1s better to
averd war with  Pakistan than to help the
liberation movement n Bangla Desh

If this 1s one of the canscquences
emanating from the Treaty, I am afraid, 1ts
efficacy, s utility and its justafication 1s
gone and theie 1s no case left at all for
signing tlus Treaty. Sir, my doubt has been
confirmed by the Jomnt Statement i1ssued
recently by the Government of India and the
Soviet Union and a reference has been made
to the Joint Statement by various papers
Editorials have been written on this My
friend, the hon Minister, must be aware of
this It s <aid in the Statement that the two
Goveinments are interested to bring about
condittons which may help the entire popu-
latton of Pakistan A reference has been
made to the people of Pakistan and a refe-
rence i1s further made only to Fast Bengal.
They do not name 1t as Bangla Desh Very
soon after this Treaty s signed, before the
ink 1s dried, the Joint Statement says that
they are only interested i a settlement
which enables the people of Pakistan to live
mm peace This 1s the mmplication of the
Joint Statement My question 1s, if this is
the kind of approach and attitude on behalf
of the Government of India or the Soviet
Union, where was the need for this Treaty
at all, what was the urgency > What was the
imperative ? Therefore, 1t confirms by
doubt, Sir, that the Soviet Umon through
the means of this Treaty ts bringing prcssure
on India, debarring 1t from takiag any bold
course of action to help the liberation move-
ment 1n Bangla Desh

Sir, the 1mmediate test of the Treaty
lies in this whether the Soviet Union and
India will be able to he'p Bangla Desh to
liberate 1tself from West Pakistan, whether
conditions will be created there to enable the
refugees to go back and settle there And
the test 1s whether these two powers will be
able to see that a democratic government
functions 1n Bangla Desh The test 1s whe-
ther these two powers will very soon Tecog-
nise Bangla Desh Sir, in the joint State-
ment 1efeience has been made to the 7-point
proposal of the Provisional Governiment of
South Vietnam

When such a reference has been made I
do not know why no reference specifically
has been made to the independence or free-
dom of Bangla Desh and the struggle going
on there , and about the tital of 1ts leader,
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Mr Mupbur Rehman nothing has been
said Therefore, Sir, this confirms my doubt
that this Treaty may bec used to restrain
India from taking good, healthy, construc-

five, positive step 1n the matter of Bangla
Desh

From the long-term point of view the
I'reaty has got some implications The
Theaty seems to have the potentiality of
consolidating the influence of the Soviet
Union 1 India 1 would like the Minis-
ter to assure me whether 1t 1s so or it 1s not
so It has thr danger of landing us in
future .n what I would call bloc politics
which we have avoirded scrupulously all
these years It was Jawaharlal Nehru who
stood firm agamst bloc politics and poliucs
of alignment  He condemned the CENTO,
he condemned the SEATO and he condem-
ned all Treaties which smacked of military
odour, but I am afraid that this Treaty has
this kind of danger of landing us 1n bloc
politics and 1t may take the form of a
security pact. They have of course demed
that this 1s a security pact or a defence pact
but 1n spite of their denial I say there are
military overtones n 1t, there are military
imphcations i this Treaty And if the
Treaty 1s not worked well, properly, care-
fully, 1t may take the nalure of a security
pact and involve us 1n various commitments
which are not our mtention at all and at the
same time 1t reduces our options. 1 would
Iike the Minister to tell us whether they
have made any assessment of the long-term
implications of this Treaty and 1ts 1mpact
on our foreign policy.

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN :
conclude now

Please

SHRI M 5 GURUPADASWAMY I
am concludimg  The Treaty recotds its res-
pect for non-alignment but 1s 1t really con-
tended that non-alignment has not been
abandoned ? Is 1t the real view of the
Government that we have not terminated
the policy of non-alignment ? Have we not,
I think, given a sort of death warrant to
non-alignment *  Will that not happen
the long run ? 1 would like to be assured
whether the non-alignment policy will be
pursued. I know, Sir, any policy that we
pursue should safeguard the basic interests
of the nation [he most umportant con-

| sideration 1s o it basic nteiests, at the same

time we should also 1emember the pievioys
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basic position taken by our Government

in their foreign policy. Without com-
promising on basic  principles we
should have a policy which protects

our interests and safeguards our goods . 1
should like to know whether this Treaty
will not land u» into trouble, whether 1t will
hot consolidate the Soviet power 1n our sub-
continent, whether it gives the same kind
of leverage to India to mfluence the Soviet
policy, whether 1t will not expose the Indian
Ocean 1o their influence, whether we will be
able, in turn, to influence them in the
matter of the maps, in the matter of propa-
ganda, 1in the matter of various slants that
they have becn giving from time to time
agamnst our leaders, against the speeches of
many important pcople herc.

In the end, I say that 1 hdve rdised and
posed these questions, so that if an assess-
ment has alrcady been made thc Minister
may tcll us about its implications, Perhaps
he may not be able to tell us . .

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA (Nomuinated)
He 1s a very competent Minister.

SHRI M. 8. GURUPADASWAMY I
will plead with him that an assessment of
the short-term and long term implications
of the Tieaty has to be made. The test of
the Ticaty is 1n 1ts working and i its perfor-
mance. I have raised doubts and suspicions
about the working of the Treaty Of course
in course of time the imphlcations of the
Treaty will be known, the attitude of the
Governmenrt will be known and we will also
know whether this Treaty will be an ans-
wer to the present situation, whether 1t will
provide an effective remedy to the present
crisis, whether through the instrumentality
of the Treaty we will be able to give relief
to the freedom fighting people 1n Bangla
Desh Let me tell you that without the
freedom of Bangla Desh the Treaty would
be a dead letter The Treaty will be hike
the Locarno Pact which was signed, but for-
gotten as soon as it was signed.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I have a
long list of Members and I would appeal to
hon Members to restrict their observations
to Lifteen muutes cach.
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!

India and U. S §. K. 72

SHR! PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh)
Before we proceed, I would Itke to seek one
small clarification from the hon. Mimster.
I would like to know whether there are any
secret terms attached to this Treaty. (Inter-
ruptions). Wait please  Let me complete.
I would not insist on knowing those secret
terms, but I want to know whether there
are any such secret terms attached to this
Treaty, with regard to the ways of imple-
menting the several clauses of the Treaty
1 want to know whether there are any secret
terms also

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Ben-
gal) : Some materials should have been
made avauable to the reaction of the¢ world
press We had a system of publishing datly
the world press review by the Mimster of
External Affairs Now. if these malcrials
were available, we could have easily studied
them, but I can tell you that in the Minis-
try of External Affairs some officials arc
seeing to 1t that we do not get any material,
For the last scveral months 1 have been try-
ing to get this service, sent to us and sent
to some other people also. [ talked to the
Minister, Sardar Swaran Singh, and Deputy
Minister, Mr Surendra Pal Singh, and
others. They have given orders, but some-
how or other I can tell you that the Minis-
try, some officials, do not give this to us.
T raise it as a point of privilege. They used
to circulate 1t to us during the days of
Jawaharlal Neiiru, but suddenly 1t was
stopped in a precipitous manner and des-
pite my request we are not being supplied
with such things, I want to know from the
Chair whether the Chair could give us any
protection in such matter.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Let me
hear the hon. Mimster.

SHR1 BHUPESH GUPTA : The official
responsible should be punished Mr. Suren-
dra Pal Smngh has passed orders. It 1s an
official who 1s stopping the supply of these
materials to us. They were being supplied
to us previously

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS/
fadar AT d Iq-7+5 1
«SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH) : It s
a fact thal Shri Bhupesh Gupta spoke to
me aboul this matter, about the publications
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of our External Affairs Publicity Depart-
ment. I have given instructions to our
officers to give the publications, a0t only
individually to him, but to all the hon.
Members. I am sorry if any delay has
taken place. 1 will look into it and see
that t ese are delivered to him as early as
possible.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : He has
given an assurance that it will be done.

SHR1 BHUPESH GUPTA : You may
get the impression that it will be done, but
the matter has been hanging fire for two or
three years [ do not blame Mr. Surendra
Pal Singh or Sardar Swaran Singh. It seems
that somc officials in the Secretariat do
no! show the elementary courtesy to us that
when the Minister passes orders, they will
not obey the order. The Minister has given
the order, but he should tell us who has
actually stopped it.  This matter should go
to the Chairman. [ request this matter
should be placed before him, I do not want
charity from them. We are leading Mem-
bers of this House, Other Members and
also various groups are entitled to get them.
We are getting it in Jawaharlal Nehru’s
time. Suddenly it was stopped. Then,
they said that it would be sent and orders
had been passed. Even then it has not
been supplied to us. Now, Sir, Mr.
Surendra Pal Singh should supply us the
name of the officer because I want to deal
with the officer. The bureaucracy think that
they can do whatever they like.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : [t is not
proper that bureacrats or officials should
stop supplying the necessary documents to
hon. Members . . . particularly when the
Minister has already passed an order that
such papers and documents, whatever they
are, should be made available to the hon.
Members, But apart from that, Mr
Surendra Pal Singh has already assured that
he will definitely look iato the matter. Mr.
Chagla.

SHRI PITAMBER DAS : What about

the information that I wanted ?

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : I was going
to inform the Members and the House that
there is no secret clause attached to this
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Treaty, for any purposes whatsoever. What-
ever is there, is open Treaty and all the

parts of the Treaty have been made
available to the Members. There is no
secret.

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA (Maharashtra) :
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, may | compli-
ment and congratulate the Prime Minister
and her Government on signing this Trealy ?
To my mind, it is a great act of statesman-
ship and a notable contribution to the
security of this country. Sir, vou know—
I am not given to praising peoplc in high
places but this praise is given with all the
sincerity that I possess.

Sir, [ was surprised at the assessment
of the Treaty by the hon. Leader of the
Opposition, He has omitted to consider
even the most imporiant clause in that
Treaty What was the situation before
this Treaty ? lLet us look at that. We were
almost alone, faced by Pakistan with the
alliance of China, and the duplicity ang
deception of the USA colluding with Paki-
stan in putting down Bangla Desh. We
could have taken on Pakistan on our own ;
we took her on in 1965 ; we could have
taken her on in 971 perhaps with better
results. But there was apprehension that
China might intervene. And therefore we
were faced with a serious crisis. At a time
like this, we are now assured, solemnly as-
sured, by the USSR that if there is aggres-
sion on this country by any country, China,
Pakistan or anybody else, Russia will come
and stand by our side. s it not an impor-
tant thing ? 1 am surprised that the Leader
of the Opposition does not even mention it,
he talks about various things. But he does
not look at the crux of the matter. Sir,
that is the crux of the matter

I look upon this Treaty not only as a
treaty of friendship but as a Treaty of
defence and a Treaty of security.

Sir, there is talk of non-alienment. 1If [
might say so, non-alignment has been a
sacred cow with the External Affairs Minis-
try for a long time. But the world moves
on. When Jawaharlalji enunciated the
famous doctrine, there was a confrontatior
between the two mighty powers, the US2
and the USSR. The alignment of powre
has changed and to wuse the expression o
my hon. friend. there arc different gec
political compulsions today m the worlc
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No foreign policy can be static, it must be
dynamic And if the concept ol non-
alignment has changed and if non-alignment
goes, 1 um not troubled. What I am con-
cerned with is the national interest of this
couniry and the security of this country.
But, Sir, non-alignment in a sense still re-
mains. We have not joined any bloc. There
is nothing in the Treaty to say that we will
join as such the American bloc or the Soviet
bloc. All that the Treaty says is that if we
are attacked Russia will stand by our side
and if Russia is attacked, we will stand by
its side. Therefore, essentially, it is a de-
fence treaty, it is not a treaty of aggression.
We do not want to commit aggression on
aay country. In her long history going
back to thousands of years, India can
proudly say that she has never committed
aggression on any couniry. And we do
not see a word ia this Treaty which suggests
any idea of aggression.

Now, Sir, I would like to say a word
about Bangla Desh, We have shown
solidarity with the U.S.SR and I think,
rightly, on the question of Vietnam, 1
wish there had been a similar reference in
the Communique to Russia’s solidarity with
us on the question of Bangla Desh.

Sir, 1 read a very mischievous report in
the Ncw York Times today. 1 am glad
the Prime Minister is here and I hopc she
will emphatically, unequivocally deny that
report. What the New York Times says
today is that it has got authoritative infor-
mation that the consideration for this
Treaty was that we should give up our
right to recognise Bangla Desh and Russia
will sign this Treaty and give us the nsces-
sary security. 1 am sure it is a vicious lie
and I hope the Prime Minister will authori-
tatively deny that any such thought was
even entertained, 1t is contrary to what
the Foreign Minister said in the other
House that our action as far as Bangla
Desh is concerned, is our own business,
We can take unilateral action on Bangla
Desh. I only hope and may 1 appeal to
the Prime Minister that if she recognises
Bangla Desh—and I have been asking for
it for a long time—it may be that Russia
may follow suit and jein us in recognising
that cousntry ?

Now, Sir, the lcarned hon'ble the Leader

of the Opposition said that Mr. Gromyko
n a statcment to the U.S.S.R. said that
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this Treaty was a landmark. He also said
—1I do not know where he gets from--that
we are trying to play down this Treaty.
This is not what I have gathered from the
statements of the Prime Minister, the
Foreign Minister or the Defence Minister.

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY :
1 had referred to the ofiicial spokesman.

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : I am not
concerned with any official spokesman. 1
am concerned with the Prime Minister. 1
am concerned with the Foreign Minister.
I am concerned with Defence Minister. They
have the right to speak for the country
and not some official spokesman who does
not know what he is talking about. We
know how the briefing is done even for the
Ministers, But as far as the Prime Minister
is concerned . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Mr.
Chagla, some of the official statements go
to him before they are given to the papers.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra
Pradesh) : That you also do, Mr, Bhupesh
Gupta.

SHRI M, C. CHAGLA: T have often
criticised the U.S.S.R. in this House parti-
cularly on Crechoslovakia. But, Sir, may
I say on this occasion that the U.S.S.R.
has proved to be a friend in need. and it is
only a friend in need who is a real friend.
Sir, Russia has realised the importance of
India in Asia.

May 1 say one thing more about
this Treaty which is apparent on the face
of it ? Russia was trying from our point
of view, perhaps rightly, to come closer to
Pakistan, She was even supplying arms to
Pakistan, She has now realised that with
the practical break-up of Pakistan, Pakistan
has become a third class power, that Pakis-
tan does not count in Asia. The only two
countries that count are India and China.
Russia realises the threat, the menace, the
danger of China. She realises the impor-
tance of India. India stands for democracy.
It stands for certain values and standards
which are still important to us, which we
still cherish, and I think it is a great event
in the histcry of our couniry that a pact
like this has been signed. As I said, now
we can face the world boldly. We can face
China boldly and far from inducing Pakistan
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to attack us, as the Leader of the Opposition

suggested, this is a very great deterrent.

Pakistan will know that she can only attack |
our country at her own peril. She knows

that Russia will be at our side and we will |
not be alone. It is a similar warning to
China. The Treaty tell China, ‘“Remember,
India will not be alone in resisting you.
You will be resisted by all the forces of
India and also the mighty force of the
USSR

Sir. once more may | compliment the
Ptime Minister on an act which, to my
mind, is one of the finest that she has done
during her Prime Ministetship.

She has given us a sense of security.
And what more does this country want
than a sense of security ? We cannot
nould our foreign policy all the time look-
ing behind to see whether China will attack
t¢, We can now have our foreign policy
as a truly independent country, knowing
that if any country commits aggression on
us, Russia will stand by our side. Thank
you,

SHRT BIPINPAL DAS (Assam) : Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir, while welcoming
whole heartedly the Treaty signed between
India and the USSR, I take this opportunity
to congratulate the Government for the
same. It is the most significant event in
the history of our foreign policy and, in
my opinion, it has usheted in a new era
in which this great country of ours is destin-
ed to play a much more effective role in the
affairs of the world. In fact, this Treaty
has not come about all of a sudden. For
over long years, our relations with the
Soviet Union have been developing in the
direction of increasingly closer friendship
and greater intimacy, based on deep regard
for mutual interests and a commonality of
outlook on major international questions.
Nobody can deny that the Soviet Union
has proved to be our best friend all these
years and stood by us not only on the
issues of Kashmir and Goa, but also in
our conflicts with China and Pakistan. And
how can we forget their assistance in the
field of industrial development as well as
in the matter of developing our self-reliance
so far as defence equipments are concerned ?
This Treaty, therefore, is the natural cul-
mination of such a long process of growing
friendship that has stood the test of time
and our Government has done the most

(14 AUGUST 1971]
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correct thing by giving legal and juridical
hasis to what we have nourished so long
and found to be of great benefit to our
country.

Sir, T am particularly happy about this
Treaty because while speaking in the debate
on the issue of Bangla Desh on the 3lst
July Iast, T strorgly pleaded for such closer
and more intimate friendship with the
Soviet Union. Not only with the Soviet
Union, [ also pleaded for such relations
with Japan  The hon. Foreign Minister
has assured us that this Treaty will provide
a pattern for similar treaties with other
countrics in our neighbourhood. 1 hope
that serious efforts will be made to build up
closer and codified friendship not only with
our immediate mneighbours like Nepal,
Ceylon, Afghanistan and other countries in
the South-East Asian region, but also with
Japan. This has particularly become urgent
in view of tht developing international
situation arounJ us and in the context of
new alignment ¢ [ forces.

In matter of foreign policy, Sir, we
must be guided not by considerations of
ideology or social systems of different
coun'ries, but by the consideration of our
national self-interest and national security.
1t is from that consideration that I am
cmptasising the need of closer relationship
with Japan.

Sir, the Monopoly press in ur country
has characterised this Treaty as a military
alliance. This is mischievous propaganda,
not at all bascd on truth. Article 9 of this
Treaty, the only article that deals with this
question, makes it absolutely clear that in
the event of an attack on either country or
of a threat thereof, the two countries would
take effective measures through mutual
consultations to ensure peacc and security,
and not that the other contiacting country
will automatically jump into the conflict.
Moreover, there is no question of having
a common or unified military command.
Therefore, I fail to understand how any-
body can eall this Treaty a defence pact or
a military alliance. Article 9 is aimed at
only securing peace and is not directed
against any other country. This Treaty,
therefore, is essentially a treaty of peace
and against all wars.

Then, it has been sasd by some others
that this Treaty has resulted in a sharp
departure from our policy of non-alignment,
1 do not think this criticism is correct. Let
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[Shri Bipinpal Das]

these critics read the articles carefully.
Articles 1, 2 and 3 say nothing but reiterat-
ing some of the basic principles of non-
alignment, and in article 4 the Soviet Union
has categorically expressed their support and
respect to our policy of non-alignment
Even articles 5 to 7 deal with certain pro-
grammes which directly arisc from the
principle of non-alignment  And article 8
has defined the principle of non-aggression,
It is only articles 9 and 10 which might
have caused some misgivings in the minds
of certain circles, but they contain only the
essential elements of a Peace Pact. So,
how can anybody say that this Treaty is a
violation of the policy of non-alignment ?
This Treaty is basically different from the
Warsaw Treaty and does not signify any
military commitment of the nature that the
recent Soviet-UAR Treaty does And
above all, the Treaty has left us free to
follow our own independent foreign policy
and doecs not introduce any inhibition on
the exercise of our sovereignty.

The critics should realise that non
alignment has ncver been a sterile, static
and negative policy. In the past it has
made great impact on world affairs and but
for the non-alignment policy pursued by a
large majority of nations in the world, and
particularly the developing countries, it
would have been extremely difficult perhaps
to avert a Third World War. We should
also recogaise the fact that the Power Blocs
have themselves developed cracks and
fissures  within  themselves and the
process of polarisation has long come
to a halt as a result of the situation
created by the non-aligned forces. In the
Soviet Block China has virtually broken
away and even Rumania has refused to toe
the line, On the other side General De
Gaulle openly challenged USA’s leadership
of the Atlantic Block. And only last year
we saw the impossible becoming possible
when a Treaty was signed between the
USSR and West Germany, And thisis a
Treaty which has broken through the poli-
tics of powsar blocs and the politics of
military alliances. The recent move for a
rapproachment between China and USA
is intended not only to cut across the erst-
while pattern of bloc politics but to bring
about a complete overhaul in the pattern
of alignment of world forces. Itis in this
averall context that we have to examine

[RAJYA SABHA]
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Treaty. Non-alignment as a positive and
dynamic policy must be able to adapt itself
to new situations and emerging circum-
stances. To talk and think in terms of
the world that is passing out very fast and
to refuse to see and appreciatc the fast
moving developments around us is to look
at the realities of the world of today with
a myopic vision and astigmatic eye lenses.
The policy of non-alignment, if it is to
remain positive and dynamic, cannot afford
t» suffer from such defective vision or out-
dated outlook. Sir, it has been asked:
How does this Treaty help the cause of
Bangla Desh 7 1 believe that Pakistan is
pining for a war with India, but why ?
Pakistan knows very well that it cannot
fight us single-handed. They were taught
a lesson in 1965 and if they again attack
us, they will be taught a much more bitter
lesson this time. T do not want to believe
and I have my doubts whether China or
America will get physically involved in
such a war in case Pakistan attacks us.
Still Pakistan wanted a war with us. Why ?
That is the main question so far as Bangla
Desh is concerned. The have two objec-
tives. Firstly, if there is a war the issue
of Bangla Desh will immediatcly go to the
background and the whole question will be
converted into one of Indo-Pak conflict and
that will ideally serve the purpose of Pakis-
tan. Secondly, and this is more important
and this is the real objective. that the war
will not be allowed to last for more than a

few davs. Their masters in the UNO  will
immediately intervene and give a call for
ceasefire. In such a situation it will be

difficult for India to say ‘No’ to ceasefire.
Even Russia will find it extremely difficult
to say ‘No’ to such a move from the side
of the UNO.

The result will be the presence of U, N,
Observers or U. N Peace Keeping Force
along the cease-fire line or India Bangla
Desh border. And that will seriously
hamper the activities of the Mukti Bahini
and prevent them from carrying on their
operations. That is precisely what Pakistan
wants and has been trying for. But this
Treaty will make it impossible for them to
attack us aad to launch a war against us,
This is the positive contribution of the
Treaty towards the question of Bangla Desh.
And I believe that as a result of this Treaty,
the Mukti Bahini will be able to carry on
their operation against West Pakistan with
greater vigour and 1 have no doubt that
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Bangla Desh will come to success. I
believe—and 1 have said 1t several times
before —that the people must fight their own
war of liberation and they have to stand on
their own legs From the way in which
Mukt: Bahini is succeeding every day 1n their
fight, T have absolutely no doubt in my
mund that they will ultimately come to
triumph., That 1s the positive contribution
of this Treatv towards tbe success of Bangla
Desh

And finally, 1 believe that this Treaty
has raised the stature and importance of
India in the field of international affairs.
There have becn attempts all along, parti-
cularly from the side of the Atlantic powers
and China to 1gnore us and keep us away
from playing an important role i woild
affairs This Treaty strengthens our position
and ultimately will enable us to alter the
balance of forces in our favour in our part
of the world and to play the role which
naturally telongs to us as one of the major
powers in South East Asia and as the greatest
democracy in the world We have at the
last emerged as a natton to be reckoned with
and with our basic policy of peace, friend-
ship and co-operation with all, I have no
doubt that this Treaty will take us forward
towards our goal and help us into making
the best contribution towards stabilising
peace in the world. Thank vou

gto wid |grarT (feay) @ e,
] & gy wikg a4 famar £ afeg w5y
2 ( fa=ar a4y N & (99 g1 amg
F3ar Fifgy &aa gt fag adr afes @
faz ot gw 3@ afg T @EmE FW@ g
fF zq7 OF Q9§87 7 o9 g A AH
@grg #1 wAfFEar  I1 @y ff H TQ
M 3@ F 477, 38 qaq A M g qW
F a7 fr gaT agrg g5 @1 gk Ay
FY grmr, $18 qaFT warg T8 faw wgr
g1, T¥ gqg 7 gare ®Y vx wgrafad
fax F erwgaarcagi | 3@ gfa &
oF a7 & w9 ¥ @ifgaT a9 g0 wieT @1
gt & 2@ fag @A A7 98 @
fa &, 93 9C UF WA S AT F AW
qrafet & g9 # I3 9T 4G W qwA
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A agag & f5 anw wiw ¥ a¥ &
I ANy &Y T afy F7 AR FO R &
95 I9fad #3 2 Fifs g7 wqw A9 &
AT OF 7Y zaAar femrd 3 &1 2w
qaar & fF gux asr @1 Sy AY
gar, #41 qagT 7 mfseArt wv P
¥ gfeafaa aifsd w1 7w araar #7 a7 1
qIfEFATT F FAYFE wrw A 91 A3
gfaare Zar @ wgr @ 3AF Qe oW A
gar fam ag ox @z Ad @ wran
IS [rFIS & 20 grA FY AA 1 7AW AT
& e A1 earfumra, w1 mreafasTg,
IR T 97 A FFE I a4 T gFA
®T AT qF 9T GFIGAT FW@ T A
T Y =ifge ot ag dar a8 @1 oAs
3 9% FILT A A qAl A |rEAT,
afeT arq ag feafa § oix gafar a3
SR FT FIZT HIT 59 @37 & AIT W
TH TG FT ¥ ZH gATE W 5 &9 &
3 §FT A1 AT A gHIT ATY HA F

FIW g 0F A G grear A
WAt faeft o

ot o SWEr {4, & IAFy
qZA AT FIAT E, ST T FE
A Ag 1 AT I\ Fa
ferar | gz ag & 5 F1 3g 2 A Fpeft
wgrafad & aw a¥ fadar, qv z9 gfRan
# fefy 7 fody @iy A1 =S F7 7Y
w9-75 foF g%z A 2T FWIRX AW F
Fax g s gra@ | & 98 gawar
E M rarfaar I3 moa fad gasn
& A1%T 38 gF7+ 77 feafy ez war
g ! 2% ad w3ar afge 1 JfFT ora A
feafa ot & gaw ez @ & grfFeam
AIE Y AFY T, AT A FE
qaw g1, s wr fr A qrfsear = 1
qrd ¥ %7 § A 39 AT T F 91
fa=ar &7 afra & FW AN I3 §F ¥
nF qE1 A 71 wEA WE g, g}/ @

3p. M
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[=r0 wif mgrait | |
ar frar 2, afFa g9ga A 99 @ \
afeq oY ards oY o1 @ §, Fgy AT |
# AT v FY a7 I W @R
@ & quwar g f5 uw ga% g3r gam
a1 fawn o afa % fufs dar 1 w7
FITH GTE Y FET NATfF D arer @
i ¥ gy wfg A JATA @y gm, A
AT FTAF g ST AATC ZHT & A1f0g
#r g, it Miawr wra, vs faq & weax
zq gfiy & @97 ges<@ AT Wi &
FAI AIFT TEA@d g9 & fay JAT @Y
T, 78 9999 ¥ 5 A1 v feafq Ay
ga 7 urd 7 %1 s arewifas sra
goT & @ U awwAT g 5 ag gvwrd ad
giir | i &Y feafg & zq afy & owaw
zeama fo s & fao gy oder ar
FITQ & a1 fFar #ix feafa aar g,
Tgien | ag feafq 9z § 5 wmifseare &
FAAT 3T F FIT I IIGT HT sATET
fear, fxa ate & agr @ axwifaay &
oF T A geEar 71 ARG F R\
gFAT I 3T A F AT THF GFT A
uEr @Y FT A | W FF AT, guIR
qF A FB1 f5 omT afmaw i
TE FT TFAT gATX FIT FAT FIT FY |
Sgt A gg AT F qgAT g Fgr & wAar
T1gar § % 7a1 59 qvg & wigay ¥ uF
FAAMYAR AT g ag 7 ¢ &

[RAJYA SABIIA]

qifFedrd AT FI JFT &, arfeearm &7
gHT gUIR 3T 9T g1 IFT § AT gwAT
TN W FAE, ww NN W) uF
=Rafes wgaT gur 8, us fafaq oraq
FAT § | 39 3T & 9T 3§ JIg F gwar
siar qiffeard 9 fFar § guiv 5@ aaq
FaEAda geeg I9 guw 47 AH §
TE q°T FLF A1 98 Fgh fo arfwear
gAWT ®A 197G A& FT qFAT A GH
gg gl a1g Jray ¢ Faad ux sreHY
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qIT @TAT JT @ AT ;T Fgar @ar v
f gy Az A A1 gk a6
firg qvg ¥ & WL @Far g | mAH AT
T A wrar qAT gw A §oar R
aar ¢ fF g7 59 39 & FAT WY 43 gFe
1 ga F15 fawe @ a5vv ) oifveam
¥ 80 ara & wfys awanfyat 1 3@ 3w
¥ YT FFd WAT Y AT e A fow
qvz #Y gzAM0 21 W g, f9g aw &
gut &1 @ &, fom 7w 9 Jgafrat @
@ & 9w @aE W A A @a e g
frus Agrs arfweqm & fogar 98& an
¥ AT HAT Y L

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM:
incorrect

It is quite

go Wi§ waralx ¢ T wA S
[T IqF qIX T FF, qq4947 37 |

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN :
already said that it is incotrect.
said that the story is incorrect

He has
He has

DR. BHAl MAHAVIR : It is incorrect ?

it QIATEdIT A ;. A ST W AA
ot #1 IAT 8 fF 3T g9 gATFE, AW
FAT § AN 9gF A FIAT @A ¥
AgraT o 71 wiww  feerd @y S |
zafad o F@ # are § o N ueg
g

Tro WrE WETAIT : WAL Jg aTq w1
2 Y & guwar § Fr aga g1 sxamam,
Fga 3t wrzafea gw faelt Afwa wz7 ag
§ & arfFzam it 3 W@rd ar az fdh
gwel & AW § AT a8 A gwAr & 3F7 8
AT 77 TATH AT AFIR F A1 2
#re 38 afrg & e 8 g fasmr o fag
arq & fac v srareiw ¥, f9g ag #7

FHE A gak 79 0 ga AgqEA
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grar ar f& w7 gw Fwer 2@ F7 Apgar
g ar saraar anity ofwmm gi—
qifeqara wgrs 83 [T, gHAT HIT I,
7 IqH T AT UL, HAAFT FAFT
91 97 @gr gur g, Wk @ fafd &
FILW W ag awar o (F gw ag sgar
adr FT awa 2, fog A sg 1 fux &
®q ¥ garR gry faear ferg fear, #93
FATH TG NI |IFIT 3F AMT & [
q12q qEVT T, dagAr &7 gr, (%
g9 ATAT W AT AFIAT F JA A FATH
TITFY Al AT §— AT AT A Z9F(
garan fear §—& ot wdYar sarg =

T TAT AZITAT TAHT qLENe FALM . L .

g /st (siwat gler aied) - #
I &9 ¥ Fg 9F, A1 ag A fawgw
THT §

Mo WrE WFIAT : IZT H=G¥ 1T ¢ )
& s At &1 Apard g B oS g
qET FT IH 97 @veq fpar | 9Tg AU
fraza 73 § 0 @ @I FT @UST FA
9g g4 ¥ Ay g1 i 99 w@a 4 @)
gaT gd § g weq &, afew 3@ @I F1
qued 79 g 5ig A arfREa asg
FE A WA AT A AF qTE W
Wq ¥ qar @7 fF gw 98 i@ ® f9g
Fgw 337 @ & f5w aq & fau ag a7
I qrY 3 WIT HIGT AT W F
FAAT 3T & qUT gW AT F7 A f5a
fer awat 3@ #Y g9 wegar &, ag
areafas @ugq AT ST GHIATT FT, 349
qEF F3 awarar 1, O fF W F A
FATT AT R T AT HATAT FIG | G-
& TIEA AV FAL eq §, H A FAv
g, afFw ag T wea g faad @@
FUAT I F WAy § q0QFT F dwardy
¥ gad qgw A9qF gra qfFEAr A

(14 AUGUST 1971]
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FEAET IRT F1A FT AT F) AFT WIIEIE
fFar ar g7 areq g1 aFAT g T WA @
SR UEY @At gAY geir 1 (sweaater)
AL AT G4 § a1 aSr gy F1 ara g
¥ A8 FZAT, ALFY F9 A9 &' qqg faw
zg afa & § #1 ga fawad qrean & 7

W, 98 957 T@ 415 9aar ¢ fw
gfadrtdt atg & I fF saw ang
FLA qIF AN 9T AT FX@T F 0 WA
qrar faay & oqr adar gur ST ag afy
Feqr qvg & @rq geft, gt &9 Ty
T HTAT 4T ALY, §F F FI¢ FI1E 9]
AT AT TEI, FLI ®F F qrq gAA qfy
F P gH AWM & g Ay qfFkF oY,
g A, 9g F7 ar A& g af?
UIIT, FF Ig HAIA AR G974 F1ar §
dl A 1T A w7 § 9§ Jaqey
FEIR A A g afa § @7 g
fear At AR 47 3@ fqq cqrA-mrEdw
geard & qaq W 3@ a7 &1 s far
fr oF HIX 9F AlFETT A@ FOFLEATT
F a9 el SAGIT F AGI—FT AT
2 A1 WA FIF —TqAT A FY JATH FI
WY W a99 T NEET FT @ §
g9 HETT HT ATHAT &Y SqF FY
Ffawr FX wW ? ogw g F
W &t AAE WA W § & AZ
a9 TG ATTF qTE A & QT § T/ I
gg Ssar § B @ gefigigaTa ¥ g
Zq q9g qagIL AT qvdAg 31 g @l
g7 ey q@ gAgigam &Y ag &
g faar faad ¥ gFaR E | WA A
TATH Y & Irezafy &, A 98 T AF
TIE ZIY AT M QAT T KT qTRAQAT
2 gidy, wy gy feafa 7 g7 awg
14 TN FT F1$ T IZH AT FL@T |
HfFT AT 97 OF AIIILW B FT 4G
wo fedt =7, gL g A uEAgE



8:1 Re. Treaty between

[sro e Agraic]

frar strar & 3g @mwg gifs@m #
gfxzfy # G g1 A1, I8 }E Fg
agy gFarn, .ifs 19 97T F ¥R F
g ad s fow wmarn, 7 & awen
2 ¥ yT FT 3T 294 NN, TAFT @IHq
famar & g%+ ot fraqrg ag fegar—
¥ fazq wel &1 F1z F7 G §

“The minister of External Affairs of
India explained the heavy burden
placed on India’s resources due to over
7 million refugees who have entered
into India >

EATE (-2 9RYT 9T a7 9 7 a4,
qEF WL 9§ AAT AR FIT, Aaf-wra &
FI g2 IFA & Wr &t @y a1a
FET T & ¢

“There can be no military solution
and it is necessary that urgent steps
should be taken in East Pakistan for
the achievement of a poltical solu-
tion.”

WY 937 AGST § IUAT AW F A% N
fafl g ¥ "7 I &F WL A
81 ST ¥ R HERAT i — AT gW A
guwy ¢ & wgw & e owdfas
aawry & fag dare g wrdw ..

&€ AFAI qaTT ¢ QT &f |

st warm @ (fygre) @ AW
HT ¥ 7Er S

¥ro Wi AgTEIT : 47 waal gfa-
AT A UFIW AT W VAT B OWIGHY
giferard a7 arg Y gy &

=t wifgar @r a1 3§ aq & fag
qqrT g wAT fF us wadfaw amdy
uar TR F A AT mrar oy
HTEAT € 1 IW A F  AIFAMfaF AR
1 zan g7t & A @i aifwRsE 1 arg
FLI &, I qiFea N 777 q@

[RAIYA SABHA]
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afaar ¥ qreq wowar gar = fgr ok
a7 aifpeard FY 919 ¥ U 2 o¥w
#Y faar F wegafr 7 S ga@er fear
ar, IgF1 faw Fw@r 312 Adw o6\
1l o F o319 agd TP war g
ATAN & TgT qRIT AT T FT AT &
FIT QMY G, 9gT AT IFAATT GIAT
A & qrft & A1y ag nar € T g
#1 F% afeary qgf ov ag gar & famwr
feara @araT aga gfewa gy w@Ar g | T
g 9% F@ ¥ A gH FEF FQ A
freft i 2 mfe &Y &E 5T 9F A
5T 397 T FITT F AR §gH F1E V4T
gl X® wHG g S &6 &1 AYL FLE
¥ fAg gw A9y ¥ @9 FT gF AL
S g9 WiATHT AT F QI F AV
& sraa ?

agrea, Y arfwear 14 spreg 1947
F1 a7 gAT 97 9g @A g FH & AT
ag UT U AW g | HAT ag A% §
qY qaeT 2y F1 ArAar fay ad gw Agl
guwy ¥ o1 80 @rw qrearel agr Iy
qE ¥ A9 FAr X9 S ¥ fag qar
g S 7 FYE W I 3 0y F ¥R
g W g femm wEw qrar Wt qg
A& WA qaar & f ¥ @ a9 % a9
A A G W9 G0 § 99 aF (@
mifgar @1 @faw ag R faawwm i A
§fa% a9 % 7EY g0 AFIF 4q9T AW
Fy et agy fopar srmar g

HgIaT, €9 1 gHE A99 UF g &
Fy agafa F A1 & wik fqaqam & ar
% gud w4 & wed o gfe F A
& AT wrgar g & faaqary & qara &
FI BAAT FI F A8 g¥ TgF 9 w9
¥ arg afg F@ A IEG@ Ot 7 oFr
fragare & ware 9T wid gfm & =R
@Aty N gz @t ! A fageam F
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"I I 17 F72 ufqar F Aara F dafezq
9 AF AT T, THE I H IgH A AT
axdy & afra § ag sga1 Igar g &
JT fagaary & U< F g Fgr ST THAT
& fr ggr 7 F1E U afeg 9@ @ Y
7 g Y agt % A F EEFIT A gL A
AT AT F A K T AT AE LT w47
fr agt ov meE mrsT crefEATR A
gar arfer safs fagzarm & o § ar3e-
qrzT TefEaq At aa F4 € £
wgren, A AY I gy St &
A g Awar g B oz Al i oaga
gl &9 fagor | afeT goF gz &1
FYFT FIFISH A1AT IY qAT AT g F
AT 3R 799 AfIFRIT & ad AT
fasi & ara 9% 98 aFdl g I w9
fasit & wra¥ wfawrd 1 Ag q7ar g
g Ul frafq & gz @g Szar & fraw
JAGT I FT qOEYT F A & TG AT
T QAT | 7 5 399 WA § WX GH
g gt 8 & g g ez e ogrd
AR A maky & gru gw AwiS
arEr AL AT ST §F gW wEAT FIAT
qRA 8 A FLATY g« Afwa a1 FF
W gH FEAT FIA 47 IqF I A Afy-
g ®@ ¥ QAT 9397 AR F4T ®F F
W Ag =ifgy ! ow Aifag

[14 AUGUST 19/1

g% ofwg-tgsa  qifswars & §99
gar g @ @ ogus & fau w9
FT HAGA WX megraar fyasd 7oA
g% § faasr saw wifey | sqad argew
A AT g9 FT UF feqE vy ) fafew
TaAdz #7 fOe agt av gt § wk ag
gra & zfeaq vagyg ® § 138 @a}
zfeg7 usugy ofag a7 avq 3 o
& | TEH wgr A g—
“Britain would like to think that the
treaty would enable Mrs. Gandhi to

withstand the pressure for according
recognition to Bangla Desh.”
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fa2q & grge s I a@ g SRy =N
gawd 2 fF gfa met w1 amaar & gayg
# ST 93 @1 § AT IAFT FHR1GAT FIA
& fog, wregar &1 UFF & fAu g afey
& waz foasy 1 & =gar g F A gq
Y W Tq6T ofeg H Fg HIT 9% ¥ H
qA I GG FT G FL

agey, & 18 8 7T AT IW aqqew
¥ 0w @ faad Nfafesa aogar
arg &g 72 # 93 Far & fan gfezge
FX qra FE¥ ¢ § AfrT WIS Awar 3w
& @ag H frar gwg w1 Qfafesw
FAAEAT FLGTAT, F1§ Foqad  fasaqmr
us ufgg 3¢z &, UF Tkt & faq a%
ag &fr FAT et T g7 @b & grov
g9 79[ A F GATT F7 g9 H A §
faa® Faer 20 & 1 & |19 "0 Y )
AR & 397 80 1@ ARAITA %7 a1
ART T g FIT AT A €qqF {7 -
T W F T F ARG &1 97 qwav
wfaeq & faq 75 Jrar, & & gEwan ¢
fe 7o qffe & 3gg  agr arw gy, T
g9 Fg |F WX LAT A gAT a1 fo
939 S o gWIR 99T a1 a9, saraEr
AT AT WIT TG F IJIX YT AMGS F9
T AT

oIS S gATETGAT q feequr org
IT¢ wez g 5 v A @ fAawar &
FIW AEAT AR FIAT IIT 91wy O
g oifa & wgar =fge, =fgar & ary
Tgar J1fga, w18 gt g 3T =i o
® & UwAfas #X gmaifas @y §
ZHIY AANT ITF g, HIN AW & W&
Sy Y gfar F1E 3 TW 98 gay 7 faA
AT gFAT &, 99 A AN Al fox
7 GFY § AT ®F HIX WIG yaIy q9
gFY & WX gAar =rfge, Afeq gawr
nges ag A8 & fF W@ W F ARY



91 Re, Treaty between

[10 WrE warahiz]
€W FT G dF F9T gEANg g1ar W g
gar g4 fagr STw | WIS aF wad AR
FY 1T A1% ALY g5 ¢ H AT Agar g
fo @ar 7z v gy Srgait 7 Areswy WeaAy
R Wear diw o TE WTT F FF
gAT & FqT WEAT FIE W@ FAT 7 @»
gAT g T QAR ggT Hdl W, H
AT wrgar g v 3@ qTg #T gEaNw
F7 g Y qr4 QAT 7

HElRA §EY I GITE WRA F
mfsazet @97 % for ag § s Far W@
TIHN A FAT BT AT AET | ®F A
FRASFT AT AT TN @ & FR ArA-
TEAETT HE” g7 WG gEAraAT FR |
#3q ara F IR F 9ER 77 afwdeeT
FXar g B awe 3 9g garg 78y 7y,
AfrT AT GIFIT 77 IITT 1A qFAT §
fr g9 @97 g7 9T TEA qAH &7
RHAT FT HA 2, 56 gFT F F7@W 39
IS At A ey ? g 1950 § w9
77 7 5 ax afy gs oY, =m va ufy
F 3T g z@ afy w1 A ww< g3,
&9 T w1 AT fod @ar A g fuw
W a1 AT A gAT uw arg faw
g ?

faear fasma, ®ar, aesfy o7 ga
& g v ara wA wEY &
STAAT F1ZAT § 7 g7 39 gEA T 48
wef grrr AT £ go wo ;ree & WrAW
% gar & f g wifgaa waed @
W] T FXAZ ¥ 7 FAT EW A A
qfxama wreg & o s ?

20 gt #7 wug T qfy & fou w@r
T E ) 99 9% g7 qfg ¥ z@ @
FT HIT ATATT ageq & foear @ar |

AT arEr by % FY FAT HrAIAFAT
oy ?
(Interrputions)

[RAJYA SABHA]

India and U § S. R. 92

Y wY A AN ;A @I

Iro  WIT WEIEIT . 91U H F¥EA
qgAT FIAT 3@ UF uIIHY IGFHT 9FIA F
faw swrar o1, w7 Fraw FT qFET A7
t 9y wrgy g fF ag wig g 1 99
TG T A g foqar, ag arE F A1
agT ST TET AT, AW A w@qr R FEaT qgy
AT FFT 4t G &Y, IgA Fg 5 FHAA
#  grear § AfFT 7y Fad gR Al
Hrear | § gy FEe # Wy #1 A9
zafar 9@ T @ g adfs w6 A
faraterrasr foar star & faa< 3, wfwa
a ag FararargdeT wgr @ @ Ay
Y affy &I &Y 797 WresgFar @ !
T 97 3w gAY I Q@S & faQ wOd
yfgeg Y argar ;R 797 FaFedr 1 @
F 37 Ifqa quwdr a1 7 W, gH
e e 3@ afy i sad a9 gu asqsa
F X A GLHIL WSAFA & qrfs 2 &
a9 § 327 qTe HIWFC X &

REFERENCE 10 REPORTED SHOOT-
ING DOWN OF AN L. A F. PLANE
IN THE EASTERN ZONE—conid

st digraT qt@ § I A [ TG
&Y g WIHAT |EA g1 SrAAT | § FAT &
AT QAT ATLAT § |

o wy'a s (I ww) : fre
fram & mgare shara QarEe g S
g e ¥ a1g ) qaId 9 A9 @ ¢ I8
gaXr ar N AYFT § |IT G T Fq7
ag gu AT gigar g A1 & e

(Interruption)

st gq@wigfa ;S SAIRT ATIH
fasar &1

sit qareaT 1@ : e a3 QT T ]
I AT FTAT R AT I g H
A T FIF GF Wrg | ofT WA
U FpaaT @I 9919 g, TTAFE AT



