[20 December, 2004] RAJYA SABHA
The University of Allahabad Bill, 2004

THE MINISTER OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT (SHRI ARJUN
SINGH): Sir, | beg to move for leave to introduce a Bill to declare the University of
Allahabad to be an institution of national importance and to provide for its
incorporation and matters connected therewith or incidental thereto.

The question was put and the motion was adopted.
SHRI ARJUN SINGH: Sir, | introduce the Bill.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The House is adjourned till 2.30 p.m.

The House then adjourned for lunch at twenty six minutes past one of the
clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at thirty minutes past two of the clock,

[MR. CHAIRMAN in the Chair.]
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SHRI YASHWANT SINHA(Jharkhand): Thank you Mr. Chairman, Sir. Whenever
| see the hon. External Affairs Minister, | feel somewhat constrained in my
style, because, he has been my senior in service; he has been, as has been said
just now, one of the most experienced diplomats of this country, and he is heading the
Foreign Poalicy Establishment of this country today. But before | come to the other
qualities of the hon. External Affairs Minister, | would like to say that, perhaps, this
discussion o:i Foreign Policy of the country would have been more worthwhile,
would have been more fruitful if we have had the statement from the Prime Minister
that we had demanded the week before the last. You had agreed, Sir, that the
Foreign "olicy will be discussed in this House, and | had raised this 3 th. uring
the inter session period, there have been so many Summit- :vel meetings,
apart from the meetings that the hon. External Affairs Minister has had at his
level. And, therefore, the Prime Minister owed it to this House to come here,
take us into confidence and tell us what had transpired in those Summit level
meetings. | understand, Sir, that, perhaps, a statement from the Prime
Minister will be coming later, and we have just a few days left in thrwSession.
Today, in taking up the discussion on Foreign Policy, we are actually pacing
the cart
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before the horse. But be that, as it may, Sir, | would like to tell the
Government, through you, that when that statement comes, we would like to
seek clarifications on that statement, and that this discussion in the House
today should not preclude seeking such clarifications because if that were the
scheme of things of the Government, it will be clearly unacceptable to us.

Coming back to the Foreign Policy of the country, Sir, | was talking about the hon.
External Affairs Minister. | am very happy that the official spokesperson of the Ministry of
External Affairs has clarified that when the Minister came back from South Korea,
he did not rush to the Prime Minister to offer an explanation. There was a
misleading report, perhaps. | do not know who originated it in the newspapers, and |
am glad that such an explanation, such a clarification has come because no Foreign
Minister can really do justice to his job if he is called upon to explain his statements or
his conduct while he is abroad. To that extent, he will stand diminished. And,
therefore, that clarification was essential, and that clarification has come.

But, Sir, | will like to refer to some other statements which the hon. Minister
has made, from time to time, as | go along in this debate. But | would first like to
take up the most topical issue of the day. The most topical issue of the day is
India's permanent membership in the U.N. Security Council. We were all
witness to the statement which the hon. Minister made, Sir, in this House, when
a suggestion had been made that India could, perhaps, look at the option of
accepting a membership sans veto, and the Minister clarified, asserted, that
there was no question of India accepting a membership, permanent
membership, of the Security Council without a veto, and that we were not
going to be second-class members, permanent members, of the U.N. Security
Council. And we all supported that. We all supported that statement that India
must stand firm and seek equal membership with all the rest, and that we should
not dilute our stand at this point of time. We are all aware; this Blue-ribbon
Group was appointed by the U.N. Secretary-General. It has given its Report. There
are some recommendations in that Report. That Report will be discussed.
Various members of the U.N. will make their stand clear, and India will have to
continue to work very hard, as, indeed, we have done in the past, to ensure that
we get a permanent place in the Security council, and get it with honour and
dignity. And, Sir, therefore, | was completely taken a back when | found
newspaper report. | must confess that | have
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not been paying much attention to the Foreign Policy in the last few days, but |
came across newspaper reports, not in one newspaper but in many newspapers-
saying that India may accept Security Council seat without a veto. And this
statement is ascribed to a senior level in Government. Background briefings go
on, Sir. It will be better, if they do not go on like this, when the Parliament is in
session. But anonymous background briefings by senior levels in the
Government contradicting directly what the hon. External Affairs Minister had
said in this House have come not only as a surprise, but also as a shock to all
those who watch the goings on in the foreign office. Therefore, | would like to
make two points here. The first point is that the Government must explain, in
the course of its reply to this discussion, what the official policy of India with
regard to permanent membership of the Security Council is. Is this the official policy?
Is the official policy what the hon. External Affairs Minister has said? Is there
any confusion and contradiction within the Government? Has the Government
not made up its mind? Was the statement of the External Affairs Minister, in
this House, just an off-the-cuff remark? These are all very serious issues. Let
met tell you, Sir, that the whole world watches when statements like this are
made. | would dare say that our case stands considerably weakened, considerably
diluted, by a statement of this kind. Therefore, the Government must come clean
on this. | would like the hon. Minister to assert, as he did the other day in this
House, that India would stand by what he said and that there would be no
weakening of the case of India for a permanent membership of the Security
Council.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRIK. NATWAR SINGH): Where
are you quoting from?

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: | am quoting from various newspapers. But | have a
copy of THE HINDU in my hand and you can see its screaming headline. | will
not be travelling abroad.

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY (Pondicherry): You are relying on anonymous
statements that are coming in the newspapers. Can we rely on them? The hon.
former External Affairs Minister knows the entire procedure.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Sir, this is a by-line. The name of the journalist,
who has written this story, is printed here and because | had been the Minister
of External Affairs, | would like to tell the hon. Member,
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Shri Narayanasamy, that | am aware of the ways of the foreign office and | am
aware of the ways of the other elements within the establishments of the
Government. | can tell you, if you were to ask me in private where this came from.
| am surprised that the External Affairs Minister asked me where | was quoting
from because | had hoped that, after his return from Seoul, this would have
attracted his attention immediately and that he would have taken some corrective
steps already to undo the damage which has been done by this kind of behind-the-
scene briefings by, as | said, the elements within this Government.

Similarly, | would like to go back a few days, a fortnight, when the Russian
President, Mr. Putin, was here. We watched almost in helplessness what
transpired when he met the media along with the Prime Minister and said that he
wanted India to take the membership of the Security Council without the veto. |
don't know whether | can refer to this House. But | am again referring to
newspapers reports. Had it not been for your intervention, perhaps, this would
have just been allowed to pass. | would like the hon. Minister to clarify when he
replies to the debate here what the Government did when Mr. Putin made his
statement, and there was that misinterpretation during translation or
interpretation, and what the Minister of External Affairs or the PMO did to ensure
that these were not left to chance and that Mr. Puntin corrected his statement
according to his intention. Sir, | am not aware of what exactly the Foreign Office
did. I am not aware what exactly the PMO did. What | am aware of is, again as |
say, through newspaper reports that it is only when you went to Mr. Putin and this
matter was brought to his notice, he then issued a clarificatory statement. | am
surprised at the style of functioning as far as the foreign policy of this
Government is concerned. That was not all what Mr. Putin said. | know another
great expert of foreign policy, a former Foreign Service office who said, "Clarification
was a tongue in cheek." But | leave it at that. | would like to believe what the
Russian President said later through his iarification that Russia stands solidly
with India as far as the claim of gndia to a permanent membership of the
Security Council with veto is concerned because we have had, through various
regimes, perfect relationship with Russia. If there is one country about which we
can say with a degree of confidence that there has been perfect relationship, it has
been Russia. Therefore, one feels concerned that at the Summit level, there
should have been a faux pas of this kind. It was avoidable and it
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should have been avoided. But even more disconcerting from our country's point of
view is another statement which again came out on the front pages of many
newspapers, including this one that | am quoting. This is about Russian fuel for
Tarapur. This is about the supply of two additional reactors for the atomic energy
plant which is being set up in Koodankulam which is one of the shining examples
of Indo-Russian cooperation in the atomic energy field. | was'surprised when
the Director of the Russian Federal Atomic Energy Agency, Shri Rumyretsev
made a statement to the correspondent of this newspaper saying, "We will not
supply fuel to Tarapur because we are bound by the Nuclear Supplier Group's
conditions." In the same context, he said, "We are not going to supply to India
two additioal reactors for Koodankulam." Whether they supply the fuel or not,
whether they supply the reactors or not, is a matter which, | am sure, the
Government would like to discuss with the Russian authorities and they might
have already discussed when Mr. Putin was here. But what is shocking is the
fact that the Russian official should go out of his way to make this kind of a
statement on the Indian soil during the visit of the Russian President. This is a
jarring note which has been sounded in Indo-Russian relationship. Even if they did
not have the intentionpf supplying either fuel or reactors, they could have quietly
told the Government that they were not able to do it because of NSG membership,
NSG regulations. But why have they gone public? What is happening to the
perfect relationship and understanding, bilateral relationship that we have had
with Russia in all areas? Shri Janeshwar Mishra was referring to Russian veto in
the Security Council, whenever we felt, we had a problem. What is happening to
that understanding? It is a matter of some concern. The Government of India,
the Atomic Energy Commission of India, was compelled to respond to this
statement the next day which was also published in the newspapers and it was
mentioned that our scientists are trying to develop alternative fuel. But | would
like to know from the hon. Minister what exactly is the position with regard to
Russian supply of fuel to Tarapur. What exactly is the position about the supply
of these two reactors for Koodunkulam Atomic Energy Plant? And, | would like to
ask him generally as to what is happening to India-Russia relationship. Did you
notice anything in Mr. Putin's behaviour of statements in conversations that you had
one-to-one with him and at the delegation level, which would show a shift in the
regime? | ask this because, Sir, again, as far as the Security Council is
concerned, one is aware of the statement which the
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Secretary-General of the United Nations has made suggesting that India and
other countries, should accept their membership without veto, and that there is
going to be a P-5 position on that. Now, Russia will be a party of this P-5 decision.
P-5 cannot take a decision without Russia being a party to that understanding.
Therefore, what is it that we are doing? We have seen the statement of the U.S.
Secretary of State. We have seen other statements. We know that the spoilers'
club is active in New York. We know that there are countries which do not want
India to have this membership. Therefore, we would like to know what exactly
is the Government's thinking, what exactly is the Government's strategy, in
ensuring that this does not happen.

Sir, similarly, on the question of India's relationship with the United States,
we were accused often times of following a policy which was dictated from
Washington. And, in its CMP, this Government made it bold that they would follow
an independent foregin policy — as if we were following a dependent foreign
policy! And, this independent foreign policy was reflected in the letter of congratulation
that our hon. Prime Minister sent to President Bush on his reelection. And, | am
specially drawing the attention of our friends here in the centre, who belong to
the Left. What has the Prime Minister of India said? He says and | quote: "Mr.
President, during your first term in office, our bilateral relations underwent a
qualitative transformation due, in no small measure, to your personal
commitment and efforts." He then say, "l look forward to working with you as we
rededicate ourselves to further strengthen the progress that we have made in the
last few years." Is this progress good or bad? If only it was good, would you have
proceeded to strengthen it further? If the relationship was bad, or, if this
qualitative transformation in our relationship with the United States should not
have taken place, then, what is it that we are rededicating ourselves to? And, |
am very sorry to say this that even our respected Foreign Minister was a votary
of this school of thinking. And, suddenly, we fine that this Government comes into
office after having condemned us, after having criticised us, after having held us
to ransom, and then, they follow the same policies. Where are we? Now, they
not only follow the same policy, they also go various steps forward.

Sir, through you, | would like to ask the hon. Minister a few questions. We
were in consultation with the Government, the Administration of the
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United States, about what is generally known as the Next Step in Strategic
Partnership (NSSP), and there were issues there, which we were considering.
One of the issues was the end-use verification of.dual-use items which India
received from the U.S.. Americans use an expressior 'firewall'; there must be
firewalls so that something, which is of dual use, does not get used militarily in our
country. And, therefore, they were looking for these firewalls to ensure that such a
diversion will not take place.

Now, Sir, | understand and | will stand corrected, if | am wrong; but wiii certainly
like the Minister to clarify it that as far as 'End-use Verification' is concerned, it is
not merely with respect to supplies from the US that we have agreed to such
'End-use Verification', but it appears that we have also agreed to 'End-Use-
Verification' of items that we receive from third countries, which may have US
origin. US-origin items will be coming tc our country directly from the US, which
are all licensed; so, US knows what exactly is coming. But in regard to
anything else coming through third countries also, India wiil be compelled to
give or permit End-use Verification. Is that so? If that is so, then, it is a matter of
serious concern, because, as | said, it is not merely 'strengthening' the bilateral
relationship, it is 'surrendering' before the US.

Similarly, Sir, when the US Defence Secretary was here-and our hon. External
Affairs Minister also had a meeting with him-as far as, | believe, he was good
enough, kind enough, liberal enough, to offer us various arms for supply from US to
India. Is that so? Did the Defence Secretary of the US offer sophisticated
equipment to India? And, was it in order t¢c compensate us for the arms supply
that they are making to Pakistan?

Sir, another question is whether the arms supply to Pakistan by the US includes
F-16s or not. Our information is that it already includes the F-16s, and it is only
a question of time when it is publicly announced. Bui what has worried us the
most in the last few months is the fact that elements within our establishment
have conveyed to the US that India will not mind even if F-16s were supplied to
Pakistan. And | would like the hon. Minister for External Affairs to contradict me
on this. Let him say that such an impression was not conveyed to the US. The
question of US arms supply, Sir, has been therefore quite some time. The
Government of India had been resisting it. Now, we have the Defence Minister's
statement that this will not merely have an impact on our bilateral relationship
with the US, but that it will also jeopardise the peace process with Pakistan.
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He said it somewhere in Bhubaneswar recently. What is the authoritative view of
the Government of India on this -- arms supply, including F-I6s, from the US to
Pakistan -- and in what terms has it been conveyed to OS, not at high level but
also at the highest level? In what manner has the concern of India been made
known to the US? And | am saying this with a great worry in my heart that once this
arms supply from the US to Pakistan begins, it will open up the floodgates of such
supplies to Pakistan from all other arms-supplying countries in the world. And we
will absolutely have no face to stand up and teil, "Don't do it". And this, we
know from the statements made by no less a person than President Musharraf
himself, that Pakistan is seeking military parity with India. And, therefore, are we
becoming a party to that, willy-nilly, by following a soft policy? Sir, India-
Pakistan. The hon. External Affairs Minister made some statements
immediately after he assumed office. Again, according to newspaper reports, he had to
telephone the Pakistan Foreign Minister, Khurshid Kasuri, twice, to explain he did
not mean this, he did not mean that. But, be that as it may, the point is, we feel
that our relationship with Pakistan is not merely drifting, it has entered a
dangerous territory, once again.

Sir, the January 6th.statement was very brief; it was very pointed, very
focused. It left absolutely nothing to chance. And, yes, we did agree that we will
start a dialogue with Pakistan under the composite dialogue fraemework after
an assurance came from Pakistan that they will eschew hostility, violence and
terrorism. And, this is incribed, written in stone in the January 6th joint
statement. There is absolutely no mention there of any care issue. There is no
mention there of any third party mediation. There is no mention there of any
third party, within Pakistan or India, sitting on the negotiating table. It says
clearly, "to the satisfaction of both sides."

Over a period of time, Sir, by making statements, which | would not regard as
very responsible, we have diluted the achievements of the January 6th statement. We
had protested, well, after the meeting of the Prime Minister with President
Musharraf in New York. A press statement had been issued and we had said,
that was not enough. Was the BJP alone in saying this that the whole issue of
cross-border terrorism, which had been brought to the centre stage of
international concern.stood diluted by the 24thSeptember statement, issued after the
meeting of the Prime Minister with the President?
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| have, here, the report of the Dawn, a Pakistani newspaper, Sir, what does it
say? | quote: "The statement, although an important diplomatic document in
itself, was more noticeable for what it omitted than what it said. The most
notable omission was that of the Indian claim that Pakistan was encouraging cross-
border terrorism in Kashmir." This is the statement of the Dawn newspaper in

Pakistan.

We will have all these questions to ask, as the Leader of the Opposition is
saying, when the Prime Minister comes out with a statement. But the point | am
making, Sir, is, was in this House that | had asked the Defence Minister is the
question whether he sees any let up in the activity of Pakistan as far as infiltration
and cross-border terrorism is concerned. What was the reply? He saw no let
up. So, what has happened in these seven months, after January 6th? One,
Pakistan is now insisting that Jammu and Kashmir is the core issue. Pakistan is
insisting on Hurriat. Hurriat is also insisting, that they must be a necessary third
party at the negotiating table. Sir, we were also talking to Hurriat. We had also
said that they can talk to Pakistan. But their talking to Pakistan was conditional
on their talking to us. And, we have today a situation where the Government
permits them to talk to Pakistan when they are saying that they are not prepared
to talk to them. And we have this most ridiculous situation of the Hurriat
delegation coming here and meeting the Pakistan Foreign Secretary when he
visits Delhi, meeting the Pakistan Foreign Minister when he visits Delhi, meeting
the Pakistan Prime Minister when he visits Delhi, and they say, o &1 fa=t #

BET B, “ S DI I T~ We will not talk to you." What kind of policy is this? By

all means,, permit them to go wherever they want to, but not as citizens of an
independent country. Why are we not insisting on passports? Janeshwer Mishraji
was saying that we are a weak country. Are we so weak that we can't even ask out
citizens to travel on passports on this Srinagar-Muzaffarabad bus service?
Pakistan is insisting that they will not permit Indian Passports. Jammu and Kashmir
citizens travelling to any other country including Pakistan through any other
route will travel on Indian passport. But when they cross the Line of Control they
will not travel on Indian Passport. How does it legitimise anything? When they
signed the Indus Waters Treaty in 1966, did it legitimise the partition of Jammu
and Kashmir? Isn't Pakistan a party and aren't they threatening you that they
aregoing to raise this issue with the World Bank on Baghlihar and | do not know
what we areitoing with it.
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Where is the change in Pakistani attitude? They are publicly opposed to our
joining the Security Council. They are threatening to take Baglihar to the World
Bank according to the terms of the treaty. They are not satisfied with all the
information that have made available to them. General Musharraf goes to
U.K.. In London he goes to Tony Blair and says, 'you mediate between India
and Pakistan'. Everywhere he has gone back and he has been allowed to go
back, on January 6. This is my charge Sir, against this Government, that in
conducting the negotiations with Pakistan, unfortunately, in trying to earn
whatever points they want to earn, they have lost track of national interest. |
agree entirely with what Janeshwariji said, 'you are dealing with a very clever
man and you have to be careful' and | am afraid that you have not shown that
caution, you have not shown that maturity in dealing with Pakistan and you
carry on. Let all the talks be held. We have nothing against that. After all, it
was the initiative that we had started. But for god's sake, make Pakistan, stick
to the commitments that Pakistan made in the January 6th Statement. Don't
dismiss it because it was signed or adopted when the NDA was in power. We
never adopted this kind of attitude with respect to the initiatives that you have
taken. Sir, | do not know what the Government's policy are with regard to the
gas pipeline from Iran via Pakistan to India. We see the Petroleum Minister
saying something, somebody else saying something one statement,
background briefing. Complete chaos and confusion is therewith regard to
whether we are going ahead with the pipeline or whether we are not going
ahead with the pipeline, what are the terms and conditions and | am sorry to
say that it finds mention in the Statement that the Prime Minister signs. The
gas pipeline is so important that there are 3-4 paragraph statements where the
gas pipeline is mentioned. There was no MFN then and there is no MFN now.
And, we say all our options are open. My Colleague, Shri Arun Shourie, had
dealt with it. When he was participating on internal security, all options were
open. 'Track two' diplomacy between India and Pakistan, is there all over in
the newspapers. What kind of Track two' is this? | have never heard of this
kind of Track. The National Security Advisor is meeting the Advisor to
Pakistan President, where he is meeting, when he is meeting, what they are
going to discuss, it is all in the public domain. Nothing will come out of this if it
is all dealt within this kind of fashion. Sir, the hon. External Affairs Minister
made a Statement that the Munnabao-Khokrapur Rail link will be in operation
from Second October, 2005 until it was promptly denied by the Pakistani side
the rail
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link had not been laid, and therefore, there was no question of its becoming
operational. Sir, much was made of the fact that we have progressed in our
relationship with ASEAN. The Prime Minister, the Foreign Affairs Minister were there
and | was a little surprised when | heard the Prime Minister say on the television
while addressing some gathering there that this was the policy started by
Congress Government in 1991. There has been a very healthy unwritten rule
which every Government has followed that whenever you are abroad, you don't
discuss partisan political issues of home. We talk about the Government of India.
We talk about the Governments which have performed/done something before,
but, never in a critical tone and never refer to or take credit for ourselves. Sir, just for
the information of this House | would like to quote from a letter which was written by
Mr. Thomas Abraham, who was the Charge-de-Affairs of the Indian Embassy in
Bangkok, in 1966. What does he say? He says, "the Thai Foreign Office sounded
me out on the Indian response should an invitation be extended to India to join this
new Group in ASEAN. | referred the matter to Delhi and was informed that |
should indicate India's lack of interest politely but clearly." some in our
establishment said, 'we do not want to join this Group of 'Coca Cola countries.'
This is the disdain with which we treated the ASEAN. Otherwise, India would have
been a founding-Member of ASEAN. We have made progress. We started Free
Trade Agreement with the ASEAN. And, | am glad that this Government is
following our initiative. But, it is not merely ASEAN, BIMSTEC, Ganga-
Mekong, India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Road Project and the Car Rally,
which was held recently, was a suggestion of the former Prime Minister in the
last ASEAN Summit. All this was to integrate an area of Asia, region of Asia that
we had neglected with disdain. Now, we are doing it. But, we are not merely
stopping here. Even with regard to the Gulf Co-operation Council we started a
Summit-level dialogue with them in New York last year, and | hope it will continue
to make progress. But, Sir, the most worrisome thing that we notice is this. We
notice this in our immediate neighbourhood and not merely Pakistan. | will be
glad if the hon. Minister informs this House as to how many countries in the
neighbourhood he has visited since he has taken over. We have the Maoist in
Nepal. Wetiave the LTTE in Sri Lanka, with linkage through our territory. We
have Pakistan on our West. We have Bangladesh in our East. We have
Myanmar in our East. And, it appears, as if Indian insurgent groups are
surrounding India from all sides. From all around us, we see a great deal of failure on
the part of our neighbours. | am
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concerned and | would like to express that concern publicly in this House about the
security and safety of our Prime Minister when he travels for the SAARC Meeting
next month in Dhaka, because Bangladesh has been in denial on this. When you
raise issue before them, they raise counter-issues before you. If you say that the
Indian insurgent groups are operating out of Bangladesh, they will tell you that
anti-Bangladesh elements are operating out of India. If you talk about
criminals, they will talk, about criminals. If you talk about the illegal immigration,
they will also talk about illegal immigration. Now, | am concerned because the
whole security situation in Pakistan, Afghanistan, Central Asia, Bangladesh,
Nepal, Myanmar, Sri Lanka and with what is going on with regard to Islamic
terrorism in the Sourth of Thailand, is changing. A ring of terrorist activity
surrounds us. | would like to know from the hon. Minister about this, because these
are not internal security matters. These are foreign policy issues. So, | would
like to know from the hon. Minister as to what exactly the Government of India
is doing to ensure that this country remains safe.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Sinha, time allotted to your party is over.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Yes, Sir. | am concluding. The kind of nexus that we
have seen developed between terrorist organisations all around us is not allowed to
flourish in the manner in which it has flourished during the last few months.

I know this is a subject which is very dear to the hon. Foreign Minister.This is Non-
Alignment or Sourth-South Cooperation. We have taken a number of steps, when
we were in office to promote the South-South Cooperation. The India-Brazil sourth
Africa initiative, the T-9 initiative in Western Africa, then, all the FTAs and the
preferential tarrif arrangements that we were promoting. We had covered the
entire Latin Amrica, the entire Africa, and most of Asia through this network of free-
trade agreements and preferential trade agreements. There can't be any Non-
Alignment, ther can't be any South-South Cooperation unless we take a lead and
promote South-South Cooperation like our colleague, ShriArun Jaitley, had done in
Cancun. The whole world is aware how through India’s efforts the group of twenty
came into existence, which is standing in such a good stead in our negotiations in
the WTO. Now, what exactly is happing to the various initiatives that we had started
to promote South-Sourth Cooperation? But, as | said, Sir, a large number of
problems in our Foreign Policy have been left behind by
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history, and that history does not go back beyond 1947. It started when India
became independent. It started when India was partitioned. And, all our
problems, except the boundary question with China, are a result of that
partition. Very serious unpardonable mistakes have been made in dealing with
these issues. When we were in office we tried to deal with these historical
issues, whether it is with Pakistan, whether it is with China, whether it is with
Bangladesh, whether it is with Myanmar, whether it is with Central Asia or any
other country in our neighbourhood. But we are concerned -- and, | would like to
say this absolutely unambiguously — when we see the same mistakes being
repeated again today. | have referred to some of the statements. The hon. Minister
stood shoulder to shoulder with the Secretary of State of the USA and made a
statement about Irag, which caused avoidable confusion in this country. Even our
friends on the Left were compelled to take the Government to task on that
statement. If the BJP had criticised it, they would have said, "You are in
Opposition". But most of the criticism is coming from them. Dismiss our criticism if
you w,ant to. But, what about their criticism? So, where is the Foreign Policy of this
country heading? | dare say, in seven months it is in shamples. | was going
through one of the statements which hon. Natwar Singhji had made in 1998. He
referred to one of the Members of the Government and said, "He is el nino". He
described him as 'e,” nino". And, he said "This el nino has been making
statements, which are not in India's interests." | dare say, the present
Government is full of such elninos. The Defence Minister is saying something,
the Home Minister is saying the other thing, the External Affairs Minister is
saying the other thing. There is no clarity. The PMO is saying something else and
doing background briefing, which is in complete contradiction with what the
Minister says in the Parliament of this country. Why is it that the Foreign Policy
is marked by this chaos, this confusion, these contradictory statements? What
is happening? So, my charge is that this Government has lost its way on
Foreign Policy. ~ Nobody knows today in this country who runs Foreign
Policy. Is it being . run from the Foreign Office; is it being run by the PMO; is it
being run by the Home Ministry; is it being run by the Defence Ministry? Who is
running the Foreign Policy of this country? And, why is there no coordination? If all
are running, Sir, then, it becomes the Prime Minister's focussed responsibility
to ensure that there is coordination. | have never seen such a confusion. As |
said right in the beginning, | am, perhaps, totally inexperienced, as far as
Foreign Policy is concerned, before my much
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more experienced colleague; but, | am sorry to say, this is no way to run the
Foreign Policy of country. Thank you.

DR. KARAN SINGH (NCT of Delhi): Mr. Chairman, Sir, this is a welcome first
opportunity since the last elections for this House to debate Foreign Policy in
some depth. In fact, we should have an opportunity earlier, but it is good that even
at the fag-end of this Session, we are having a debate on Foreign Policy. | am not
sure when the last debate in the last Government was. But, Sir, | would like to say,
at the outset, that the hon. Member, who just spoke, seems to be very disturbed,
worried and somewhat disoriented by the new developments that have taken
place. It is true that a lot of challenges have emerged. These are not new
challenges. These are new dimensions of challenges which continue to
develop because Foreign Policy, essentially, is continual, and our Foreign
Policy, from Independence, goes all the way back to Jawaharlal Nehru, who
was the architect of our Foreign Policy. And, more or less, on the basis of a
national consensus, the Foreign Policy has been continued down to the
present day. Certainly, there are challenges. There is no doubt about it. We
are living in difficult times. If you recall, Sir, the Chinese pictogram for
'challenge’ is the same as the pictogram for opportunity. Everytime there is a
challenge, there is also an opportunity to make a breakthrough and a new
development. We should realise that what is happening is that India is
emerging as a power to be reckoned with, not only in the region but around
the world, as a result of our economy, as a result of our pluralistic polity, as a
result of our democratic traditions. Therefore, as we emerge into this new
dimension, we, have to confront the various problems that face us, and we will
do that. | can assure the hon. Member that we will do that in an integrated
manner and without any dissidence. Certainly, in a democracy, there is a
scope for a difference of opinion but there will be no dissidence, there will be
no negativism. Janeshwarji talked about the people whose courage had failed. |
do not think that is a correct description of India. India has always risen to the
occasion down through the corridors of time; and | have no doubt whatsoever,
that we will meet the challenges boldly and bravely.

[MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair]

Sir, the Minister will reply, no doubt, to the specific points that have been
raised by the Opposition. | would like to make some general points
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with regard to the overall situation that we are facing today in the world. | would
like to look upon it as a sort of model of concentric circles. Let us begin with
SAARC. SAARC is the closest regional grouping to us and it is important that we
strengthen our relationships with SAARC. | do not want to go into the details. With
Pakistan, we have had a long and troubled history even since independence. |
once mentioned in the House, whether you call Jammu and Kashmir a core issue
or call it a sore issue? Jammu and Kashmir has been a Central issue. There is no
pretending that it is not a Central issue. Therefore, it has to be addressed, and |
think all Governments have said; that they are prepared to address it and enter into
a dialogue with Pakistan. We are aware, Sir. | happen to come from the mouth of
the volcano. | have grown up with this problem even since | was a boy. My, friend,
Dr. Farooq Abdullah, only a few years junior to me, both of us have lived through
the situation. About Pakistan, | would say only two things. One is, there is a
famous film song 3rSTd SRICT 8 A, FEl Y® Hel @A , I ARl & B &Y, 7 a9 FHsT
¥ 51 89 | This continuing story, goes on and on. | have got my own views in the

matter which | am not going to express, but, certainly, we should have a
dialogue. The second is a ¥R from B TEIA —

« gX FIoT TE) & ARBST, TR b ST S8R, Udb SIRT BENN,
THRT 7 I G I, WIS I8 Higedd dR a0 17

Therefore, we must hope, while keeping our powder dry, while
keeping up our defences, while being extremely wary, as Yashwantji has said
that we are dealing with somebody who is certainly an unusual political
person. We must, nonetheless, always hope that there will one day be a
detente because, it is my personal conviction, Sir, that unless there is a
detente between India and Pakistan, neither will SAARC take off nor will our
country really be able to rise to the heights to which it is destined. Now, what
happened throughout, | am not going into that detail; that is a very complex
issue; | will not touch it. | will just try to make this point that the dialogue began
a long time ago. In fact, the dialogue started from Panditji's time. After that,
there have been many ups and downs; then the previous Prime Minister made
some gestures in Kashmir, and we have been following it up. And we can only
hope and pray for the sake of the people of India and people of Pakistan, for
the sake of those people of india, Indian citizens
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living in Jammu & Kashmir. They are the ones who are suffering, If | heard
Janeshwarii correctly, he said that the attack on the World Towers was not
meant to kill people. | don't understand what else it was meant to do.

SHRI JANESHWAR MISHRA: It was not aimed to kill someone.

DR. KARAN SINGH: Was it not aimed to kill people? Thousands of people
died. | don't understand it. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI JANESHWAR MISHRA: Not aimed to kill 'someone'.

DR. KARAN SINGH: Well, around 4000 or so people died in that. My friend,
Dr. Farooq Abdullah, himself has escaped assassination attempts. Therefore, let us
not denigrate the danger of terrorism and militarism also. So, while we certainly
wish that our relations with Pakistan will improve, there should be no fear that we
are going to, in any way, compromise the national interest. The broader national
interest, certainly, lies in a detente, and one hopes and prays that will come
about.

As far as SAARC is concerned, also, | must mention Nepal. The situation in
Nepal is extremely dangerous and extremely disturbed. There are several factors
involved there. There are the Maovadis; there are the political parties, who,
unfortunately, don't seem to be able to get their act together, and there is the
King. Now, all these factors have to be kept in mind because a destablilisation in
Nepal will have a direct impact upon us. Our neighbouring States of Bihar and
Uttar Pradesh, particularly, with their very porous borders are very vulnerable to
the growth of militant and terrorist activities, and, therefore, this is a matter which
concerns both internal security as well as foreign policy, and it is most fitting that
the first visit that our Foreign Minister made, after his appointment, was to Nepal.

Sir, we move into the next concentric circle, ASEAN. Certainly, we must
develop our relations with ASEAN. They were historically somewhat neglected for
various reasons into which | need not go. But, now, | think, there is an awareness
that ASEAN is tremendously important for us. And, if you travel in South-East
Asia, the impact of Indian culture is indelible there. It is astounding. | went last
year, for the first time, — | do not know whether you, Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
have been there or not—to Angkor Wat. Angkor Wat is an absolute revelation. It is
that the largest place of worship in the world, a Hindu, Shaiva, Vaishnav, Buddhist
temple, a huge temple built in a tiny country of Cambodia. The Indian culture
influence in
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ASEAN is great. If you go to Java, a Muslim majority country, the way they do
the Ramayana is much more effective and much more dramatic even than the
way we do it here. So, it has nothing to do directly with religion, it has to do with
culture, and the whole of Sourth-East Asia down through the centuries has been
impacted by Indian culture in a freindly manner, not through the force of arms.
Therefore, ASEAN is very important to us and we must develop that.

We come then to China. Bilateral talks certainly are continuing. My own
view is that we should, as soon as possible, clinch the border talks
with China, if we can......... because there are ups and downs in internal
Chines' politics, and when the situation is favourable, we can clinch it. | would
like to mention one point that President Putin also make, and if | remember
correctly, Prime Minister Primakov had also made that point as Prime Minister—
the possibility of an India-China-Russia axis. It is a very intriguing point. | was
there because we had organised the Jawaharlal Nehru memorial lecture when
President Putin, in his speech, mentioned this point. So, committed as we are to
a multi-polar world, to a pluralistic world, it is important for us to build up a
positive relationship with China and with Russia, and, if possible, a sort of
tripartite axis. None of these are mutually exclusive. SAARC has its own position;
ASEAN has its own position. Our bilateral talks with China, our bilateral agreements
with Russia, which were referred to, have their own significance. But, the possibility
of these three countries working in tandem, for important international events and
situations should, certainly be explored because that could, conceivably, bring
about the development of a new Pole, of a new centre, for the somewhat
imbalanced situation in which we find ourselves.

Sir, as far as the European Union is concerned, that is another astounding
development in our own lifetime. In countries, that were at daggers' drawn for
hundreds of years, for centuries - millions of people died on the battlefields of
Europe ~ today, you can travel from Portugal to Poland, and you can travel from
Norway to Greece, without a possport. We are deeloping a strategic partnership
with the e European Union. It is tremendously important. Also, because the
European Union is a sort of model upon which SAARC one day, hopefully, can
develop. It is only is we develop on the model of European Union, that our problems
in SAARC will be solved. That was the way the problems in Europe were solved
and that is what we must aim at.
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Sir, in passing, | would would like to make a mention of Central Asia. Central
Asia is an area of tremendous importance. With the collapse of the Soviet
Union, with the emergence of these erstwhile dominated countries into
independence, there is a tremendous demands in those countries. They want
material on India. They want Indian professors. They want books. Tashkent
University has hardly got any books from India. We have got to send people; we
have got to go to Dushanbe; we have got to go to Aimaata; we have got to go to the
Central Asian republics where there is a great vacuum at present as a result of the
collapse of the Soviet Union. Sir the developing nations of Asia, sub-Saharan
Africa, are subsumed in this whole movement. Non-aligned Movement is,
obviously, new now. It is not the old Non-Alignment because one Pole collapsed.
But, if we look upon Non-Alignment in a new articulation, as camaraderie
between developing nations, as a South-South dialogue, as a possibility of some
combined activity in certain fields, | think, you will find that it can still be of some
value.

Sir, the Arab would is in turmoil. Just yesterday, there was a very
interesting speech by a leading Arab intellectural in India International Centre
on the emerging global scenario and Arab perspective. The Palestinian
question, of course, remains still unsolved. Our stand on that has been very dear.
But, generally it seems to me now that our relations with the Arab world are
getting attenuated. | seem to remember in Jawaharlalji's time, President Nasser
was coming here you had all these great leaders from Arab would coming in.
Now, there seems to be less contact, less academic contact, fewre University
professors coming. How many times, do you read of an Arabic University
professor coming and giving a lecture in India? Or, how many times, do our people
go abroad? In think, here again, we need to revive, as it were, the ancient ties
between the Arabs and Indians and develop new relationships with the regimes.

Sir, there are several other dimensions of foreign policy. There are
economic and commercial dimensions which are, obviously, very important now in
the emerging global society. There is a diaspora dimension, for which we now
have a separate Ministry apparently although frankly. | still have not fully
discovered what that Ministry is doing or is supposed to do, but, presumably, it will
do something worthwhile including organising a Pravasi Bharatiya Summit in
Bombay. The importance of the diaspora is well known.
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Any of us who have travelled around the world are aware of how brilliantly Indians
are doing abroad. It is a matter of pride. You take the United States. You saw
the review three days ago. In the United States, people of Indian origin now are
leading in income, they are leading in the number of graduates, and they are
leading in the number of scientists. We are proud of the diaspora, and, they can be
of a very valuable help to us in our foreign policy.

Then we come to cultural diplomacy. Cultural diplomany is tremendously
important. India has been one of the few countries in the world that has not only
imbibed cultures; it has given culture to the world, sn t: ArARj fawri: | We
have imbibed good cultures but we have also spread our cultural peacefully.
Whether it is Buddhism which travelled all the way from Kashmir, all the way
through Tibet, China, Korea, and, all the way to Japan, and, down in the southern
areas Sri Lanka, Indonesia, Thailand, whether it is renewed interest in the
Hinduism, or, whether it is the islamic connection, the Sufi connection; Maulana
Jalaluddin Rumi, Khwaja Nizamuddin and all, there is lot of culture in our history.

And, this is where, Sir, | feel that the ICCR must play a much more
significant role than it has done so far. In our Committee, we are
recommending that the expenditure on the ICCR, the whole ambit of the ICCR,
must grow. It is not the question only of sending a few musicians and dancers;
they are very good. But, we must have an overall view of India's role as the
creator of culture. The role that Greece and Rome between them played in the West,
India has played in the East. And, therefore, this whole efflorescence of Indian
culture must now, in the new context, be spread as far as possible, and that will
help tremendously. The respect that Indian intellectuals and philosophers have in
the West is quite unique. | don't think there is any other country, which can
boast of that sort of heritage, and, we must use that creatively in our foreign
policy.

Sir, this question of restructuring the United Nations is on, and, | am sure the
Minister will answer that, But, | would like to end on the note that ultimately it is
our internal situation that will determine our international stature. Despite what
the hon. Member sitting that side said, | think the Manmohan Singh
Government is doing well in foreign affairs, and, it will continue to clarify and deal
with the various issues that come up from time to time, which should be based on
a national consensus.
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Sir, a great, strong, mature, pluralistic democary like India can, | am sure,
make a positive contribution to the emerging architecture of the new global society,
that is the goal to which our party, which this Government is committed.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU (West Bengal): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, the other
day, in one of the newspapers there was a column by Mr. Inder Malhotra, a
very reputed columnist who has been writing for the last 50 years about this
welcome development that Parliament, after all, is going to discuss the foreign
policy issue.

Actually, we have discussed foreign policy. It is not that we have not
discussed it during the last regime. But we discussed it in the context of sudden
specific developments like 9/11 incident, the American invasion of lraq, and,
things like that. But the whole gamut of issues convered in a comprehensive
discussion on the foreign policy really has not taken placed in the Parliament for a
long, long time and | think this is a welcome development.

Though | will also concede to Yashwantji - | agree with him not in the
combative sense that he said -- that the Prime Minister must also come out with
a statement in this House about his visits, and, the achievements that have taken
place in terms of the Summit discussions, because there we get the possibility to
have really a focussed discussion, and, clarifications on specific issues.

But, not really to expose the Himalayan blunders that the Government
has'committed in these last seven months, which Jaswantji thinks, It has done.
But, | was awestruck with his performance, | must say. He was sounding
almost biblical. We know that before me the darkness and after me the deluge
kind of assertion that he has made in terms of foreign policy performance of is
Government. That is a little bit difficult for me to digest. It is not that | see eye-to-
eye with this Government on all issues, | will definitely come to that. But, | think, it is
a very important point that was made in the National Common Minimum Programme
that our foreign policy would be independent and it will be promotive of
multilateralism. This was very, very important because we have seen the drift. There
is no doubt that there was a framework of a foreign policy in this country since
independence which broadly proceeded on the basis of a national consensus. The
other day, | also mentioned in this House, in the context of the Leader of the
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Oposition raising a point on the reported statement of the hon. Foreign Minister
in Seoul, that nobody can deny the fact that the first major discord in our perception
of the foreign policy came about in the wake of Pokhran-Il. There has been an
animated debate in this House, when the entire House was badly divided on the
question of foreign policy. That had never happened in the past. This is a fact which
nobody can deny. Now, whether it is good or bad, | am not going into that. But,
of course, foreign policy proceeds on the basis of the situation available to you.
Certain things which we cannot avoid become a fait accompli, and, we have to
proceed on the basis of that. But on the basis of that, we cannot deny the fact that
the first major breach in the national consensus, that was obtained in this country,
was when we went in for Pokharan-ll. This is a fact, and, therefore, the subsequent
developments which took place, and the latter that was written to the President
Clintion on the very next day, actually did not really betray a sence of
independence in our foreign policy-making. If that decision was really independent
and there was not need for an explantion, | think, the letter would also not go. But
the fact that the letter went, pointing out to two of our neighbours as our security
concern to go for that project, indicated that there we people beyond the shores of
this country who had to be explained about our position lest they do not get angry
with us. Therefore, | think, it is very apt for the new Government and the ruling
coalition to evolve in this Common Minimum Programme that there is a need for
an independent foreign policy which will be promotive of multilateralism. Now,
Sir, so far as multilateralism is concerned, this a new word which we are using,
| think, more frequently as distinct from non-alignment, for obvious reasons,
because here that the context in which the nomenclature 'non-alignment' came about
really does not exist because there is a single pool, there is a single super-
power. Therefore, 'multilateralism' is 'non-alignment’ of our times, of the present
times, when there is a situation, in security terms, in foreign policy terms, a
singie power, a uni-polar reality is there, multilateralism has to be the essential
transformed nomenclature of what we used to consider non-alignment. Now, in
that sense, | think, the fact that we have raised this whole question of
democratisation of the UN structures, particularly that of the permanent Security
Council, in a very big way and it has gathered momentum and our intervention
in the whole debate is a major important development.
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It did not happen two years back. It did not happen a year back. But with the
opening of the General Assembly and the systematic manner in which the Indian
Prime Minister, Indian delegation as a whole, made this point, has also forced the
issue, and with some of our colleagues, | also had the opportunity of being
present, and it is an issae which is being talked about. Now, of course, | think that
whatever has been recommended in that blue report, which was instituted by the
Secretary-General, what would be our approach should not be decided by the
Government alone. Not because the Government does not have the authority,
but this Government is committed to restore the sense of national consensus in
terms of foreign policy-making, which had got breached in between. Therefore,
this is an important question on which there has to be a national position.
Therefore, | think in evolving and firming up the views of the Government,
there has to be a national consultation on this, and there should not be any
unilateral decision by the Foreign Ministry Office, or the Government as such.
That | think is very, very important. In what way should we intervene in the
situation? Because there is no denying the fact that in the proposal itself, having
a section of the Permanent Members without voting power and a section of
Permanent Members with voting power, this kind of an open discrimination
within the Security Council is there. Whether it really strengthens our overall
struggle in restructuring and democratising the UN and the Security Council is a
question on which there can be a debate and, | think. we should factor in the
views of all political shades in this country before finalising this time.

But, Sir, the most imporant point is : Where from shall we start? Where from
shall we start in developing a multipolar would? We are in a situation of unipolarity,
and we are trying to develop multilateralism. Now, there were some views, in
the past, to suit ourselves, to adjust ourselves with the unipolar world and the
kind of trappings that went with that kind of a unipolar system. It is a very
important first step towards multilateralism. | remember, we debated here after
September 11, and it was told that there was a great change in the struggle
against global terrorism. There was terrorism before, there is terrorism now, and
there will be terrorism thereafter. No doubt about that. But, | think, a contention
was made here in this House by the Government in the past that there was a
qualitive change in the direction, in the fight against terrorism. Therefore, we
should hitch ourselves to that effort. It was a very important step, the
Government
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suggested at that point of time, in fighting terrorism. But we say that the way it is
being sought to be dealt with, at the international level, cannot really arrest
terrorism, far from it if anything, it will lead to further terrorist acts all over the
world.

We remember, and, | think, the hon. Foreign Minister will definitely
remember the two days of impasse in this very Hosue on the passing of a
unanimous resoltion, and Indian Parliament was the only Parliament which
condemnd the U.S. occupation of Irag, which openly called for withdrawal of troops
of the coalition forces. Therefore, the efforts that we are taking, and the way we
try to redefine the need for changing the direction of the anti-terrorism strugle
globally, has to come out more sharply, consistent with our idea of independent
policy-making, consistent with our idea of promoting multipolarity. Surely,
describing President Bush as a champion of struggle against terrorism is not the
way to promote multilateralism and our figtht against global terrorim. | think that
point has to be understood by us.

| will watch everybody appropriately, | have no problem in that. We have an
understanding about that. But | think that is the point. Now, in the context of
this attempt to democratise the United Nations, | think it is very important for us to
understand on what basiss we are asking, on what basis India is asking, for a
permanent seat on the Security Council. Our basis is that we are more
representative of the concerns of the deveoping countries. Sometimes, confusion
arises because, | think, we have also sort of become unconscious victims of this
campaign that India has become a super-power. From "Shining India", we became a
"Super-power India" in the later stage of our election campaign. Therefore, unless
we also have clarity as to what is the platform on the basis of. which we are
asking for democratisation of the United Nations or a permanent seat on the
Security Council, there will be confusion. Now, if we are representative of the concerns
of the developing countries, surely we will not get that on the basis of the
magnanimity of some super-powers, we will get that on the basis of the support
from majority of the developing countries and the fact that our emphasis has
slightly shifted can be seen from the results of the United Nations Economic and
Sbcial Council that we have got overwhelming support, but there are irritants.
Sir, if you see the language of the National Common Minimum Programme on
West Asia and the formulation this Government has made in the Presidential
Address, the change will be
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clear. The whole reference to Israel which has come in the President's
Address, which, unfortunately, we could not discuss thanks to Jaswantji and his
friends in this House, that reference was there that with Israel, we have developed
good relations and nothing will happen in our Indo-Israel relations which will
negatively affect our traditional ties with Palestine and other West Asian
countries. Now, why the question of Israel comes? Nobody is shouting from the
rooftop that we will not have any diplomatic ties with Israel. Israel is a State we
have recognised. But, at the same time, those Indo-Israel ties could become a
threat to our position on Palestine issues. Why that concern had to be expressed in
the Presidential Address? Because, again, | have data with me, in 1998, when the
earlier Government was in power, | think we had about 250 million dollars worth of
trade with Israel in defence equipment. In 2004, when this Government has
come, it has already grown to, | think, 1-1/2 billion or 2 billion dollars. And there is
a projection that by the next year, it will go up to four billion dollars and it goes
into several areas - avionics, ammunition, rifles, night-vision goggles and so on
and so forth. Now, the point is, and | am given to understand, that many of the
deals had gone through earlier even without a tendering process. And defence
magazines like the Zennets, even the Janes Digest, tell us that Israelis are
paying the highest amount of commission, 30 per cent average, for securing
orders from the countries to whom they sell their equipment. This is the general
position. Israel has in the past, after having dealt with China in terms of arms, had
suddenly stopped supplies because the Americans were saying, the point that you
Were making in the last -- endues. That endues is against the American interests,
so you cannot sell to the Chinese.-Now, therefore, is it proper on our part to go on
depending increasingly heavily on the Israelis? | am a little surprised at the
great eloquence of Jaswantji on our ties with the Russians because the people
who were most sour with our growing defence relationship with Israel were the
Russians. Now, therefore, if something had upset the Russians really, which | do
not know, which the hon. Foreign Minister has to clarify, that would surely be our
increasing defence relationships with israe!. Now, whose brain-child was this in
foreign policymaking? The US-Israel-New Delhi Axis, Washington-Tel Aviv-New
Delhi Axis, and whether it was a result of an independent foreign policy-making,
and whether, as the new Government has said it in the Common Minimum
Programme, with some of these people who are knowingly smiling here,
because they had some role in drafting it...
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' THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI H. R. BHARDWAJ): Whom
are you referring to?

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: There are so many friends here. This dilution that you
have made in the President's Address in dealing with the West Asian situation,
is quite clear, because, apart from anything else, look at the numbers. In West
Asia, we have about 54 votes for the Security Council, and Sir, | must tell you very
frankly, that whoever has prepared the Prime Minister's intervention in the U.N.
General Assembly, our failure to mention our solidarity, our support to the
Palestinian did not go down well with those countries. Therefore, we have to take
a very balanced and nuanced approach on all these issues, because it is a
complicated world, it is also a very difficult world, where we are trying to work
out a foreign policy, whidh is promotive of multilateralism, yet, we are in a
situation, which is the unipolar world, where we do not know people who
befriend us at a certain point of time. How long will they go along with us? How
long will they stick to us because, Yashwantji was referring to Arun Shouriegji's
achievement in Cancun? But we have also seen that there are ditherings,
because, the developing countries get together, stick together for some time,
and then they tend to fall away. So, our approach has to be, how long and how
far we can carry with whom. We have allied ourselves at a certain point of time.
Therefore, | think, Sir, it is very important to start the whole issue in the
neighbourhood, and we have no doubt that we have progressed, and the rancour
in Yashwantji's intervention | could understand, because, the Government is really
unlike "Yashwant". (Interruptions)

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Sir, | know about the accent of the people from
that-part of the country from where he comes.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: That is what | am saying. You bear with the accent
that we have in that part of the country, because, none of us really speak British
English. Either we speak Tamil English or Telugu English or Bengali English. The
point is, therefore, Yaswantji's contention in most part of his speech was
preoccupation with Pakistan is understood because, the Indian foreign policy
became a mirror image of Pakistan's India policy, and we have to go beyond it.
Therefore, there was terrorism there, there is terrorism now, notwithstanding
POTA, notwithstanding the spending of taxpayers' money to the tune of Rs.
1,000 crores by mobilizing our forces for ten months along the border. But the
point is, nothing has happened.
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There was no progress. On the contrary, the SAARC process itself was frozen,
in a suspended animation, for two years. That is a fact, which nobody can
deny. There, the name of the game today is 'engagement’. You have to
engage, not that you always come to an agreement. But engagement has to be
there, relationship has to be there. The most positive part that we are now
discussing is gas. Well, there may be differences in the perception, there may be
differences in the manner of articulation done by different Ministers, but we are
not discussing when and where we will bomb the other country with our nuclear
arsenal. That we are not discussing. We are discussing gas or we are
discussing the MFN status or certain other economic issues. That in itself,! think,
is a major positive development.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Basu, how much more time will 3you take?

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Sir, | think the hon. Chairman was very forgiving about
former speakers. So, if you have even a fraction of that for me, | will wind up.

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, it is a very important matter. Please extend
the time.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | am just asking him how much time he will take.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Therefore, the SAARC process and the BIMSEC process
are welcome developments. These have started, and these are being followed
up. The ASEAN process has started; that is also going to be followed up. There
may be some differences, but what is very important is as and when we are going to
have a new emphasis in our Foreign Policy because ultimately, our objective is to
open up the economy, is to have more trade and bilateral business engagements
with many parts of these regions or with many other countries, our country's
infrastructure should also change. Yashwantji has said that there was a great
interest shown by the earlier Government towards the ASEAN and BIMSEC. But
when it comes to the infrastructure in the eastern part of the country, we feel that
no investment is being made by the Government. Today, Foreign Policy is also an
extension of the domestic policy; | mean, always it was, and today, perhaps,
more so. When you are actually reorienting your Foreign
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Policy towards a particular region of the world, that part of the country should
also get your attention in terms of capacity building, in terms of infrastructure
building, and whenever the opportunities fructify, we should be able to make use of
that. Sir, it is a very welcome development today; Karan Singhji was also making a
mention of the Primikov idea of Russia, China and India, because increasingly, in
this world what do we see when we are talking of unipolarity, when we are talking of
hegemonism? In Irag, we are seeing that every day; we do not know what kind of
elections will take place. | would like to know from the hon. External Affairs
Minister what is India's approach because on this, Parliament has passed a
unanimous Resolution. Unless it is amending that, how are we going to translate
the idea incorporated in the Resolution into a reality? What will be our approach
on Palestine? | am asking this because there is a new situation there, post-
Arafat. We have to play a major role in this because these are all issues which are
related to our central position, central question of trying to restructure the U.N. and its
Security Council. We cannot have a global of articulating the concerns of the
developing countries. On the other hand, the main issue which constitutes a very
important part of the global discourse, on which where the developing countries
will stand, should be decided. The kind of thing that on other issues, we will
not articulate, we will not keep ourselves relatively silent, does not go well
together, does not gel well together. | say this because earlier, the
Government jumped to the bandwagon of the United States... (Interruptions)..

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: Which Government?
SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: The earlier Government.
SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: Define clearly.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | go by Yashwant Sinhaji's definition that the
Government is a continuous process. In that sense, | say 'the Government..

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: You don't believe in it? You don't think so?

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | think people are our masters, and they have decided
that whatever policy that Government was pursuing has to be rejected...
(Interruptions)... to the extent it is necessary, to the extent the people did not agree
with that. Surely, people did not vote for the continuation of those policies.
(Interruptions)...
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DR. ALLADI P. RAJKUMAR (Andhra Pradesh): People did not vote for others
also. You don't forget that. (Interruptions)...

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: But surely they did not vote for those policies.
(Interruptions)...

DR. ALLADI P. RAJKUMAR: Let us be fair in this august House.
(Interruptions)...

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Which policy did they reject in Kerala?
(Interruptions)... Which policy did they reject in Kerala? (Interruptions)...

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | am coming to that. (Interruptions)... | am coming
to that. (Interruptions)...

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: (Bihar): Which policy did they reject in
Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan, Orissa and Punjab? (Interruptions)...

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: | will reply to that question. (Interruptions)...
it SETRTOT qIfdT (SSIAT ) 1 B H B GiferRd ¥ w1 faa 2
=it ST : Sl waTel 98 Y@ 78 8, 981 g Rl R e 2 |

sft SgIRE I @ B H AT G FH B gifer ¥ B fear ?
().

oY STaUTfY : 319 31 33T, I= arer SIRTT |

i} Frelieact 9 : AN ATl W IE dlel1 SAfY STl & il a8 T4 uifert &
| I8 Rt S &1 721 2, . @, U. 31 781 &, 39 R 99T T & | 89 Rih I8 e
T2 ¥ f5 AT 1 I8 91 I9R AR <1 7 5 AT S Ao € iR R uNE € 13 W
T Ud TFaR ST B B BRI DY 7 iR 371 aret fa=1 # <FT 99 933 6 98 S
off o7 TEY | 98 Ay 97 S | That is precisely what they do not understand be-
cause the previous Government was a unilateral coalition. Whatever some people
thought should be done, that became the national policy and that made the
national consensus on the foreign policy. On the contrary, now, we have a real
coalition, in the sense of ideas, where ideas clash and, therefore, we also have
to articulate openly and publicly our differences with the Government, whatever
they are, so that, overall, we can have a much more balanced and nuance
position on the foreign policy issues. That is there. But this time, is a complex
time. Nobody can claim, like Yashwantji, that finally truth is with me and | am
the repository of all wisdom. Through trial and error you have to learn.
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SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Sir, | take it back. After he has taken off is jacket, |
am a little scared of him. | don't know what he will take off now.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Basu, please conclude.

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Therefore, Sir, | would say that we have made a
beginning. But we need to be very careful.

Sir, | begin from where | digressed. The Government, in the past, jumped into the
US bandwagon of creating a missile shield. | have a report, which appeared in the
NEW YORK TIMES of 17th December. They have commented that even the
latest attempt by the administration in having a missile shield has failed. That
experiment has failed. They say that 85 million dollars have been wasted down
the drain on that experiment of creating a missile shield. Yet, Yashwantji, became a
party to that unilaterally. Therefore, while winding up my speech, | would say that
the need of the day is to have an independent foreign policy. There is a need,
today, for promoting multilateralism in a hostile world, which is dominated by a
superpower, where our concerns will have to be juxtaposed with the concerns
of the developing countries at large. We have to proceed very carefully while
befriending with those countries which also stand to gain and we should try to
have multipolarism instead of unipolarism. Russia will have to be there with us;
China will have to be there with us; South Africa will have to be there with us;
Brazil will have to be there with us because the common reality of a unipolar
world is threatening their existence also. So, our approach has to be to
diplomatically recognise areas where there could be a common ground and on
the basis of which we can proceed without picking up quarrels with anybody.
There is no point in shouting from the rooftops that we are opposed to any
particular country. But, in a positive manner, we have to demarcate ourselves
from all attempts by the unipolar forces to have the global hegemony and try to
have a more civilised democratic world. What is going on in Iraq is not the way to
fight terrorism. But there should be more decent and civilised engagement
between nations. There may be differences at a given point of time. But
engagement is the route through which we have to try. | think, this should be the
policy which would be broadly endorsed by the people. Thank you.
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1*SHRI S.S. CHANDRAN: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, If | speak in English,
you all will be confused whether it is Tamil-English or Telugu-English. That is
why | am speaking in my mother tongue Tamil. If | speak English you are there
only to find fault with. There is no problem if | speak in my mother tongue. There
are 12 Ministers and 40 MPs from Tamil Nadu. It is with their support that you
are running the Government. | am proud to speak in Tamil. You may choose to
speak in British English. You may also' speak in Hindi. We will be proud of that.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, thank you very much for giving me this
opportunity. | am proud to put forth my views on behalf of AIADMK on the foreign
policy of the country. When we speak of foreign policy, the first Prime Minister
of India, Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru who laid the foundation for our foreign policy
through the policy of non-alignment comes to our mind. The credit goes to Pt.
Jawaharlal Nehru for getting India a place of pride in the international arena in the
1950's and 1960's through this policy of non-alignment. The importance of the
External Affairs Ministry could be known from the fact that Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru
had kept this portfolio with him. By saying this, | am not trying to say that the
present Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh should keep the External Affairs
Ministry with him. The Hon'ble External Affairs Minister is a very capable person
who has had long innings in foreign affairs.

Sir, after assuming the office of the External Affairs Minister, he addressed a press
conference on 25th May this year wherein he said, there will not be much change
in. the foreign policy because foreign policy is evolutionary, not revolutionary. | liked
his statement because, rather than accusing the previous Government, he rightly
gave importance to national interest. If foreign policy is not well formulated and
properly pursued, it could be disastrous for the nation. Afghanistan and Iraq are
the recent examples of this.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, we had almost a levelheaded foreign policy right
from the time of independence till around 1990. But after the end of cold war era,
it is a fact that our foreign policy has not been steady and firm. Even during the
cold war era, though we have been pursuing non-aligned policy, it is a fact that
the former Soviet Union and the present Russia exercised its Veto power in
favour of India whenever Kashmir issue was raised in the United Nations. We
cannot forget this. Today,

1 English translation of the original speech delivered in Tamil.
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the two-block theory is gone and the USA has become the centre of discussion
globally. This is still worse a situation and India should tell its allies about this.
Sir, what did the USA say when cross border terrorism tried to attack Parliament,
our symbol of democracy? It said India should exercise restraint, be patient.
When should we be patient? When we are attacked, when we are about to die! This
is what America said. (Interruption).

When you speak you tell your policy. If the Hon'ble Deputy Chairman gives
me time, | can speak for 5 hours. You speak about Congress and | will speak
about AIADMK. That is not the issue now. We are discussing foreign policy
now.

Sir, | was saying about the US. But what the US did in Irag. India has 100
more reasons than what the US is said to have had for attacking Irag. | wish to
make one thing clear to the Hon'ble Minister. Message should not go that no
matter by whom and how terrorism is unleashed on India, we will be patient.
Such thinking about India in the international arena should go. From being
defensive, we should send a message that if roughed on the wrong side, we will
punish them. At the same time, | welcome the statement of the Hon'ble Minister
that India would not send forces to Irag.

Sir, as many Hon'ble Members have spoken about the Indo-Pak relations and the
policies pursued, | wish to make some points about our relation with Srilanka. |
request the Hon'ble Minister to kindly spell out our foreign policy in respect of
Srilanka while replying to the discussion. On 2nd October 1974, Kachchathevu
Island was gifted to Srilanka by the rulers of the day at the Centre. The party that
was in power in Tamil Nadu at that time did not prevent this action of the
Centre. But now it is shedding crocodile tears for Tamil Nadu fishermen.
According to the Agreement of 1974, Tamil Nadu fishermen enjoyed all their
traditional rights such as fishing around Kachchathevu, drying up their nets and
resting on the island and going to the Church on the island for prayer. But these
rights were curtailed through a circular by the Centre in the year 1976. Even
then it was made clear that fishermen would not be harmed for going there. But
what is happening? Even yesterday, a mechanised fishing boat was shot and
damaged by the Srilankan Navy. They had also taken away the catches of prawn the
fishermen had. | don't know whether it is Navy or sea pirates? Sir, it is said by same
political wizards' that Kachchathevu was donated
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because it is a barren land without water resources. But let me quote what the
Secretary of Defence and Foreign Affairs of Srilanka at the time of donating
Kachchathevu has the say. In his book titled Kachchathevu: the Maritime
Boundary of Srilanka, WT Jayasinghe says, (Interruptions).

What | just said is Singhalese and you won't understand. | know all that.

Sir, | was referring to what WT Jayasinghe had to say. He says, in a world
where nations go to war a tiny dry land, we have succeed in getting Kachchathevu
from India through negotiation diplomatically. The Hon'ble Minister knows what
he means. This island is more important for us because, there are about 10 lakh
fishermen along the 1076-km. long coast of Tamil Nadu. As these fishermen
depend on fishing for their livelihood, it would be injustice to say that they should
not go to see for fishing. So far Tamil Nadu fishermen have been attacked and
killed several times by Srilankan Navy. Yet, not even once the Indian Navy or
the Coast Guard returned fire. Could you not even threaten them? If the foreign policy
pursued towards Srilanka stands in the way of taking action, then we don't want
such a policy.

Sir, the Centre volunteered to help Bangladesh for its liberation, raises voice in
favour of Palestine and flys forces to Maldives to retrieve the island from
mercenaries (Interruptions).

Nobody is giving any letter! There is nothing wrong in giving some points |.
(Interruptions).

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, no, you please conclude.
SHRI S.S. CHANDRAN: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, | was 11. (Interruptions).

Sir, many leaders are reading them why not 1? | can show photograph of
someone reading a speech tomorrow in the House. Sir, some 6 months before,
over 200 workers from Tamil Nadu faced lot of problems in Malaysia. The Indian
Embassy did not provide them any help. Even people die while in foreign
countries. All our Embassies should be instructed to provide help to our people
there in time of need. | hope the Hon'ble Minister will take necessary steps in the
matter. With these words, | conclude. Thank you.
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Chandran, please conclude. (Interruptions)

SHRI RAJEEVSHUKLA(Uttar Pradesh): Sir, she is witing and gving it to him.
(Interruptions)

SHRI'V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, she is...(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI S.G. INDIRA (Tamil Nadu): | am not writing. Also, if | am writing, what is
wrong in it? (Interruptions)

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, ... (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, Mr. Narayanasamy. (Interryptions) ..no cross-talks in
the House. (Interruptions)

oft SR 9ifdr : R axBT BT o] B BT TT BIS TNIBT T2 B |
..(TTLT)...

o STaufy : 3fST | 95 SR | ..(=F@H™)... | am here to control the House.
You sit down. (Interruptions)

ot SR qIfYT : TR, fHd a1 B fIcd B BT I8 BIS b LTS |
..(TTLT)...

oft SouTafy : ey 33T 1 33T 1 89 T S — i A Sy 7L | (@mau)...

ot SRR 9Ifdy : 31T TE B! W QAT | ...(FGHF)... SHD] Uge 1My,
J ygdl foved oxl & | ..(aEM)...

off STFUI : 379 ST T | ...(FLH)... 3T FAT 91 B & | T 37T BT,
3T T 91 BRA & | ...(TGETH)...

SHRI'S.S. CHANDRAN: The hon. Member spoke in Tamil.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Generally, in a debate, Members are not expected to read.
That is the procedure. You can take points and speak. (Interruptions)

SHRI S.S. CHANDRAN: | am taking points only, Sir.

SHRI S.S. AJHLUWALIA (Jharkhand): Sir, there is nothing wrong. Everyday,
Ministers are replying while reading the statements. (Interruptions)
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Ahluwaliaji, | am talking about the general rule.
(Interruptions) You please conclude. (Interruptions)

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, ...(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | would request the Treasury Benches also
because your responsibility is to see to it that we finish it in time. Two-and-a-half
hours are fixed for this debate. Already, two-and-a-half hours' time is over. There
are 14 more speakers. The more you disturb the House, the more will you get the
punishment of sitting longer today.

SHRI RAASHIDALVI (Andhra Pradesh): It is the question of the dignity of the
House. Just because of time-limit, you cannot go against the rules. It is against
the convention of the House to read a paper. (Interruptions)

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA: What is he talking about (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Ahluwalia, why are you taking cognisance of it?
You please sit down....(Interruptions)... Now, why are you all getting up? Please
sit down.

SHRI S.S. CHANDRAN: The hon. Member spoke in Tamil.

31, It f. TAGAR : STFHURT S, g=91ae | Mr. Narayanasamy
should know that his leaders are reading in Lok Sabha.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You are speaking on foreign policy, not on
Narayanasamy. (Interruptions)

DR. ALLADI P. RAJ KUMAR: Don't forget that Mr. Narayanasamy.
Everybody has got the right to read. Some people may be intelligent.
(Interruptions) We are following the British system of Parliament.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let me clarify. Mr. Narayanasamy,
...(Interruptions) Except with the prior leave of the Chair, no Member should read out
a written speech. Notes may be referred. So, if a Member wants to read, he can
take the prior permission of the Chair and do so. Now, let us not enter into this
argument. Let us concentrate on the debate.

it & a5 Ao (TSR ) : I H dIferg 7 319 |

SHRIMATI S.G. INDIRA: Sir, Mr. Narayanasamy always disturbs him at the
time of his speech. Mr. Deputy Chairman has got every right to give direction
on anything. (Interruptions)
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ST, J7ATET Y. ISTHHR : 3Tl IR H T A H aIe TR 57 51 1 IHT
Si ¥ AT A H 9T BRaTS; T because he represents Andhra Pradesh. (Interrup-
tions) S SUHHTTRRY : 31TT HIRA Gifer=l TR G BIFTY |

S1. et 0. IGHAR : H I R G FR &1 g AR | [ U H [T
HEGY B gATaTe Sl g o *mee et fader Ny w7t ox & forg srgAfy war @t |
TS IRBR & 3 & 915 facer Ny § w1 9ol 87 2, 39 IR F WG] B BIg ATRR
TE QAT B | H 1P gRT UM #HAl 7RIeg &1 MR faeh #5 Aeieu @t .

i} ST T W (MY U ) = faeht =, fader |

DR. ALLADI P RAJKUMAR: You should encourgae me when | speak in
Hindi.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please encourage him. (Interruptions)

[THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI SARLA MAHESHWARI) in the
Chair.]

S1. It 4. INGGAR ¢ HEAl, § gl asdr § , oY 9w fod 9,
ST ¥, SHMER] A, TSR <301 4 89K e b YR & & , I8 U aR 9 e
B AALY IATIT ST ARY| HEIGT, MMYDT A BT AT 6 Ay <= Tt gaem
BN Yifel I JUIE Bl T8l 2, right from the days of late Shri N.T. Rama Rao

to Shri Chandrababu Naidu, we have been supporting the foreign policy. Sir,
when the National Front Government was in power, when the United Front
Government was in power, or when the NDA was in power, as and when it
was required, the Telugu Desam Party used to give suggestions on the
foreign policy.

Sir, | would like to know, today, what is the stand of the Government
as regards Bangladesh? Sir, we know very well that India played a major role
in Bangladesh's achievement of Independence. Today, in Bangladesh, there
are anti-India groups and their activities in Bangladesh, and terrorist groups
are giving threats to our cricket team during its recent visit to Bangladesh.
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There is a lot of infiltration of Bangladeshi nationals entering India on the
borders. Sir, there are incidents of attacks on our security forces. There are
terrorist camps in Bangladesh that are responsible for the terrorist activities in the
North-Eastern States. Sir, in view of all these happenings, we have to have a re-
look or re-visit our relations with Bangladesh. Sir, we have very good relations
with Nepal which is now in the grip of Maoist terrorism. What is our Indian role
with Nepal? What is our relationship with Nepal, our neighbouring country? Sir,
kindly, enlighten us on Nepal issue also. Although Myanmar is having dictatorship
but we are having cordial relations with them. But there is one point of concern that
is the running of terrorist camps in Myanmar. Sir, kindly answer this also. Sir,
regarding Pakistan, Yashwant Sinhaji has quoted and Janeshwar Mishraji has
also quoted. | have also the same idea. Today, what is the relationship we have with
Pakistan?

Recently, we had an occasion to visit Pakistan along with my Leader, Mr.
Chandrababu Naidu. Sir, there was a rousing reception when we landed in Lahore.
We went to Islamabad, we met the Prime Minister, we met some of the
Ministers, we met the Press media, we met the Pakistani Administrative
Officer, and we met the common people. So many cross sections of people we
met. They had only one slogan, 'we want peace with India." How far are you
negotiating? How far are you working on those lines? Sir, recently Musharraf
visited seven countries. When we were in Pakistan he was on a foreign tour. So,
a different picture was given there. For example, when Mr. Musharraf met Mr.
Tony Blair, he was saying something different. When he met the French
President he was saying something else. Kindly watch Pakistani news channel,
you will get the real picture about what is in their mind. Still terrorist camps are
actively participating in Kashmir. Even a Major was killed. You know it very well.
So many hundreds and thousands are being killed. So today, you should have a
dialogue with Pakistan. Please kindly give enlightenment on Pakistan also. On China,
after the war of 1962, we are having strained relations with China, most of the time.
Although, of late, some breakthrough has been made in order to restore peace
between the two countries which needs to be pursued keeping in view—Sir, | would
like to give you four or five points, kindly enlighten us—1. China is occupying quite a
lot of area of Arunachal Pradesh in North-East. 2. It has also occupied some area
of Aksai Chin in Karakoram Range. 3. China has given some occupied areas in
Aksai Chin
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to Pakistan and, in connivance with Pakistan, has built the Karakoram
highways which is a threat to our security. 4. We must take up the cause of
autonomous region of Tibet with China. About Sri Lanka, Sir, today our relations
with Sri Lanka are so-so. Our fishermen are being caught and their vessels are
being captured. They are in jail for the last two or three years in Pakistan and in
Sri Lanka. Kindly negotiate. See that those fishermen come out of these
countries. You have to negotiate on this. Sir, about India's claim for a permanent
seat in the Security Council, there is a lot of discussion about India's
Membership in the Security Council. A committee of the UN has recommended
for extension of the membership of the Security Council. We have to decide whether
we are going to accept the membership of the Security Council with or without
Veto power. India should not accept the Membership without Veto power as we
have all the qualifications to be a permanent member. If we become the
permanent member with Veto power, we can enjoy a lot of benefits which are
exclusively available to the group of five permanent members. | would like to talk
about re-orientation of persons implementing the Foreign Policy. Now, eminent
persons are required. We are, on the basis of the Non-Aligned Movement and the
Panchsheel, guiding India's Foreign Policy. Now, after fifty-five years of our
Republic, the time has come that we should re-look at our Foreign Policy.

The hon. Minister and the House are aware of the number of Indians living in
the Gulf countries. They are facing a lot of problems there. Would the hon. Minister
enlighten this House about the safety and other aspects of Indians in Gulf
countries? We have discussed many a time about the Indian nationals in Gulf
countries. The hon. Minister is very well aware that five people were abducted
recently in Afghanistan and how the Government of India was able to release them. |
would only appeal that such a kind of situation should not recur again.

Madam, with your permission, | wish to place two or three suggestions for kind
consideration of the hon. Minister. My first point is regional parties are totally
neglected. | request the hon. Minister that the regional parties should be taken
into confidence at the time of taking any decision on foreign policy matters. |
would like to ask when did you hold the meeting of the National Development
Council? After seven months in office, did you ever call for a meeting of the
National Development Council? Why don't you discuss the important Foreign
Policy issues in the National
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Development Council? If you have such meetings, only then you will have the
views of others. That is why | am requesting the hon. Minister to take regional
parties into confidence. Today, the national parties have been reduced to
regional parties and the regional parties are becoming national parties.

The other point is, the hon. President, the hon. Vice-President, the hon.
Prime Minister, the hon. Minister of External Affairs should take up extensive
tours to other countries....

DR. FAROOQ ABDULLAH (Jammu and Kashmir): Along with Members of
Parliament.

DR. ALLADI P. RAJKUMAR: Yes. They should take Members of
Parliament along with them as has been suggested by Dr. Abdullahji because
discussions will always pave the way for solution. Now, if the hon. President
goes abroad, he takes some Members of Parliament along with him. So, unless
we take up extensive tours to other countries, it is difficult to establish friendly
relations with them which also helps us in getting a Permanent Seat in the UN
Security Council.

Lastly, | request the hon. Minister to take measures for the SAARC meeting
once in every six months. If this is done, we will have more fruitful deliberations with
the SAARC countries and can also solve the outstanding issues among the
SAARC countries.

With these words, the Telugu Desam Party support the policies of the
Government of India. But, at the same time, the Government of India should also take
into confidence regional parties while deciding issues on the Foreign Policy.
Thank you.

DR. PC. ALEXANDER (Maharashtra); Madam Vice-Chairman, the subject
of discussion, today, is Foreign Policy and, | thought | should make two or
three general points on Foreign Policy in the context of the change in the
concept itself of foreign policy in almost every part of the world.

The first point is, Foreign Policy, has today ceased to be just only a political
policy. Days were, when Foreign Policy meant primarily or heavily what is
described as political relations. But, during the last two decades, the whole
concept of Foreign Policy has undergone a radical change.
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Today, commercial diplomacy has emerged as important as political
diplomacy. Today, issues like investment and transfer of technology have become
as important as Political dealings or foreign trade. Therefore, today, the complexion of
Foreign Policy is different from what it had been in the past when we all started
working in the Government offices. This brings me to the second point. Foreign
Policy, has to be a coordinated effort of different senior political leaders in the
Cabinet. There can't be a Foreign Policy entirely guided, directed or managed by
only one Minister in one Ministry. The Ministers in charge of Commerce and
Industry, the Minister for Defence and the Minister for Finance, of course, will have
a dominant share in shaping the Foreign Policy of the country, almost equal to that
of the Minister in-charge of political relations, who is the Minister for External Affairs.
This is a change that has taken place all over the world. Gone are the days when a
Henry Kissinger and before him an Anthony Eden, in their era, could dominate
foreign policies of their country. That pattern of foreign ministries and foreign
policies has disappeared. Today it is a coordinated, composite, joint effort of
five or six senior members of the Cabinet. Foreign Policy will have to be handled
with great care and a very high degree of coordination almost on a day-to-day basis
as otherwise we will commit mistakes and faux pas and land ourselves in a greater
trouble. That brings me to the third general point, that is, the primacy of the Prime
Minister in giving directions and leading the coordination within the Cabinet and
representing Foreign Policy outside the country. It was evolving over the last few
years. It is not anything new. It had become very prominent in the previous
dispensations as well Prime Ministers, like Indira Gandhi, Rajiv Gandhi and in
recent history, Atal Bihari Vajpayee were great expert in directing a coordinated
Foreign Policy. When-we speak of a country's foreign policy, we must always
remember that the Prime Minister is the chief person responsible for giving shape
to the Foreign Policy, for giving voice to the feelings and concerns of the people
abroad. And, that primacy of the Prime Minister has to be observed by the
present government as well. These were the general points | wished to make.

Now, | want to come to some specific points relating to the countries in our
neighbourhood. | am not going to comment on anything else. | have a feeling—I
may be wrong; if | am wrong, | would like to be corrected—that we are now not
giving the attention that our immediate neighbouring countries deserve, or, as
we have been giving them in the past. And, |
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think, it is a very unwise and dangerous development. In fact, one of the first
concerns of any Foreign Ministry or of any Prime Minister, J will say, should be to
maintain very cordial and friendly and close relationship with our neighbours, in
whose interest we have an interest; and on whose future we have a stake.

I come specifically to the issue of our relations with Nepal. | am not blaming
anybody. | am not saying as if something has happened in the last six months.
The position, today, that | see is the result of probably a couple of years of
continuing policy of neglect as far as Nepal is concerned. There was a time when
we used to select the best civilians, the best diplomats, the best politicians to
be our ambassadors in Nepal. | do not know whether that precedent is being
followed now also last two months. There was a time when the Foreign Secretary,
the administrative head in the similar line used to be himself handing the relations
with Nepal. If that much importance had been given, in the past, to Nepal, it was
not merely because of our consideration for Nepal alone, not because only of
our concern for the people of Nepal, but for our own self-interest itself. What
happens in Nepal is our concern, and we cannot forget that. And, if we can't
understand the dangers that are taking place, dangerous trends are setting in
Nepal, we will regret as much as the people in Nepal will regret. Today, when |
analyse our relationship with Nepal, | find that we have succeeded in
displeasing, practically, every power Centre in Nepal and left with nobody who
will place trust on us. The Monarch and the Army which he controls is one power
centre, there are two or three major political parties—another power centre—and
the Maoist movement, a third power centre, we cannot ignore the facts. | find that
we have, practically, ended up by not being friends with anybody or not being
trusted by anybody fully. If we allow Nepal to sink down further, how can we protect
our own borders with that efficiently? Do you think we can inspire confidence in
other small countries who are, our immediate neighbours? So, we have a great
stake in Nepal. Let us be very plain and very honest about it. That is the only
other Hindu country in the world. We share the same culture; we share the
same history and traditions. Can we afford to have that country disappeared
from the map of the world or being taken over by a group which believes in
armed struggle, and internal armed struggle round the world? | want to raise
this issue; at this forum, when we are discussing Foreign Policy because in our
own interest, our Nepal Policy should be
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our primary concern. My esteemed friend, the MP belonging to Telugu Desam,
expressed his annoyance at the conduct of Bangladesh, or expressed his
annoyance and to some extent at the conduct of Nepal, also but | would, in all
humility, not claiming to be an expert in this subject, advise him, and, through you,
advise all those who are dealing with our neighbours, that we should learn to
live with these small countries complaining against us, criticising us expressing
their annoyance with us. That is the price we have to pay for being a big nation.
We are a large country, a powerful country, militarily, the third largest power in this
world. We have to be conscious of the fact that small neighbours will always
have a complex. And if they criticise us, we should not take it out on them. We
should try to bring them round, and make them feel happy. We should not expect
gratitude from our neighbour for what we did in 1971, for example, for Bangladesh. We
should always keep our own interest in view. We want help in controlling insurgency
in our country. It is not by shouting at them, or crticising them that we will make
them our friends, by understanding their sentiments, trying to reach out to them
and even walking an extra mile we should to get our neighbours on our side.
Madam, Vice-Chairman, | am not going to continue beyond this point. | only
want the Foreign Ministry and the Prime Minister to give a little more serious
attention to our neighbourhood than we have been giving at present. Thank you.

SHRIMATI AMBIKA SONI (Punjab): Madam, Vice- Chairperson, | have listened
to such eminent Members speaking extensively on Foreign Policy issues that |
thought, when | stand up | would say, that if one has grown up in public life, looking
at foreign affairs, one has always thought of Foreign Policy as having emerged
from a certain national consensus. And irrespective of Governments in office, we
have held that there should be a continuity in the conduct of foreign affairs. As
political parties, we might— outside Government—take certain stands which stand
out, but we cannot forget the sense of pride successive generations in India have
felt when Jawaharlal Nehru, Indira Gandhi, Rajiv Gandhi and other Primeivlinisters
raised India's voice and prestige to great heights in the international fora, and
made Npn-Aligned Movement, a Movement of the developing world, take a place
in international affairs which could not be brushed aside. But, in the last 6-7 years,
since 1998 especially, constant attempts, as we see it, have been made to
change this system, to break with this tradition of consensus and continuity. |
am not going to make a speech, Madam,
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because a lot of points have been discussed, but | would like the Foreign Minister,
in his reply, to allay some of our fears on those breaks with continuity and
consensus which took place in the last few years.

[MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair.]

| recall that the NDA Government constantly claimed that we were natural ally of
the US, and that there was a paradigm shift in our relations with the United States
of America. Sir, | would like you to explain to us what you consider, looking
back at the least 6-7 years, what was that shift. | do recall Mr. Colin Powell
coming to India; he was wined, dined, and feted! The next day he went to
Pakistan, and he announced that Pakistan was a valued non-NATO ally, much to
the surprise of the Indian Government!

Sir, | would also like to bring up a point which has happened in recent times
when General Musharraf visited the US, when the administration of Bush, the new
administration, had not yet officially taken over and landed up with a 1.3 billion
military aid. Was this in the same context, as the NDA viewed it as a paradigm shift
and a natural ally's efforts to befriend India? | am sure, your Government, our
Government, has protested because as the Defence Minister very ably put it
that you don't need F-16s to fight terrorists, and we also know that all such
arms to Pakistan in the past have violated an earlier code long ago when
SEATO stipulated that they would not be used against India. | was very amused
when Mr. Yashwant Sinha spoke of the Prime Minister, Dr. Manmohan Singh's letter
to President Bush on his getting re-elected. He tried to create an impression in
the House that it was something extraordinary what had happened. A letter had
been written by the Prime Minister of India congratulating the President of the United
States on his re-election to the Office of President. He tried to create an
impression as if it was lowering the dignity of our country, whereas most of us
who had read about it had taken that letter, as in the normal course, a letter written
to a Head of State or Government who gets re-elected. | wouldn't like to read out
because it will take a long time, | have with me a letter that Vajpayeeji wrote to
Mr. Clinton. It was a letter written on the 11th of May, 1998 after the Pokharan-Il
explosion. He tried as hard as he could, in this whole letter, to explain, to
placate, to cajole and little short of going on his knees; to assure the President
of the United States, and | quote, "l assure you that India will continue to work
with your country in a multi-lateral or bilateral framework to promote the

288



[20 December, 2004] RAJYA SABHA

cause of nuclear disarmament. Our commitment to participate is non-
discriminatory. In particular, we are ready to participate in all the conventions and
negotiations of the Geneva Conference", and so on and so forth. | mean, the
Prime Minister of a Government in which Mr. Yashwant Sinha was a Minister
wrote this. Mr. Yashwant Sinha was then the Finance Minister and Mr. Jaswant
Singh was the Foreign Minister when Mr. Clinton came, the then President of the
United States, and addressed the joint Houses of Parliament in the Central Hall.
None of us here has forgotten the patronising, condescending references to his
role in bringing about a ceasefire in Kargil. Mr. Yashwant Sinha, who has brought
this point up, | thought, was extremely amusing, to put it as mildly as | can. Sir,
| am confident that the Government of India has strongly conveyed its
displeasure, a sense of irk, and anger that the U.S. Administration has tried to
sabotage, | would say mildly, Indo-Pakistan peace talks which were going on.
The Foreign Minister of Pakistan was present, in India when this $ 1.3 billion
aid was given to Pakistan. Sir, | would also like to congratulate you and the
Government for, again, rectifying a distortion which had come in the way of
interpreting our relations with Pakistan. | have not, at the moment, the exact
quotes, but | do recall on several occasions, Mr. L.K. Advani, had made
statements equating good indo-Pak relations with good Hindu-Muslim relations. |
am sorry to repeat this because it hurts. But, he said it not once but quite a few
times. The most powerful man of the NDA Government tried to polarise the
peopie of this country and elsewhere on the warmth, or otherwise, of Indo-Pak
relations. | am glad that you have given it the right perspective. Mr. Yashwant Sinha
had also said something while talking about the emphasis, Sir, you, and the
Prime Minister and the Government, have given to what was definitely a Congress
policy of' Look East'. He said that it wasn't a Congress policy. He gave some
references and said that this was part of the NDA agenda and had never
happened before. He also went on to sound a critical note in saying that when we
go abroad, we should not really try and make a difference between one
Government and another Government and spoke of some kind of continuity. Sir, |
would like to mention here, and he has provoked me to do this, that the first
Foreign Minister of the NDA Government, Mr. Jaswant Singh, when he went to
Israel to participate in a conference hosted by the Israel Council on Foreign
Relations he had said, among other things—I| am not quoting exactly because |
have what is a synopsis of his speech—that for him, a visit to Israel was almost
like a
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pilgrimage because relations between Israel and India are 'intuitive’, while, with
others natural. | mean, our relations with different countries were defined in
different ways. But, what is more upsetting was, which also contradicts what
Mr. Yashwant Sinha said, that Mr. Jaswant Singh went on to say, that "India's
relations with Israel became a captive to our domestic politics." And, on it, they came
to be unwittingly a kind of an unstated veto of India's larger West Asia policy. |
recall when he said this, he also went on to explain, which, unfortunately, has
not been incorporated in this diplomatic synopsis of his speech, that India was
playing vote bank politics by being friends with West Asian countries. This much
was spoken by one foreign Minister about an earlier Foreign Minister, an earlier
Government, and on foreign soil. Sir, | am glad, as | said earlier also, that you
have put on rails the Indo-Pak talks. The Foreign Minister has been here, the Foreign
Secretaries are going to meet, the Prime Minister met the President of
Pakistan in the United States and we all know the talks he had. We are all aware of
the fact that the speech of President Musharraf at the UN General Assembly, after a
very long time, had no mention of the word 'Kashmir, which really was a positive
development, and, relations are certainly back on the rails as Congress always
claimed our relations with neighbouring countries should be.

At the time when the NDA Government was talking of aar-paa ki ladai, at the
time when the NDA Government, after having failed to engage in fruitful,
purposeful negotiations in Agra, had talked of putting conditions that there will
be no further talks till certain conditions, or, certain situations are in place, at that
time also, the Congress Party, the leader of the Opposition, Shrimati Sonia
Gandhi, the President of the Congress Party, Shrimati Sonia Gandhi had held
that while none of us can condone any kind of terrorism, when all of us are
against any kind of infilteration, we still cannot close our doors and windows to
negotiations because dialogue is the only way of resolving issues.

| would like to remind Mr. Yashwant Sinha that | don't think that the
Government of India today, | don't think Dr. Manmohan Singh, has negated the 6th
January discussions which took place between the then Prime Minister and the
Pakistan authorities. In fact, very clearly the negotiations, the talks, which took
place between the Prime Minister of India Dr. Manmohan Singh and President
of Pakistan General Musharraf in New York, mention that from 6th January
onwards, we want to hold and make it a continuing process.
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Sir, | would also like to congratulate you, and, your continuing policy of
being a part of the reconstructions process in Iraq, and, | would like to take
credit on behalf of our Party. In 2003, because of the timely interventions,
and, a strong protest by the then Leader of the Opposition, Shrimati Sonia
Gandbhi that Indian iroops should not be sent to Irag— thereby tyie Parliament
accepted that—Indian troops did not land in Iraq, and, it is a matter of taking
credit for that ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: It is completely untrue...(Interruptions)...

SHRIMATI AMBIKA SONI: Anyway, you had vyour chance
...(Interruptions).. At saved the prestige of India; it saved the 'traditional ties
and bonds of friendship that Indian people have had with the people of Irag.

Sir, | would also like to congratulate you, your Ministry, your colleagues on
the way you successfully negotiated the release of Indian hostages in Irag. It
helped us to live down the shame of what happened earlier in Kandahar. So
much for putting the foreign policy back on rails.

Sir, | have spoken probably little longer than what | thought | would (Time-
bell). 1 will conclude in one minute just one minute. Sir, we are seriously
concerned, and, in your reply, | would like you to tell us exactly at what stage
we are involved in the reconstruction process of Iraq as it is of great concern,
especially, when there is almost a virtual occupation of Iraqg. | would like you
to tell us, Sir, in our neighbouring country, in our friendly country, how are we
helping the powers there in rebuilding Afghanistan.

Sir, | would also like you to tell us about the Gas line project with Iran. |
would like you to tell us about the steps which the Petroleum Ministry has
taken. Is the Ministry of External Affairs giving it full backing, and, have you
brought up their proposals in your negotiations with Pakistan because as has
been stated by Mr. Alexander, 'Economics does form the basis of foreign
policy today more than ever before'.

But it is of great importance that we know whether these important things
are being discussed. Sir, | congratulate you again at your policy which you
took to strengthen and forge closer ties with ASEAN during the Prime
Minister and your visit to Laos. | would also like you to enlighten us on the
initiatives you are planning to take in the month of January 2005 when you
attend the SAARC Conference in Dhaka. And, Sir, | would like
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to request you, and, through you, the Government of India, that we have
traditionally been friends with West Asia, and we should build those ties still
stronger. But, Sir, | would like to request you that the world is becoming a
smaller place to live in. Please don't ignore Latin America; please do not
ignore the Caribbean. These are the countries which share the same problems
as India does. These are the countries which are living in this day of economic
imperialism, so to speak, and are trying to retain their self-respect and national
integrity and work for the development of their people. Sir, no one knows
better than you, 43 years as an IFS probationer to the Foreign Minister of
India, a post occupied by Shri Jawaharlal Nehru, Shrimati Indira Gandhi, Shri
Rajiv Gandhi and so many others. | know that the foreign policy cannot be
negotiated through the columns of newspapers. But, Sir, | would like you to
assure us and enlighten us so that we feel more atheist than we had in the last
so many years that you are going to take mid-course corrective measures so
that india's foreign policy is truly reflective of India's commitment to secularism
and national sovereignty. Thank you.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, | have been
listening to very eloquent speeches of all the preceding speakers. Some
issues have been mentioned, time and again, namely, two fundamental
features have governed the conduct of our foreign policy— one, a substantial
political consensus, and, two, continuity with change. The first and foremost
query, which | have to ask the hon. External Affairs Minister, about whom |
have great regard and respect being a man of letters and understanding, is, as
to what he meant, when, immediately in the wake of becoming the External
Affairs Minister he stated, "No shift in foreign policy—Natwar"? There are
series of newspapers stating this fact. Should we presume, Mr. Minister, Sir,
that the conduct of the foreign policy of India under Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee
was being conducted in the manner in which your esteemed colleague, Mrs.
Ambika Soni, has alleged just now? Should we presume that we were
pandering to American interests, as she has just alleged in substance? Should
we accept that we were on the verge of sending troops to America and it was
only because of ...(Interruptions). Yes, to Iraq. If that be so, Mr. Minister, may |
ask what was your first statement when you went to America, where you
almost stated-that there was a scope for review which was clearly objected to
by your friends of your own coalition? Those are the matters which have been
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widely reported. But, | would like to take this charge very seriously that we
were supposedly pandering to American interests. Sir, you may recall, in the
year 1998, when Shri Vajpayee became the Prime Minister, we went in for
Pokhran explosion. Sanctions were imposed. All the political formations were
alleging that these sanctions by all the major countries of the world would
break the backbone of India. We stated we shall face it head long and it was
the consummate diplomacy of India conducted at the highest level; that
sanctions could not bend us at all. And, we did not compromise on the
fundamentals of our nuclear policy, namely, we are a responsible nuclear
power, we shall always insist upon a non-discriminatory, non-proliferation and
we shall not sign the NPT. All the sanctions were lifted on their own. Some
comments were made about some letters having been written to Mr. Clinton. |
wouid like to remind the hon. Member that Mr. Clinton in his autobiography
has stated, when Mr. Nawaz Shariff was called to Washington, that he was
keen Mr. Vajpayee should also come. Then Mr. Vajpayee conveyed, "l would
not, l.et Pakistan withdraw first." That was the clear response given which is
all a matter of record. When | say so, Sir, let me place on record the high
consummate manner in which Shri Jaswant Singh, the then Foreign Affairs
Minister, conducted all these negotiations at the summit level. It is not a mere
conjecture. You may recall that Shri Jaswant Singh and Mr. Strobe Talbott
had a long engagement—in seven countries, they met 14 times.

Now, it has come in a book form. ...(Interruption).. Mr. Minister, i hope |
have a lot of questions to ask of you. You kindly wait for your turn.

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: We are waiting. (Interruptions)..

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: Sir, | am quoting from pages 4 and 5

of this book. These two paragraphs are very important. It completely

demolishes the contention of my very esteemed colleague, Shrimati Ambika

Soni, about our pandering to American interests. | am quoting from the
bottom of page No. 4.

"For their part, the Indians saw the matter in terms of sovereignty,
security, and equity: if those other five powers had an internationally
recognized right to be nuclear armed, why did India not have the
same prerogative?"
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"My Government attempted to finesse that question with what was
essentially a compromise. But the Indian Government was, from the
outset, disinclined to compromise. Its short-term goal was to resist
precisely the sort of abnegation the United States proposed. lts
strategy was to play for the day when the United States would get
over its huffing and puffing and, with a sigh of exhaustion o a shrug
of resignation, accept a nuclear-armed India as a fully responsible
and fully entitted member of the international community."

"The Indians conducted their test knowing that it would provoke
American castigation but also hoping it might have another
consequence; perhaps it would force the United States to pay them
serious, sustained, and respectful attention of a kind the Indians felt
they had never received before. Engagement gave the Indians a
chance to resist the Americans' pressure face-to-face, in that sense,
the dialogue could be its own reward."

And then he says in the third paragraph. These two lines are very
important. "As one of the architects of the Indian strategy, Jaswant
Singh came closer to achieving his objective in the dialogue than |
did to achieving mine."

Now, here is a case where the senior most officer of the American
administration is saluting the manner in which India conducted the entire
negotiation with sovereignty in mind, with a clear right of India to be nuclear,
as a responsible power and did not budge in spite of repeated requests,
submissions and suggestions. | think, there can be no greater evidence than
this to completely, | would say conclusively, reject the charge that 'you are
seeking to pander to American interest.’

Sir, when we went nuclear, there was a more fundamental issue: Is a
consensus available in the quest of our Atomic Policy or not? Because certain
jarring notes came from my friends in the left. My query to the hon. Minister is:
Should we presume that there exists, or does not exist a consensus in the
quest for our Nuclear Policy? Sir, there have been many slips from the very
respected hon. External Affairs Minister, but the stirrings from soul recently
were most jarring.
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I would like to ask him a question. Is it appropriate to compare our nuclear
strategy with a test tube, something which has come out and cannot go back,
therefore no regret? Maybe the first statement would have been a slip, but
there have been many slips in the past. | have with me a copy of a statement to
The Hindu which you made in Singapore, when the matter was raised in the
Parliament in Singapore, he had ste'ed and | am quoting from The Hindu, "Noting
that his purported remarks were raised in Parliament in New Delhi today, the
Minister said: "When | was asked: 'Does India regret being a nuclear power?', |
said: The question of a regret did not arise. It is now out of the tube and you cannot
put it back." Mr. Minister, there is a clear apprehension emanating from this that
you are not sure as to our nuclear strategy, should we go or should we not go? Do
you accept it under compulsion or you accept it openly? | would say that by
stating it, in effect, you have negated even Pokharan-I, a long well-established
norm as to when Indian can go nuclear, no right of first option, right from Nehru's
days to Indira Gandhi's days and this has given a cause for serious misgivings. |
would presume for the sake of argument that you have your doubts and, in a way,
you share your concern with the friends from the Left that there is no consensus.
Even if that be so, then we are proud that Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee decided to go
for Pokharan-Il because this was in the best interest of the country and we are
proud of that achievement; we have not the least problem on that score.
Other? can have. | can understand the problem of certain formations who are
happy when China goes nuclear, but they have problem when we go. Good luck
to them; we need not worry.

Sir, there are two issues more about which | must be very specific....
(Intenuptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You address the Chair only...(Intenvptions)...

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD. Through you Sir, | would like to ask the hon.
Minister: What is the policy of the present Government vis-a-vis Israel? What is
the policy of the present Government as far as coalition against terrorism is
concerned? Does this Government accept the validity of the defence supplies from
Israel or it has its reservations? Does it accept the role of Israel in the fight against
terrorism or it has its reservations? These are my very pointed queries which |
need to raise in the context of certain observations made by my friends from the
left. Sir, hon. Member
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Shri Alexander has already stated about the commercial economic content and here
I must say that under the regime of Shri Vajpayee, the economic content given to the
conduct of our foreign policy in the light of entrepreneurial ability, investment
destination, technical power was there for the whole world to see. And, Sir, why
this happened? Because under the initial days of Non-alignment, even though the
intellectual content was there, the world took a very charitable view of us in
assistance, aid and security. But here was a case that India has something to
contribute by its economic performance and, therefore, today we have been
taken seriously by the world. Sir...(Interruptions)... Mr. Jairam Ramesh, you
can speak.. (Interruptions)... Sir, my hon. friend is a man of some letter and
intellect. | think, he can speak well. You better wait for your turn.

Sir, about Pakistan, Shri Yashwant Sinha has already explained everything,
but | have three very specific queries. Does Pak-sponsored terrorism exist as an
agenda of importance or not in our bilateral conduct? If that be so, why it was not
reflected in the September 24 statement when hon. Prime Minister met President
Musharraf? Secondly, what happened when the Prime Minister of Pakistan came
to India because the picture is quite hazy and what is the response of the present
Government of India on the proposal of President Musharraf about geographical
alterations of Jammu and Kashmir? Sir, the fundamental problem is the fact
that the root cause theory against the spread of terrorism has got serious takers in
the Government today, the terrorist organisations are finding and experiencing
that perhaps the fight against terrorism is not an important agenda of the present
Government and it is my very serious charge against the present Government
because of the manner in which the January 6 bilateral document for the first
time was ignored on September 26. And lastly, Sir, we are living in troubled times.
There are troubles from neighbours. All has been explained, what is the response?
Are we lacking in self-assurance in the conduct of our foreign policy? Sir, | was just
going through an editorial. Both are hon. External Affairs Ministers. The first news-
item has appeared in The Indian Express of 17th December, 2004. It says: "Not
on Natwar, he cannot, as Minister, contradict Government's policy on India's nuclear
status." The second news-item has appeared in The Indian Express of 11th
December, 2004. It says: "India needs to address its foreign policy concerns
with greater self assurance." Sir, it is our very serious charge today, as has
been made by the esteemed speakers, that
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the present Government is lacking in self-assurance and self-confidence. India is
not that weak. The whole approach has to be full of confidence, assurance and
straightforwardness, which is completely lacking. Thank you.

SHRI SHANKAR ROY CHOWDHURY (West Bengal): Mr. Deputy
Chairman, Sir, | was very happy a few days ago with two statements of the hon.
Prime Minister. The first is, when he told President Musharraf during his meeting
with him on 24th September, 2004 that India would not be a party and he would
not be a party to any solution of Kashmir which involves redrawing of map. It was a
statement of supreme confidence, which a big power like us, should show. | was
equally happy with his statement in Thailand, in Bangkok, when he had said,
again, with what | think, was a supreme confidence, as indeed, we should be
behaving: Look, we are discussing the Sino-Indian problem, the ground reality
must be taken into account. | think, it is the first time when the Prime Minister of
India has expressed himself in clear, unambiguous and forthright terms, vis-a-vis,
a power like China, with whom, unfortunately psychologically, ever since 1962,
we have had an unstated inferiority complex. The question is, foreign policy, was
being discussed recently by many speakers in terms of what the previous
Government has done and what this Government is doing; the fact of the matter
is, as we have said before, foreign policy, external affairs, are an on-going issue.
But what is more important is that, whichever Government is there, the present
Govenment or the previous Government, how comfortable we are as a large
country, with the exercise of power. That is the crux of the issue. There are
categorised powers, and recently, these powers have been categorised into two
major categories, hard power and soft power. | think, India is very comfortable with
the soft power, that is, entertainment, technology, IT and culture. We are very
comfortable with it because it is a part of our culture. | have this suspicion, | hope, |
am wrong, we are not that comfortable with the exercise of hard power, which we
have. We are a very strong country, and we have got sufficient hard power.
What is hard power? Hard power is the basic essentials which provide the
hard edge, the hardcore bargaining strength, the ultimate strength to
diplomacy, things like defence, nuclear capabilities and such other things, and |
do think that over the years, there have been many occasions when as Indians,
we have been proud. We were proud with the war with Bangladesh in 1971,
followed immediately thereafter in 1974 by
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our first nuclear explosion, because it established us as a big nation. We
came of age, | should say. We were proud, Sir, when the previous
Government carried out Pokhran-ll. As Indians, we were proud. But we
were not proud immediately thereafter, when the then esteemed Prime
Minister thought it fit to write what seemed to be a letter of explanation to
President Clinton. We were not proud of that. We have to define
ourselves: Are we a regional power? Do we have aspirations to become a
superpower? What are our problems, today's problems, tomorrow's
problems? How is our Foreign Policy handling it? | think, we are handling
itpretty well. Yes, for criticism's sake, we can keep on saying all these
things, but, | think, we are quite comfortable. Much is being made of the
proposal for India to have a seat in the United Nations, whether in model
'A' or in model 'B' This is a fact which | have noticed, from time to time. |
have not had as many opportunities, perhaps, as some of my esteemed
colleagues have had. We are in the Asia Pacific Group. In the Asia Pacific
Group, my impression— which may be corrected—is that we are isolated.
As far as the Asia Pacific Group is concerned, we are outnumbered by the
nations of South East Asia, by the nations of the Pacific rim which, time
after time, | do not think, will really support us in our bid for a seat of the
Asia Pacific bloc. That would, rather, support one of that specific Sub-
Region, rather than anyone from South Asia, which is India. We will not be
supported by the South American bloc, no matter how good relations we
have on the crunch issue of a seat in the Security Council. If you pit Brazil
against India, in that context, it is extremely doubtful whether we will be
supported by a separate Continent altogether, and we should have no
illusions and no regrets; we are a big country, we are a self-reliant
country; we do the best we can; we have a good record for ourselves, and
we should not be dependent on anybody's support for lack of support. |
think what we should be looking at, and the hon. the External Affairs
Minister knows very well, is the very old adage, 'there are no permanent
enemies, no permanent friends, only permanent interests, and as long as
we pursue our national interests, whether our friend today is 'a' country or
whether our enemy today is another country, does not matter. We are big
enough to look after ourselves. We can take friends and enemies in our
straight. Immediately, today, | think, the point was made very clearly by
my respected colleague, Dr. P.C. Alexander; what are the little problem
areas which are at our doorsteps? One of them, of course, is Nepal. What
are we doing about it? There are no easy answers. It is all right for us to
get up and say that he should do
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this and he should that, but ground relations are different. And within the
parameters of what is going on, | do hope that we are trying to work out; it is
like walking on a tight rope; the assassination of the former King and his
family has introduced such a jolt into the entire relations that it will take a lot of
readjustment, a lot of remanoeuvring, to establish some kind of a balance in
the Indo-Nepal relations, which are further complicated, of course, by the
Maobadi movement in Nepal, and which has its repercussions inside India. It
was discussed earlier. We will be discussing it further when we take up the
internal security situation. Regarding Pakistan, we have hopes. Of course, we
have hopes because there is a lot of interaction going on at the people-to-
people level, but, ultimately, it will boil down to Kashmir. It will boil down to
Kashmir. What best can we do with it? We will have to realise how much
diplomacy can serve us, and how much hardcore power serves us will have to
be decided at that time. Yes, we will talk. We will talk about Kashmir, we will
talk about seven regions, five of which are in India, and two are in Pakistan.
Ultimately, this is the crux of the issue between India and Pakistan. Whatever
the people of Pakistan may want, successive Governments in Pakistan do not
go along with their own people. Let us also be clear on that. | don't see, in the
near future, the prospect of the Army going out of power in Pakistan. As long
as the Pakistan Army stays in power, consciously or subconsciously, they will
have this quest for revenge for Bangladesh. It can take them 50 years or 100
years. In this sub-continent, we have this culture in a different context of feud,
which goes on for hundreds of years. That is the sort of thing we have to take
greater care of. Undoubtedly, the hon. Minister of External Affairs and the
Government of India are looking into it.

What is tomorrow's problem? Really, you can't lay your hands on the
several problems that can confront you tomorrow. Here, | will refer to, on our
doorstep, the so-called peaceful rise of China. Yes, we have good relations
with it. We have many meetings with it. We are on the path of friendship. But,
again, there are no permanent friends and no permanent enemies. A major, a
gigantic, power is sitting on your doorstep. It is not only an economic power,
but also a very substantial military power. | do hope that our present efforts
ana going towards peace. We should not forget the underlying elements of
these various issues which are going to confront us. | do believe, hot today,
20 or 30 or 40 years hence, the
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Government of India, through its Ministry of External Affairs, through its Ministry
of Defence and through its various economic Ministries, is preparing for that day.

Sir, | would like to say that there is an atmosphere, an environment, of peace all
over the world. It is a good thing. We have to manage the peace. How can we
manage the peace? We can manage the peace basically in two ways. One way
by which we can manage the peace is to go along with the present and devote
our valuable resources for developing the infrastructure required for peace
time activities, that is one way. It is a sensible way. There is another way. It is to
continue paying our life insurance for the nation. The life insurance is defence
expenditure, even in times of peace, because we are trying to plan for 20 or 30
years hence. None knows what is going to happen 10 or 15 years hence. Surely,
we want to continue as friends with everybody.

Sir, finally, | would like to conclude my speech with one sentence which | have
mentioned on a previous occasion also. | would, through you, Sir, commend it to
the hon. Minister of External Affairs and the Government of India,"speak softly, but
carry a big stick". Thank you.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, this debate has to be
concluded by 7 o'clock because the hon,-Minister of External Affairs has an
important meeting. He has to attend to the Malaysian Prime Minister, who is
here, he has to go by 7 o'clock. There are 10 more speakers. | am afraid, | will not
be able to give more than three minutes each. The debate has to end by 7
o'clock. Mr. Anand Sharma.

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH: Then, I will reply tomorrow, Sir.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, the reply will be tomorrow.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA (Himachal Pradesh): Mr Deputy Chairman, | thinK;,
we still have some time left. So, | request you to give me some more time.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No. Let me make it clear that no party has any
time left over. All the principal parties have utilised their time. | would request
Members to adhere to the time so that it will be easy for us to conclude the
debate in time.
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SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Sir, still | request you to give me some more time.

The fact that the foreign policy is being discussed in this House is a very
welcome development. Those who have spoken before me from this side, that is,
Dr. Karan Singh and Ambikaji, have highlighted what this Government has
been able to do in the last seven months — certain initiatives; certain course
corrections. | was also listening very intently to Shri Yashant Sinha who himself
was a Minister of Foreign Affairs and also to Shri Ravi Shankar Prasad. Few issues
have come up about the continuity and also allegations of dilution, whether from this
side or from that side. A foreign policy of a country like India, for that matter of any
country, takes care of its strategic interest, its domestic interest and is also
based on certain principles. India's foreign policy was evolved during the
Freedom Movement and it took a firm shape after Independence. The
principled position which we took was clear that we will follow a policy which is
independent, a policy of equality with other sovereign nation States, a policy
which identified us with those countries which had shared experiences of being
subjugated and colonised in Asia, in Africa and in Latin America which led to the
formation of the Non-Aligned Movement. It is a different matter that in the last six
years we did not hear much about it and we were being repeatedly toid that it has
lost its relevance. | will only submit, given the paucity of time, that it is as relevant
today as it was in 50s, perhaps more relevant if we subscribe to the concept of
multi-polarity, in a world which has changed dramatically after 1990, when the
universal impression is that there is unipolarity, there is one power dominance. It is
not only the military power; it is not only the economic power, but also the moral
power which India enjoyed. We were not a major economic or military power when we
were looked up with respect by the rest of the world, but it was because of the
policies, principles, convictions and certain values which were enshrined in our
foreign policy.

Sir, in the last few months, what we have been informed and what we have
followed is, that this Government has ensured the continuity of those policies which
had put India on the world map. Much has been said about it; about the relations
with our neighbours. Dr. Alexander expressed concerns about it. Yes, the relations
with our neighbouring countries are very important. It is clear that this
Government is paying due attention to that, though they are not in the same
bracket — our relations with Pakistan or
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our relations with China. With Pakistan, there has been deep distrust of over
five decades. But there is a composite dialogue going on. This Government is
clear in ensuring that we engage them in a constructive dialogue and at the
same time, not compromising where the vital interests are concerned. Shri
Yashwant Sinha was talking about a dialogue with Pakistan that there has been
a dilution of statement of 6th January. There has been no dilution. The Prime
Minister, when he met Gen. Musharraf, made it very clear that any dialogue with
Pakistan will not mean redrawing the boundaries, the geographical boundaries and
not any compromise on the issue of terrorism. The Minister of External Affairs, Shri
Natwar Singh is sitting here. | would like him to confirm or correct me that our
subsequent statement was also a reaffirmation of January 6 vis a vis cross
border terrorism. There was no dilution. There was no compromise.

Sir, regarding Hurriyat much has been said. Yashwant Sinhaji — | have great
regards for him — during your time the Hurriyat leaders did come here. They
were also encouraged to go out. You are talking of lack of dialogue. First, let
us be clear in the House whether we consider the Hurriyat as the sole
representative of the peopie of Jammu and Kashmir. | disagree. Dr. Farooq
Abdullah ilsitting here. He might have his own views. But you are forgetting one
thing while accusing the present Government that they came here and went to
the Pakistan High Commission. The Hurriyat leaders also met Gen. Musharraf
when he came.to New Delhi for the famous Agra Summit. Let there be no selective
loss of memory just to score a debating point. There are many areas where we
can disagree or you may have well founded reasons to criticise us. That is
what Parliamentary debate is all about. But a foreign policy has to be backed by
national consensus. It has to be bi-partisan. Now, was that bi-partisan consensus
kept or not? Sir, be it the policy pertaining to the Middle-East, be it pertain to our
independent foreign policy, there was dilution of that national consensus during
the last six years. When we talk of the Middle-East and West Asia, it is not only
age-old relationship but also a very vital and crucial relationship which we have,
whether in the field of economy, energy co-operation or the historical bonds which
we have and with three million of our people working there. India had rightly
pursued a policy which respected and recognised their aspirations especially
of the Palestinian people, and we were apologetic about it during the last six
years. Yashwant Sinhaji, you yourself quoted from your esteemed
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colleague's, Shri Jaswant Singh's speech in Israel which he termed as a
pilgrimage. | don't see that there was a national consensus to say that his visit to
Israel was a pilgrimage; bilateral relations with one country is one issue; but that
does not mean that you compromise completely your principled stand and
support to the just cause of the Palestinian people or demean it by terming it as
vote bank politics. Was Mahatma Gandhi's politics one of vote bank when he
opposed the Belfour Declaration? Were Gandhi and Nehru pursuing vote bank
politics when the State of Israel was created, and India took a very clear position?
Yes; we have relations. Ravi Shankarji was asking whether we are together in the
fight against terrorism or not. Sir, the question is that there are different definitions
of 'terrorism' unfortunately being doled out today. There is the U.N. Resolution. But
this is what we have been telling the United States of America too that there
cannot be one form of terrorism which targets them and another form of
terrorism which is targeting my country. But to draw a parallel, let me tell you;
when we talk of foreign policy, it is not just with one country.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There is no time, please.
SHRI ANAND SHARMA: [ just have two or three points to make....

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: As for this double-standard in the fight
against terrorism, which Government took it in a very strong measure at the
international level? It is only the Vajpayee Government.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: | welcome it...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don't react. You will only be losing your time.
You will not be able to make your points.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Sir, first of all, when we talk of strong measures, what
were the strong measures? What was the effect of these measures? The country
knows it, and that is why because the people did not have faith in the policy
pursued by you that we are sitting here and you are sitting there.

Sir, when it comes to foreign policy matters — there are some very
important points which | have to make — we had the National Security Advisor
in the NDA Government, Shri Brajesh Mishra. | will just refer to one statement
which he made in Washington. He said, "India, U.S. and lIsrael are strategic
partners in the war against terror." Now, did that policy
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have national consensus? Yashwant Sinhaji, did you endorse that policy, the
statement which Shri Brajesh Mishra made from Washington? Now, they have
also said, Sir, and it is my duty to respond. He was also talking about...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You need not. The Minister will respond to
everything.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: | just have to make a very few important points. Now,
Ravi Shankar Prasadiji also talked about the nuclear explosions of 1998; and he
was also having a dig at our hon. Foreign Affairs Minister. From what he was
saying, he was trying to give an impression as if in 1998 they created
something; they really liberated India; they made a statement that 'India has
arrived'. Let me remind you, in a few weeks you did not make India nuclear-
capable; India was made nuclear-capable because of decades of a consistent
and firm policy, a visionary policy, pursued by Indira Gandhi and Rajiv Gandhi; India
was made nuclear-capable by the work of scientists, from Homi Bhabha to
Ramanna; India made that statement by Pokhran-l in 1974. You did not bring it
with you, pardon rny saying so, along with... (Interruptions)

7t SN ATl SRIE (ORI ) = =T el ¥ ugelr .. ( FaET )...

#Y e vt : <Rag, §= F 9 §iferg 1. (F@g™ ).. Come on! | did not
disturb you. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Anand Sharma, please conclude.
(Interruptions)

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: You had the courage and you wrote a letter to
the President. (Interruptions)

it ST et aRIe : fedt 71 L (raeT ).

#Y 3 T HUT BB A Al AT | (FTH)...

TS A GG : S {3 o .(raem)...

i} ST A1l SRIE : f277d | A1 A1 A1 .. (FTEH )..

Y e vl : fewTa A1 9 71 9 SfeRr e 7 fxarE ot , 519 arorRf St 7
ST BT AT | TS A JAdTSY |...(TFTH)...
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1. AT R gt (STR U ) : 3G d18 W {5 7 .(aem)...

ot A< I SF I8 AU KT fHA? T qEH BN Wl Nl |
.(TTHIM)... Y& ST (G

it enfee fafegat (STR U<e) S a1 fowid it ot | ..(aaem)...

SHRIANAND SHARMA: Sir, | don't want to remind him & g8 I8 =781
BT T fh T I 3R — UR &1 TIeTS BT | S oG & BNl el B o 3R 3Tet faT
STHHT AT BT T | 94 J AR 81 D1 | ...(HIHTH)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please conclude.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: But, Sir, one thing was that we never surrendered
the nuclear option; we never signed the NPT and CTBT. Throughout, we were
clear, and we made it clear that India will exercise the option.

You were quoting Mr. Strobe Talbot. On two important issues, | must
quote a few sentences. You quoted about the long engagement of Jaswant Singhiji
with Strobe Talbot. First of all, nobody knew what happened in those 14
meetings, what was the substantive part of it.

AN HON. MEMBER: Sanctions were lifted?

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Please, please. Sir, Strobe Talbot, in the same
book, which my friend, Shri Ravi Shankar Prasad was quoting, has said, On
CTBT, "I had come to London fully expecting Jaswant to tell us to forget about
Indian signature on the CTBT, especially after Bruce Waddell and Mark Tully had
heard from Mishra" — the same Brajesh Mishra. "If that had been Jaswant's
message, | would not have had much ground for protest. Since we could not even
keep our own Senate from rejecting the Treaty, we could hardly insist that
Jaswant gets his Parliament to accept it. To my surprise, he told me that Vajpayee
was still prepared to try to put India on par with the United States, that is, to sign
the Treaty before Clinton came in March". You were on the verge of signing the
CTBT. This is what Strobe Talbot has written. You were quoting about the long
engagement. You never took the country into confidence; you never took the
Parliament into confidence. And this is in the same book, 'Engaging India,
which you were quoting, and this is the foreign edition. It is the same book.
Sir, he was also talking about F-16s...
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You have to conclude now.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Sir, | will omit a couple of other quotes. They are
talking about this Government diluting our position on Jammu and Kashmir in
agreeing to any redrawing of the map, which we have made clear, the Prime
Minister has made clear, the hon. External Affairs Minister has made clear. But, Sir,
the same Strobe Talbot, in the same book, has written on Kashmir and his dear
friend, Jaswant. As a preview of what he was prepared to talk about, he
mentioned that his Government might consider converting the Line of Control
which was based on the 1949 ceasefire line between the Pakistani and Indian
portions of the territory into an international boundary” and, Talbot writes, "...a
significant departure from the long-established BJP position that India should persist
in seeking the integration of Pakistan Occupied Kashmir". There is much more
of that long engagement...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please conclude.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: | am concluding. So, we have to be very clear about
where the compromises were.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: There are many things in this, which | did
not quote.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Yes. We can have another debate on this.
(Interruptions)

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: We can.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Yes. We can. | am willing.
SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: Yes. | am willing too.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please conclude.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Sir, | have to make two points for the consideration
of the Foreign Affairs Minister. Sir, the first point is about the Indian Diaspora. We
have talked about their importance—the creation of a separate Ministry — that
they can be the ambassadors of this country. They have attained a lot in the
countries which they have adopted, they have enriched those countries, and
many of them have excelled in the various fields. Sir, this Government has also
endorsed the policy of granting dual citizenship. Now, whether that dual citizenship
is confined to a select
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group of countries — from what we have read in the newspapers — the people
of Indian origin in the United States where there are two million, in the United
Kingdom where they are almost the same number, and some other country in
Europe, Will only people get the dual citizenship? | don't find any reference to the
people of Indian origin in South Africa, which has 1.6 million, to Malaysia, which
has 1.8 million people of Indian origin. So far, in these countries, Indians have
actually contributed a lot to the freedom movement and to the social and cultural
enhancement and why should they not be included in the list.

Sir, the last point is about the United Nations Security CouncH.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Much has been said about it.

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Much has been said. We would like to make clear
one thing. | would like to place my views on record. The United Nations
Security Council, as it is constituted today, is unrepresentative and
undemocratic. As we have said, India has a rightful claim, which many of my other
colleagues have said. And the Minister had, on the floor of this House categorically
had rejected any second rate membership offered to India without the veto
power. | am surprised, therefore, why Yashwant Sinahji brought it up, because
on the floor of this House the Minister had said.. .(Interruptions)

Sir, my concluding word is that today, when we have a Government which is
rooted in the realities of India's foreign policy evolution, | would like to urge upon
the Minister to ensure oar re-identification with the Third World, with the
developing countries, with our natural allies, from whom
we had drifted during the BJP-NDA regime. Thank you.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, now that all the parties have
exhausted their time, we will take up only 'others' and 'nominated’ Members. If
time permits, then 'others'will be given time.

Now, Shri Chandan Mitra.
DR. FAROOQ ABDULLAH: Sir.. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You come under 'other’; your name is there.
(Interruptions)
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DR. FAROOQ ABDULLAH: Sir, with his consent, | would take only three
minutes.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If he yields, | don't mind. (Interruptions)
DR. CHAN DAN MITRA (Nominated): Will | be called immediately after him?
MR. DEPUTY Chairman: Yes.

DR. FAROOQ ABDULLAH: Sir, I am not here to score points either on this
side or that side. What | would like to say is very clear. One . has to remember,
it is India that is important. If we don't consider India is important, then, whether
you are on this side or that side, it doesn't make any difference. My views are
very clear. To become a Member of the United Nations, you don't have to bow
and don't bow for the United Nations Security Council membership. | agree with
General Chowdhury. You have the might; and the might is the Army might and
the economic might. When you have these two mights, | can assure you, they
will beg you to become a Member of the Security Council with the veto power.
Without that, you will always beg and you will go to small, small countries with a
begging bow, "Please vote for us." I, as an Indian, would not accept it.

The second point | would like to make is, Sir, we have forgotten the Arab
world. | am not against the Israelis. For us, to make friendship with every country
is important for India, and it is India that has to decide this thing. Therefore, i
would only request you, Sir, that with the Arab countries we have failed in growing
stronger. Let us again grow stronger with the Arab countries that are nearer to
us.

Sir, the third point | would like to make, and that is important, is, | have seen in
Britain when we had High Commissioners who may not have been from the elite
Foreign Ministry but from the public life, as was one of the lawyers who was
there as an Ambassador for a long time, appointed by the then Congress
Government and continued by the Government that is now out of power, Mr.
Singhvi. Sir, he did an excellent job. Sir, | can assure you that there were hundred
Members of Parliament who became pro-India and there was an 'Indian Group' in
the British Parliament who spoke of us and fought for us. | would request you, Sir,
that | think this you should practice that in future also, some of these important
countries just do not
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choose diplomats in the way, the Americans do, that they do choose from outside
who can have some influence and can manoeuvre many voices which probably
at a diplomatic level they are unable to do. The third point which | would like to
make to you is, while as | welcome friendship with Pakistan but | would also
like to request you Sir, Kashmir you are not going to give, you have no right to
give. This you should make absolutely clear that we are going to talk, yes, we are
ready to talk, we are ready for peace, but | cannot understand how you can have
peace when the Defence Minister says that there are 57 launching pads, so
many active camps going on and we are there talking of friendship. | cannot see
how these two things go together. It is just an impossible thing in my mind. Maybe
| am so small that | cannot understand it. | also do criticise this Government
that when they had put Army for ten months on the border, there was nothing
done. Mrs. Gandhi took the decision in Bengal when East Pakistan was in trouble
and she became Durga. Sir, had they taken the decision to move those armies at
that time, | can assure you that you would never have been in power. They
would be like durga. The would probably be Shiva, if Shiva was the one with
power. But, unfortunately, Vajpayee could not become Shiva. That is unfortunate.
But | can assure you one thing, Sir, our relationship with Nepal which was aptly
put by him. Sir, | can assure you one thing, it is a Hindu nation. | went to Nepal
one year and | would like to tell this House that there was every Nepali who hated
India. | asked myself, 'why'? that day went because we had small, small
differences in our various Ministries and thus we stopped the port entry of theirs,
wherein various things that would come from Bengal port to them and the
suddenly realised that India could close their lifeline and they had to open the
borders with China. | am sure you remember, Sir, because you have been in the
foreign Ministry and very closely associated with whatever happened at that time.
So you know that they felt that 'we have been pushed up'. This policy of Iridia
should go. Our neighbours should never feel that because we are a mighty power
we could knock them off. Sir, so that is important for you, Sir, since you had been
to Nepal. | do not know what is a Maoist movement and whether Chinese are
involved in Maoist movement, | cannot tell you that. But one of the dangers that |
see with the Maoist movement, Sir, is that the entire country right from Nepal,
Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, down to Andhra, down to Tamil Nadu will be the Naxalite
movement which will be coming through with this chain. Please take not of this as
an External Affairs Minister, | agree with the Members here that
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External Affairs Ministry is no longer with the relationship with one type only. It
has to have a composite relationship, economic and all other things combined
together in the interest of the country and | hope, Sir, that you would be able to do
so. | will not go into what you have said, what you have not said, we are a nuclear
power and | am proud Indian to say, yes, we are nuclear whether America accepts
that or not, we are nuclear and it is with that power we can hit. | can assure you,
Sir, we will stand behind the country, behind the Government, everyone of us
with this feeling that we have to strengthen India. Let us not score points against
you, against your Ministry, against your Government. It will be the people in five
years time that will decide whether you did right or wrong. But one thing you
must make clear. Peace with dignity and honour, not peace by giving land and
giving here and there. Hurriyat does not represent me; it does not represent every
Kashmiri. So, don't take them into consideration. There are people in Laddakh.
there are people in Jammu. And, there are people in the Valley. Therefore, they are
not the masters. They did not stop them from going to Pakistan High Commission.
They did not stop them from meeting President Musharaff. Neither you have been
able to stop them, nor you have been able to stop their money. | wonder whether
you will ever be able to stop it. Therefore, let us be clear on one point. Kashmir
is a part of India; will remain a part of India and will strengthen India so long as
we remember one thing that while you talk to them you take this Parliament
into consideration as to what you are doing. Thank you.

DR. CHANDAN MITRA: Thank you Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, forgiving me this
opportunity to speak on this. | will be very brief since the time allotted to me is
very less. Sir, a lot has been said on the subject. Therefore, in fact, a very few
issues remain and | just want to make a few pointed queries which, | hope the
hon. External Affairs Minister, will take into account while replying to the
debate. But, before that | wish to make one general observation. | am very glad
that we are having a discussion on the foreign Policy in the House, this is a very,
very happy and positive development. But, | must also add that | am somewhat
distressed by the point-scoring exercise that has happened. | do believe that
Foreign Policy requires continuity and consensus. Of course, there will be
nuances that every Government will bring in into this continuity and consensus.
But, continuity and consensus are essential because the foreign Policy is a part
of country's strategic planning for itself, not over one year, two years or five years,
but something that goes on for 20,50 or even 100 years.
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For instance, | do remember the various statements made by Chinese leaders
with regard to their claims on some parts that are not part of China today. One of the
former Prime Ministers said that it does not matter even if it takes 50 years or
5,000 years but some day we shall occupy that place because it belongs to
china. This is the kind of strategic vision that is required in our foreign Policy.
Therefore, without continuity and consensus, it is very difficult to achieve that. So, |
appeal to all the hon. Members of ail sides that if we work towards this consensus,
rather than scoring points, it will benefit the country.

Now, | will come to a few specific issues. The issue of getting a permanent
seat in the UN Security Council has been discussed at length. But, | just want to
draw the attention of the hon. Minister to one point. We were all very happy and
proud when he said on the floor of this House that India was not prepared or,
rather the country would not be prepared to accept a veto-less permanent
Membership of the UN Security Council. Subsequently, however, what was
disappointing was the statement issued by his Ministry. The Ministry of External
Affairs said, when the Report on the Reforms was submitted, that it welcomed
the Report and issued a statement, which had the consent of the other
Members—Germany, Brazil and Japan—of the G-4 Group. Being a part of it, India
welcomed it. | think it requires clarity. Are we going to go by the consensus in
this Group of four countries, or, if that consensus does not agree with our
position that we do not wish to accept a veto-less Membership, are we going to
break with this Group and take our independent position? Some clarification is
required on this.

Another point | would like to bring before the House is this. While we are
discussing—tightly so—the issues of economic ties with Pakistan as a part of cur
improvement in relations and the issue of pipeline has already been brought up. But,
what was disturbing was, when the Pakistani Prime Minister was in Delhi, he made
it abundently clean that progress on transit of Indian goods through Pakistan to
Central Asia and in-bound traffic would depend on India's acceptance of certain
pipeline proposals. Now, this is something which is a matter of concern. | think, we
need to take a specific position as to whether we are going to accept this position
that only after there is an agreement on the pipeline and we accept the Pakistan's
position on that, only then Pakistan will agree to allow our goods to be transported
to the Central Asia and back? | would like to know whether we are prepared
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to accept that or whether we have seriously conveyed our views that this
cannot be a kind of arm-twisting mechanism. Unfortunately, it is happening again
and again. At one stage, the Pakistan's Minister saying that Iran-India
pipeline, through Pakistan, will be devoid of all politics. Subsequently, we got
another statement saying it would depend on how much progress " is achieved
on Kashmir. So, in view of this continuously shifting position that Pakistan
does take from time to time, | think, a certain clarity and taking the House
into confidence would help a great deal in this matter. Another point on which |
would also like to seek the Minister's response is that India had, for many
years, been pressing for a global conference on terrorism. Now, we have not
heard about this for a long time, this was aimed at defining or redefining
'terrorism' and getting the world community, particularly those who have been
perpetrating acts of terrorism against India and certain other countries to
agree to certain common positions and get their consent on the dotted line
so that we could hold them responsible, the international community could
hold them responsible, for transgressions of that. What is the status of this
global conference on terrorism? Are we pursuing this effectively any longer
or not? This is something on which | would like clarification. On this subject, |
would like to point out that in view of what has happened in Russia, especially
after the bulsan incident, they have strengthened their anti-lessor apparatus.
And, when the senior Chinese foreign ministry officials visited this country, they
talked about China's concerns over what they themselves now admit is the
East-Turkistan Movement in Sinkiang. Now, in this area, whether we plan to
collaborate further on the question of anti-terrorism with Russia and china
because they have become affected, along with India, in this entire region. |
would like to know whether we have been discussing and negotiating this
point or not.

Finally, | come to my concluding point. It has been said by many hon.
Members here. So, | don't wish to go into details. On the issue of
Bandladesh there is a matter of very, very great concern 4hat has been
expressed in this House again and again. Also, through newspaper and every
kind of venue of public opinion this has been brought up. We find a situation, as
many hon. Members have said, that we should not get disturbed by the kind of
pinpricks or minor things that people will say or criticise. We should be prepared
to accept it. | agree; yes, as the biggest country in this region, we have to be
tolerant of many of these things, but
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when a country actively connives or supports the activities against us, | don't
think it is possible to keep quiet. In this context. | would like to ask the hon.
Minister whether we have a fallback strategy as far as Bangladesh is concerned
because Bangladesh seems to be in a perpetual denial mode, they say that there is
no infiltration that is happening. They say that there are no terrorist camps. They
say that they are not sheltering any terrorists from the North-East and they are not
supporting them. Anything that is put up, there is a complete denial unlike
Pakistan where they accept a few things. But on the question of Bangladesh, we
find complete stonewalling. In view of this, has the Government of India thought
of some fallback strategies that if they continue to stonewall our genuine
concerns and what are they going to do about them? Are you only going to talk to
them and urge them to accept these realities; or, do we have other mechanisms
that we might be looking at to bring into operation?

Sir, there were many other points, but | think a lot of them have been covered.
| would say that we have one of the most experience persons, in the country,
handling this Ministry. And, | would expect that the doubts and clarifications that
have been sought by the hon. Members and their concerns would be adequately
handled by him. Thank you very much, Sir.
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SHRI EKANATH K. THAKUR (Maharashtra): Sir, thank you very much for
having given me the opportunity to speak on this issue.

MR DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You have got three minutes.

SHRI EKANATH K. THAKUR: Sir, | know. | have been learning from this
debate. The two things that | learnt today, | must share with you, and,
through you, with the hon. Members. One is that when Ekanath Thakur
speaks, one minute is of sixty seconds and when Mr. Anand Sharma

speaks, one minute is of three hundred seconds.............. (Interruptions).........
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please, please................ (Interruptions).........
SHRI EKANATH K. THAKUR: Another thing which | learnt was from

Mrs.AmbikaSoni........ (Interruptions) ........ No; no; | am talking on the debate.

| am talking on the point.......... (Interruptions)......... It was Mrs. Ambika Soni

....(Interruptions).........

SHRI VAYALAR RAVI (Kerala): Sir, this is a reflection on your decision.
It is not correct ....(Interruptions) ...........

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No; ho; regarding the time
....(Interruptions)........

SHRI EKANATH K. THAKUR: Sir, | am only saying that if NDA's External Affairs
Minister, Shri Yashwant Sinha, had listened to the consensus in the nation and
also had agreed and taken a decision not to send troops to Iraq, it was a bad
foreign policy, according to some, but if the Congress Government had not
listened to the whole of India and sent the Indian Peace Keeping Mission Forces
to Sri Lanka, it was a great foreign policy. This is the second thing which | have
learnt. Sir, | believe, that this type of
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partisan debate where one side is telling the other that it is your Prime Minister
who is cowering before the USA, the other side is saying 'no;no; it was your former
Prime Minister who was cringing before the US President, does us no good. We are
a nation of one billion people, and an erudite scholar who is our External Affairs
Minister today is a person who represents one out of six human beings on this
planet, who are Indians. And, that confidence and that strength must inform all our
actions and all our decisions. Sir, in my opinion, our foreign policy has to project a very
strong independent nation; the second thing the foreign policy has to do is to
see that we remain a very important member of the international community; the
third thing that we have to ensure is that we project our cultural identity among the
nations of the world -190 members of the United Nations - and, fourth, we
subserve and we ensure that our interests in defence, in commerce and
economics are furthered. Sir, | would not like to repeat issues already mentioned,
but within the three minutes which you have kindly given me, | would like to refer
to two books - one is the "End of History'. This was a book of Francis Fukuyama.
And, it says that hereafter, probably, there is no chance of ideologcial conflicts
and of ideological wars, and, therefore, there is end of history. There is another
important book which is now dominating the thinkers of the world, The Clash of
Civilsations' by Samuel. Huntington. And, Sir, this book, The Clash of Civilisations'
points out, and thinkers around the world are looking at this book very carefully.
This book is dominating even the American thinkers —This says that all future
conflicts will come across the fault lines of basic human civilisations. And, therefore,
the threat, that has emerged to India, will emerge out of certain forces who are
enemical to the identity of the Indian nation. Sir, if you put on the Pakistani TV,
they refer to us every time as Hindustan. Whenever any news item is given, they
refer to our Prime Minister, or, our Foreign Minister as that of Hindustan. And, we
are apprehensive of referring ourselves as Hindustan. When | say Hindu, | am not
using that concept as a religious concept, but as our national identity. Even Dr.
Farooq Abdullah, who was here, referred that we are Hindustanis. | believe
unless we project that cultural identity of our in the world and become one
amongst the many nations, try to survive by being dominant, by being strong,
our foreign policy will not be respected in the world. Sir, | would only like to say, in
this context, that if you look at the foreign policy of India today - seven months is too
short a period to judge this —We have to give time to the new govt. | understand
— either from the prism of a large nation like U.S.A. or from
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the prism of a small nation like Bangladesh, none seem to be accepting us.
Other day, there was a news item that on a minor matter like some video film or
something that Condoleeza Rice will be sending a message to our External Affairs
Minister. | do not know whether that is true and, | am sure, the hon. External Affairs
Minister will enlighten us whether he has already received a message or an
instruction from Condoleeza Rice to see and ensure that Mr. Bajaj of Bazee.
com s given a fair treatment in India. (Time-bell) Now, if this is the kind of thing
we see that in the international arena, we are playing second tune- to
somebody and Condoleeza Rice is dictating us in a small matter, whatsoever,
when there is a problem. Sir, vis-a-vis Bangladesh also, so many Bangladeshis
are coming to our country through our borders. It's a reality, but Government of
India has accepted that because of our porous borders and because of
corruption there, millions of Bangladeshish have come to India. And, we are not
in a position to settle this issue with Bangladesh. | hope that this issue will be
taken up with Bangladesh Government very strongly.

Sir, about Nepal, | would like to say only one thing. This was at the time when
Shri Yashwant Sinha was the External Affairs Minister. | had written to him. |
attended a political conference of all political parties of Asia in Bangkok, which
was attended by 78 political parties. Six political parties from Nepal were there.
And, all those six political parties met my colleagues and me and told us that only
India could save Nepal from the Maoist attacks and mediate between the
political parties and the King there. Even today, | believe, India has a role to
play in Nepal and Nepal is very important to us and | urge the External Affairs
Minister to give a priority to this issue of nepai so that in that Hindu State, a kind of
order is maintained as our neighbour remains precious and valuable to us.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. R.S. Gavai, You have three minutes, hope,
you wiii adhere to the time limit.

SHRI R.S. GAVAI (Maharashtra): Sir, | will finish within three minutes. | will be
very brief. At the outset, | whole heartedly support Foreign Policy of the UPA
Government. Since the Government is there for the last six months, | describe the
policy as purposeful, result oriented, and that too, keeping with the spirit of the
foreign policy laid down by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. Sir, anyhow, during my
college days, | had particular fancy for foreign policy laid down by the late
Prime Minister, Pandit Jawaharial Nehru. It has been appreciated and accepted
by the people. | know the feelings
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amongst people also regarding the policy adopted by the UPA Government, and, it is
being accepted and appreciated by the people at large.

Sir, we had the historical background to support the struggle of people for
liberation in countries like Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, South Africa, Palestine,
and, so on. We are keeping the same spirit, and, this is being observed for the
last five decades. But, | am sorry to mention that the NDA Government during their
regime diverted from the policy of non-alignment, and, it is diluted, though openly
they have not declared so.

I am happy now that the UPA Government is now implementing the same
policy adopted by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. Sir, the foreign policy indicates our
political and economical independence, and, | am happy that the present UPA
Government is still continuing this policy. Of course, Sir, as far as the world's
scenario and changing circumstances are concerned, there may be some
change, but at the same time, India will remain a non-aligned country to judge
between truth and untruth, merit and demerit, right and wrong. It was a wider
impression amongst the people during the NDA regime that the USA was taking
the Government of India for granted. That is not situation now.

Madam Soniaji read the letter indicating the langauge of the earlier Prime
Minister as if we are bowing our head before the USA; that is not the case now.
Sir, India secured her rights in the world and contributed to the promotion of world
peace and welfare of the mankind.

The UPA Government is making efforts to get a permanent membership of the
United Nations Security Council for India. Of course, there are two opinions.
There is no doubt that we are a powerful force and have a strong military. | would
request the hon. Foreign Minister to inform the international community that since
India has fulfilled the obligation and criteria for a permanent seat in the United
Nations Security Council with veto power, we will not accept the second-rate
membership. Sir, in spite of the differences regarding USA invasion of Iraq, |
am happy to say that the present UPA Government observed the spirit of the
Resolution passed by both the Houses of Parliament and have not sent troops to
Irag. Sir, recently | visited Nepal. | need not highlight the situation. But, the grave
situation in Nepal is a matter of great concern. Nepal being an adjoining country
to India, | will just request the hon. Foreign Minister to take abundant care in this
respect. Sir, on the issue of Bangladesh, but for Shrimati Indira Gandhi,
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the Bangladesh would not have been liberated. Contrary to this now, sabotages
and atrocities are being committed on the Indias in Bangladesh. So, | urge upon the
Foreign Minister to look into the matter. | would also suggest that completion of
the fencing wall along the Bangladesh border is the need of the day. Sir, |
congratulate the UPA Government for developing a purposeful discussion with China,
Pakistan and, of course, for reorienting the old friendship with Russia. Sir, the
people....

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please, conclude Mr. Gavai.

SHRI R.S. GAVAI: | would congratulate the hon. Home Minister for the
qualitative change in releasing the hostages. People noticed the hostages at
Kandahar being released and the hostages released by the UPA Government
by diplomacy from Irag. There is a qualitative change between the two Governments.
Mr. Natwar Singh and his colleagues deserve the congratulation in this respect.
Thank you.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Samadani, you have got only three minutes.

SHRI M.R ABDUSSAMAD SAMADANI (Kerala): Yes, Sir, considering the
constraint of time, | am not going to make a speech. | am only enumerating
certain points which | wanted to mention here. Sir, we all agreed that our foreign
policy is very much related with our great ethos of national heritage. Especially, it
is very much linked with our struggle for freedom. Sir, if that is the condition, then
it need not be mentioned that our freindship with the Arab countries, as has already
been mentioned here, is also a part and parcel of our foreign policy. Then, Sir, in
that background, we cannot understand the enthusiasm that has been shown
to make relationship with Israel. Sir, Israel is a country which is making all trouble
in the Middle East. Not only that, we have to consider about five million India
people who are living in the Middle East when we formulate our foreign policy.
Sir, if it is very much compulsory for our Government that there must be trade
with Israel, it should not mean that we should make relationship and make
friendship with Israel. If we go to a shop to purchase something, it is not necessary
that we should marry the lady sitting there for selling the things. Sir, it is wrong, it
is an insult to us to say that Israel is the only country that can give us military
advice. India is a great country. Our Military power is great. We have our own
position in the Comity of Nations Then, spreading this kind of a notion is
deplorable. During the
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NDA regime this was the justification made by our hon. comrade sitting on the other
side. What kind of military strategy is Israel putting into the practice in the
Middle East? It is creating trouble, banishing people, attacking the women and
the children; it is a State terrorism. That is why, India is the first non-Arab country
that recognised the PLO. And, Sir, Mahatma Gandhi, Father of the Nation,
said, "As France belongs to the French people, as Britain belongs to the British
people, Palestine definitely belongs to the Palestinians." So, Sir, it is my humble
request, it is the ardent desire of the people living in India that any move to make
friendship with Israel, will be disastrous, will be suicidal for a country like India.
We hope that our Government, our esteemed External Affairs Minister, will
consider this point and undo the mistakes and wrongs done by the previous
Government.

Sir, regarding the attempts made by our Government to bring peace in the
sub-continent, | am not going into the details, these are praiseworthy moves. Our
Government should go forward to bring peace, especially in the sub-continent
with our neighbouring countries.

Finally, our Foreign Policy is based on certain values. Values of humanism,
international understanding representing our stand against oppression,
imperialism, injustice and exploitation. If these are the cardinal points of our Foreign
Policy, then in the present world scenario of a unipolar hegemony, we have a
greater role to play in international relationships. What is taking place in the
present world condition is sharing the coffin and sharing the shroud of the dead
body, attacking nations and sharing the dead bodies. The hon. External Affairs
Minister is fond of Urdu ghazals. | am reminded of a couplet, Sir.

Ryt oren &) 39 s IR dR® Hia Qo ge1 grear it |

This is the condition created by the so-called 'super-power nations' in the
world. For this kind of policy of violence, they have coined theories like "The
Clash of Civilisations'. When we went to the Middle-East countries, in a
delegation of Members of Parliament, | was surprised to see that evey leader
of the country, we visited, were all discussing this theory of Huntington, The
Clash of Civilisations', i cannot understand how a theory of this kind was
received greater political attraction. It is a book written by Huntington titled The
Clash of Civilisations'. But that is a theory formulated by imperialists to justify
their attacks on other developing nations, the
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oppressed countries. | request the Government, (Time-bell) that our Foreign
Policy's cultural content must not be 'Clash of Civilisations' but 'dialogue
among civilisations'. Sir, there is a great relevance for this 'dialogue of
civilisations'. | conclude by requesting the External Affairs Minister that our
role must be to unify nations, to bring the people together, like the great poet
Igbal had said,

899 7 IR QAT T, THS A1 — T — §011 Bl
IGqd BT 971 81 I, AIEd DI SIa1 81 ST |

This is the international scenario, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, all the principal parties and
'Others and Nominated Members' have spoken. Now, there are only three
names...(Interruptions)...Let me complete.. .(Interruptbns)....There are only
three names left out. All the political parties have completed their alloted
time ...(Interruptbns)... Please, listen to me. (Interruptions) ........... If the House
agrees, we can sit up to 7.15 p.m. ...(Interruptions)... You should realise that
some of the Members have a commitment to go to meet the Speaker of the
Lok Sabha at 7.30 p.m....(Interruptions)...

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, five minutes for each Mem ber....
(Interruptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Why five minutes? Take three minutes each.
When 'Others' have taken three minutes each, you should also take three
minutes each.

SHRI ASHWANI KUMAR (Punjab): The hon. Chair has been asking
people to stick to the time. If somebody does not stick to the time, why
should.. ..(Interruptions)..

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is the problem of the Chair. People do not
stick to the timings..(Interruptions)... and then make
comments....(Interruptions).. Prof. Soz... (Interruptions)... No speeches
please.

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ (Jammu and Kashmir): Mr. Deputy.Chairman,
Sir, it is the tragedy that | have to speak at the fag end of the debate.
(Interruptions).
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What can we do?

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: | may avoid it next time. (Interruptions)... So, is
an established fact ... (Interruptions)...

St ST Tl SRIC : R, 3N+ 98y < {7 © a7 37py

off STUIfe : 93T Y | .(FGEH)... 31T SIfeTT |

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, it is an established fact that
our foreign policy is based on continuity and consensus except when the NDA
Government went wrong. | can narrate A...(Interruptions)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don't narrate it.

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: Sir, very briefly, and | must congratulate Mr. Natwar
Singh that he has sustained the traditions, he has strengthened the rich traditions
established over a long period of time. As the tradition of flexibility and firmness
which was laid down, that policy was broadly laid down by Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru, and since | have to finish within a couple of minutes, | can say that there
was a classic example how we can be very firm when Mrs. Sonia Gandhi raised a
powerful voice against sending troops to Irag. Since there is no time, otherwise |
could cite so many examples. When Mr. Natwar Singh came on the scene. He
didn't waste time. He started dealing with neighbours very effectively. His first visit
was to Nepal. Thereafter, he has been vigorously in touch with the neighbouring
countries, Bhutan, Bangladesh, Pakistan and other neighbours. With Pakistan,
he has opened what he calls comprehensive dialogue. Of course, he will do it in
different fashion. Since | have promsed, | have to say very quickly. Mr. Natwar
Singh will do it differently. | will not take much time. He will definitely do it differently
than his counterparts did earlier and | want to remind Mr. Jaswant Singh who is,
unfortunately, not here that why Mr. Natwar Singh will do it differently because
he has understood the policy formulations laid down by Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru
over a period of time.

He has gone through the mill himself. And he will definitely do it differently. Since
Talbott has been extensively quoted, | would say why Mr. Natwar Singh will do it
differently and let me say about Kashmir because | can't talk without mentioning
Indo-Pak discussions. l.have some knowledge of Kashmir. But | would say what
Talbott has said on his meeting with Mr. Jaswant Singh...(Interruptions)...
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is available in the Library. PROF. SAIF-
UD-DIN SOZ: No, kindly listen to me. ...(Interruptions)...

N TH. A EQAerdT : Wi’ 3P a1 UM BT 9 o & dle
(AIH)... T8 31 8 f ToAdlc - 1 9l . (Fae)...

t 9. APEH A ;- RWife [ F9ET 31 T 2 6 (@agH).. MR.
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN....(Interruptions)..All right, | will not quote it ...(Interruptions)...

..... m‘ufdt@‘;w)%ég‘gfuﬁ)ywﬂ‘uyﬂgg

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | think at 7.15 p.m. | will adjourn the House, as
promised ...(Interruptions)... If you don't stick to the timings, | will adjourn the
House at 7.15.

2t TR g : TR, 59 FHY ...(FGH)...
i SUUTUFY : 79 IFST F | ..(FILT)... IR ATY ST A8 ol ...(TLH)...

W AP AT : J P9 A9 W TR IR W 2, I 9 el A |
(AT
..... c;..l;‘ummww‘ﬁéjﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁgijﬂ|dyﬂgﬁ

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: (Interruptions)....even though | have not
gone wrong .....(Interruptions).

it R TIfYT ;. W), 3 (Fa). .

i STUTAR : 3779 95 S | ..(FG)... ST 90X Tl Xgd! & dI 3MTh] 98
ST AR | 3R 319 SieT=T @edl df § 3T ..(TaelH)...

+ PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: All right, in order to save time through
interruptions, they have spoiled the time further ...(Interruptions)...

Y v, U, Sreqarferar : gRad & IR # R 9 32 9% 9IferY | (aem).
191 AP I : AT TR R Uel, § S G ..(FFe)...

..... M&‘M.....?uﬂﬁw‘&ﬁg@ﬁ%‘:}ywﬂ%ﬂgg

tTransliteration of Urdu Script.
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+ PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: All right, in order to save your time, | will not
quote all. Out of three quotes, | will quote Talbott only once, but | was going to
tell you that Shri Jaswant Singh discussed with Talbott that Kashmir could be
decided on Actual Line of Control. And then, he celebrated with Talbott.
Although we had expected him to be brave at that moment, he proved to be a
very weak man. (Interruptions)

st STI=dt ol RN : ST TS, ..(FIUH)... Ig TIX BT ATHE © |
(FTIT)..

it SUUTUFY : AT AT, MY, THA BRY | ...(FTH)...

# EEARME 9T ;. IUFHIIRT FEIGY, iE BT b1 99g 8 9@l © |
(TTIT)... ST I FHE &1 T8 | ..(AGEH)...

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: Sir, | have only one quotation from
Talbott, and that is necessary. | request you to give me three minutes.
...{Interruptions).”

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Soz, | have already given you three
minutes. But you don't complete. You complete it. ...(Interruptions)...

2} T, U9, SEarerdl : ¥R, Y R AA T 8 ? ..(AGH)... ITE R AA B 8
? .(HAYF)... T8 RTIIA B 8 ? T, 98 IR — IR oIex 3P T IS Bl A1 Sl
BT | T 3N STDT U 31l PR 2 ..(HGETH)... 3T TH 3TATS; BRI 2 ...(AIHTH)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Prof. Soz, you go ahead. Whatever you say
will go on record. The other things will not go on record.

PROF, SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: | also found ...{fInfemiptions)... Sir, this is very
important. (Interruptions) Let me conclude. India is great. India is not great
because they brought POTA on the statute book. India is great because of our
commitment to democracy, our commitment to secularism, our commitment to
pluralism, and Mr. Jaswant Singh with Talbott had a different view on
diversity. He did not accept it. Finally, | quote...(Interruptions)

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Mr. Ahluwalia, he is quoting from the book.
(Interruptions)

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA: Sir, are you giving a right to answer the questions
raised by Soz? ...{Interruptions)... He should not be allowed to raise it.
(Interruptions)
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t 9. APEE AT ;A9 TRIG IRGY | H S G, g8 Fel de |
().
..... &B‘M.....?uyﬁfw‘&%@ﬁ%‘:}ywﬂ%ﬂgg
it SuuTafy : TSt |TEY, MY < e it SifTT | ...(FaYH)... ITadhT

UTET BT I FATG B T ® | 1Y §iferd ..(=ae).. Whatever Mr. Soz says, will
not go on record. ...(Interruptions)...

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, you never permitted me to

raise my point. ...(Interruptions)...
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Prof. Soz, please co-operate with the Chair.

Y TN, T, SEAIrT : IR, IT ..(FAYUH)..
it Sgaumafy : ¥ Rars 13y 9ifery | 3ma Sifrg | ..(eaaem ).

1+ 9. APEH IS : IR, BIS a1 1 Repre | 1 A1 1 G a1 a1 o1 DI
I SR | (TaeT)...

2o 25355 e 55 el K- la BT oo 350 5T el G057 g g utd) Rt iy

S} STGHTIRT : SR | 3ITT T BT AT S DI | ..(FGHTH)...
1. APEH 919 : R, RPTS 4 $© A1 T 9112 | ..(FFeT)..

..... c‘l&lm.....d“éljb}'jg&wb&d‘ﬁ :}rwﬂldﬁaﬂg’#

ot SUMUTI : AT A8, MY died R’ A& 82 L(=aHF).. | will go
through the record. (Interruptions) If there is anything objectionable, | will delete it.
(Interruptions) Prof. Soz, your time is over. (Interruptions). Now, whatever Mr. Soz
says, will not go on record. ...(Interruptions)...

ot T, T, SEAIferdT : W, US RT &7 W, I8 9T dle I8 87 WDR b
(TIHT)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Ahluwalia, | will go through the record.
(Interruptions)

t Transiiteration of Urdu Script.
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3 TH. . SEGAIerT : WX, S84 Hic A1 & fF ..(@awm™).. That is not

the way. (Interruptions) The way you are talking, is not proper. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Prof. Soz, it is not a conversation
between you and Mr. Ahluwalia. Please conclude. (Interruptions) @1 il 27
.(FGHT)... 3TTSTHT B, R 37T 8| dleh] dl BT .(FTHH)...

1 9. AGE I : TR, S8/ SN (AT 8 | ..(FFEH)...

..... el o @ LSy 20 5 gl 1 g ) ey 0

ot SuUTA : 3T ST | I8 9 — A fATe &1 999 Taac s -8l 81
T | ..(HAY)... 39 97T | ...(TaHT)...

1 o0t 3rg 3R et ([STAR TR ) < W, 3! e g B R | (aeT).

off STFUIR : 379 NRAT | ...(@Ge™)... TSI AT8d, 39 I | (T )...

3} TH. TN, SEAIerT : R, 37T SHD! S P HIIATE! # S b uHrer
N 7 . (HAUF)... IR, ATqR! fqUer & =d1 BT diel- BT FiebT 1 IS [...(SFELH)... 3T
g2 Sia SINTT | e =ar fauer & ff 91 &1 HipT <1 I | ..(aeT)...

o Ig@HfT ;@ TSl ATEd, M9 AIfg | L (@EEH).. § Rere gm |
(FAI)... § $qDT RBTS S | ..(FqeT™)..

PROF. SAIF-UD-DiN SOZ: | also found troublesome the way Islam fit
into Jaswant's world view ...(Interruptions)... Or, more to the point, the way it
seemed to be inherently at odds with his concept of Hindu civilization.
...(Interruptions)...

i 1. T, IEATIT : TR, SR IR — IR A1A1 2 | ..(ALH)...
i IT[HTARY : FEIATTAT AE, MY I8 S1SY | ..(JAYM)... AT AIE,
3R 31T &1 dleii] I ...(RFE)... | am seeing the watch. (Interruptions)

PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOZ: | will conciude within two minutes. See
the clock.

tTransliteration of Urdu Script.
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | am seeing the clock. It is before me. Please
conclude now.

#} ARV GfT : JATID] HfeTT 81 gl € | ...(JAIH)... AT e & TR
fadt 1 o NPT ..(aemm)... IS SR 81 g 2 | ..(agM)... 430 a1 6 Rars
B 1Y | ..(ae™)... § W1 ..(FaHH)... 39 QU & ...(FIHH)... $7 ARN &b BROT faaer
A gR) . (M)... UfH F . (FIEH)... 8T 81 gHT 8 ..(HIETH)...

PROF. SAtF-UD-DIN SOZ: Sir, | will conclude by just referring to a
quotation. (Interruptions)

"l also found troublesome the way Islam fit into Jaswant's world view
-or, more to the point, the way it seemed to be inherently at odds with his
concept of Hindu civilisation."

TP qHE = : A1 SUFGUTfer Y, I8 1 81 X1 ®, I8 Teld 81 BT 2 |
o . I g a9t : A SRR AT SR I 2 | L(AHH)...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is over. ... (Interruptions)...
PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOz

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Nothing will go on record.
PROF. SAIF-UD-DIN SOz

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN. What Mr. Soz said will not go on record.
...(Interruptions)... It is not going on record. Even if you speak, it will not go on
record, 3TTSTH! T8, MY IATSY ...(FALT)... 3T Y | ..(GLTH)... ITSTH! ATEd, MY
IFCTT 1 31T ST FlefiT , Hadt aet RerS 7 S | e forg fids Q1 e s awa 2 |

137t o1g MR ster : RSt T wrge, # st g4 Yfhar areT AT §
{3 T 31 et &1 Hipt faam | § <1 e # 7o+l a1 wed R 7 | H B fifReR
DI GIRGBATE I §U HE1 ATl § 6 FHISIare] urc] §9 SIS & A1 $HHT FUIC B
el & o5 Sl foel 59 91ail 9 39 Q9 &l A0 T 8 2, BT AT I 8l 8, I9H

*Not recorded.
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PO JEd SRR BN | TR, STATER oldl 8% Sfl, SFaRT el St & SHE $I Sl 89
BRA it o, 9 59 |rel 9 e 95 T § | RS 19 S & ST | S A
T §3 ©, 9 S A & aTc] 19 BRI AAHMI, 39 < F I8+ dTel g fegall 3
$9 914 PI 954 S o (P Sl GRAHT Deldl 8, Bl [ BIC — BIC ded § , 981 R
{1 TRE W SIS SYHT TSTH BT AIIIRI 81 X8 8 AR b qRe H A9 MR g oI
ITDT JPIEE BT ST BT & | ST8f ARTE — T — M1 &b IR Peoll [T O &1 8 ,
I THIST 81 B &1 ST X818, VAl B lSl & A1 89K Hob P Sl X191 9 V8T 2,
HicaeH 9 T2 &, 981 A f5Hd @1 51 i 81 8T 2, B9 9 91 H1 984 && & | H B
fifRex |18 | $e1 A18d] § & 31T Y ©: Je §U &, BH 9 $H 9 I1d Bl 31T
Sies ¥ STeg WoH Y Riic Y8l 8+ dlel 414 RIS AT 7 59 a1 PI 984 APl
gl

31ToT FoRT TRE A EAAT BIRBT &, U IR foran @
3BT A T W forar , WA WA H |

A1 ot el ST <Y, g FaAH |

ATehd Dei I 311 AT Sl ol H?

T AT, Ted eid | ASTg B 8 & 3R gLl aR% AR el e 81 7R §ART
o ST g1 G &, 8RSl BIRT Uiferdl) 8 , 89X a1, 8l 39 e Bl Ao
DBRIYT AT, I TN §S UIeRA) Dl WeH HRp RIS 1T Sl P SHM I e U1 THRA
arel ifersft o &) 2 % 99 o A TART Bicae ¢ VBT 2 gufory § Fa anedn § &
I8 Uil e BN ART | 3T s9RY Uifordl ug 8 =Ry {3 S 8Re selo &, S
IR B, S AR A6 Sl &, 37 Jobl 9 FHART Ia1ad 9g7 A1f2Y 3fR 3R 3Re
BT | BAR A1 9, BAR AT g7 A} BRel ST, b ApRai el ot g8t
H BN PR MG, T W SR A1 980 ST™] © | 5781 I SFIRBT Bl FaTd 7, 3R
el & QR Ui I ISR <=1 MY Al 519 ATed q8TgR Al Sff & §oa oft, 3 59
< & g O, I §9 < Bl UIHRH A ASrs g o | FARI BIST uIfeheai 4 el
R AP GADR UTHIT IR Heoll R ol &l | i I a<h &4 BT ST el o7 |
Tl GBTGR AR il B ATeTha H elThR HET T &b Sl g ST ard=y ol 3iiR a7u+
Ryl &1 gy arad of ST |
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1 519 FRATA B FSTS T8, DRATA H I T AT © | 319 JHARDI BT STHMT Il I8T AT
3R TaTST TRIG BT JATHR B8l 1T [ AT 371 BIST Bl aT99 of ST AR Fgwie 3
ST g8 STHI a9 &1 | SAieTy § Sa1 a8 § o a1 Godb AT H e ared 2 |

e B aTell 4 J TSl STd <l 6,
Rad SR B TS A AgTSTA ST B |

S Gebl & AN e 9a18d & , b RIARA @t S9! e 81 <1 @med | 89
TTEd © b 1Y 39 IR | 11 SUTT GRAUN! of1sY o UTfoheaii SiR favgeam 4 a1 —
ST o 1T et I 81 9T | 3R I 81 OMY o i1 iR gryuie o Ged &1 S
S <S] AIST el 81 Wil 2 | FAR TSR Jowbi 9 T dlegfdrd dgil S+l 89N
Hob H ARG BRI | $9 AT Bl ATTHT AT TSI | SRIRSBT AT YRI i1 H et W81
2, 11 TR & T & oY | 89RT IIferamie OR 519 89l ol Al SFIRaT +F 3T fan
? 3R g g1 H freet X1 & <ifeh #8139 91 bl AT v

A ERGTH A B WA E,
379 STHI g ST & A Riepar 4 |

I SORTSA Bl MU BN WUIC a1 & S goR1Sd 39 g1 #, fhellReie & 3reR
TS AATET 3R IRETE! $R &1 & | heliii= # AR &t ST SR Sraifat a18 i
T8 2 | Sl JMR®T 514 T I FUIS BT, 2 o1 & o S ORE @t Sirciarardl
PRI W BIAT 2 | 519 T JoH IR TAgATH! G a1 81, AdHdTa T el 81 |

HEIGY, AT J dle & forg awh faar, Afe § AR Fear St 9 de
arEdT § 5 ol @t 9= ol g8 2, B9 SMUe! 7 ared g7 W 9 o) I ¥ | sufery
JUE Hx T2 € o &9 ared 2 f5 9 AnT St IhRd et 72 9, 9 9l Y ¥ 3R & o
TSI SIS B | 3T T BRA UTfori) 18T 6 &H | B AR T TSRl Job! & 3720
dTeaId 81 ST | ST 3Rt 3iret g2t g # Sxx e Ta1 B, 3Rt & gabrat §
ARA US 9gd I8! d1dd 99 Fhdl 8 R SR THAM Alh dbolol & AT, T THH
TSIl Geohi < A1 30 ATt 81 | 371 Teal o A1 H 3791 I1 WeH HRATE |
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S TS un IS bl n Lo confur B8 " Gla g 1 gabisl ole i 552
S0t sl lee 5218 5 e -Kigs St b gl on e 93 e s B0 6 30 g
G5 S ol uﬂuudée-;%}-‘?fﬂf—L;'p;&)}r—ﬁbiw‘u‘&lé@‘}?u“
s@3E1,330 3906 S il gz o K52 5000 9 425 e 2 oy S @ 0 Bt a1y U2
g 8l B J = e o3 09 st 0l 0B slay 92 § S Loy &
@£ﬂ>w“uﬁ3wﬁ5;20—)—‘5¢puﬁﬂ>w‘ 8t ol o S o)
Bstr e o cpbanedd g 30 oo 52 St 33 e Kb 1 55 sty e s
S Tb S e by sl b i e b SOy Aser
e A1y o L ) Bl i 2 by LSl ) S o
eSastar Uy ag il sy se Shac oy £l £ a8 il et o 3 4 syosé
Foue 306 e - 353 g Kb ol s e 3 U S ot Gl o et
e J?L;'T}{“'-'L.'w‘('fa p{uxdﬁmﬁﬁdrﬁf‘:’rfuﬁl’%l?qa cole
b oo gl et kg b ol oS silakane 59,520 1y o, ol St S s
e g ele Sl by gy des

e S e LS JatS 5 oale!

e 5L o 2 B A S e

oSy e S eate ek

e ke 0t 5 olfedl
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Ko s g oS enten Bb s pol oy s SEY o Sl 2o 3 STl
She ol 5 s b oy e Mlgow@fwhf‘#—&‘};w‘&bw
et S o 35 g3yl i S o5 el B2 Gl S UL STS
bl Uy e 2 ol 2 Uy 3 S0 oy o Ko ol St )T gl g
2R 2 S Bl G ety ol gl do S slhor Sosy
Aol Lol Ly bty sy e Khe ol g 52 Sl Loy s vt BLuSly
S E e 55655 ol S sl ek ey by o B s
Sl et gpard a0 n o ST S o ol S sk oSS
At ey o 5 8 e Lo SIS oy 3 1 & gy vt JIom 6501
83103 o obSh § i A g plas g s Mo e S5
O 5ot S et 1y S S ot 5593 s Grem Sy 55 (05 Lag- o8
23 G52 o2 SELS I (e 23382658 7 a2 3l JY Ly Sle b gy By
e JO8 80 A S UK o el 3l - tly S 5 sl 29l aS s
238 & ST SUSLS I o5 i 51si ol el U Slej K20 0l st Iy e st
03993 S s bala Uy e 2 193 ol 00 (i v S bty sl Bl 4 ol

2 g B 2o s & S
2 s JR e o et

Sl 13- 20l s Ut ke 3501 o) el "yl ke S 5y ke s
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AT e i gty Sy S Y il S 035 250 e 5 o TS

331



RAJYA SABHA [20 December, 2004]

B P T Y A BLULT Slospu ool gy o, M HE Sl
@“ﬁuﬂﬁmwé?a Ohe g 0s @ slog - B 32 b iz 59 B8 s3]
by Ma e L 509 (.jss/‘ K b 3{“;'73{“'-'19 o Loy 35 oo Sho Loy
S AU S S 51 ke o g iyl gl - I & Bl £ e 110y
Stk Sl ol oo Sl 22 by N (relds )9
o st Gl et 3 03
LuiSo 2 fat 38095 oy ol

Q‘Nﬁ-“ & s <o Lis (ol il ol 52 22 LS ) gper ity i‘?’rfdé‘r‘ o
oo ot 1 Bl QLK S et ke S 058 e b 2 ) Sl 5l S
Ulsasg 5 ooly L S 7 5b ol S B e K S g S ) G o
et gy e S5 BLIG 5ol Ab wi 3l ST g 5 5y e o35 o S il
st i 3l S o e 23 Sl B G
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Ashwani Kumar. You have five minutes
only. The House will be adjourned at 7.30 RM.

SHRI ASHWANI KUMAR: Mr Deputy Chairman, Sir, | don't think it is
possible for any speaker to do justice to the foreign policy debate when the
sword of guillotine is hanging over one's head. But | will make only three
points with no illusion as to the satisfaction of myself and Members of the
House that | have done justice to my brief. But let me, in four or five minutes,
complete what | have to say.

Sir, we are debating this very important subject of the nation's foreign
policy in a particular context. The context is the undisputed emergence of
India's pre-eminent position in the comity of nations. This pre-eminent position
of India is as much a product of the way we have pursued our foreign policy,
the way our diplomacy has conducted itself, as it is of our inherent resilence
as a nation. Foreign policy, in the ultimate analysis, is no more and no less
than an extension of a nation's national agenda. Therefore, there are three
non-negotiable principles on which the pursuit of a nation's foreign policy is
perched, (a) Does it ensure independence of action? (b) Does it subserve the
non-negotiable interests of a nation? (c) Does it secure the relevance of a
country in the portals of power, in the corridors of power in the comity of
nations? Sir, | beg to state that judged by all these three parameters, India's
foreign policy has stood the test of time. We continue to remain relevant and
that is exemplified in the visits that we are now seeing, of President Putin,
Prime Ministers of Malaysia, Nepal and Pakistan, Foreign Ministers of Japan
and France. There is no country which is not wishing to engage itself with
India at the highest levels. That itself shows that this nation has ensured its
relevance and our foreign policy is something we must take pride in.

Sir, the second point which | want to make is this. Are we pursuing our
national agenda which is non-negotiable? The answer is "yes". While we must
consolidate our relationship with our traditional allies, it must not thwart our
independence of action in engaging with new friends and in soliciting new
friends. Israel is a case in point. Our relationship with Western Asia must not
prevent us from pursuing a relationship a constructive dialogue, with any
nation, including Israel.

Sir, the third point is that foreign policy is as much a function of a nation's
soft power as its hard power. We have always, perched our foreign
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policy, since the days of Jawaharlal Nehru including Rajiv Gandhi's plan of
disarmament, on moral imperative. So was the case in the days of Mrs. Indira
Gandhi. But, at the same time, conscious of the ground realities, we have also
pursued the hard power path and that is why we are today a nuclear power. A
point was well made that India did not attain the nuclear capability overnight, not
in five years or six years. It was a product of a process set in motion since the
days of Apsara; these were the Jawaharlal Nehru-Homi Bhabha days.
Therefore, it is only right to say that the foreign policy is a continuum. It must
always remain a continuum. That is why it is based on national consensus. That
is why Foreign Policy is kept above partisan politics and convention was
breached when the distinguished former Foreign Minister stated in Israel that
our policy towards Israel was captive to domestic politics. No, Sir. Our foreing
policy has never been captive to domestic politics, but it has been captive to
domestic interest and it will always remain captive to domestic interest, our
overarching national interests. The distinguished External Affairs Minister is here.
Nobody is better equipped to project India's foreign policy priorities. | would
only ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs to take care the following. We need to
Strengthen the nexus between Russia, China and India just as we continue our
dialogue with the United States. Our relations with Iran must improve. Sir, our
neighbours must not live in fear of us. They should respect us. There should be a
commonality and they should see India as someone who would come to their
aid in time of need. Increased cooperation with Japan is an absolute
imperative. This is the Asian Century. | invoke the doctrine of economic power
as the final testament to our power. In this Asian Century, this decade must
therefore be a decade of India-Japan axis. Japan is willing and prepared. Prime
Minister Koizumi has gone on record to say that his most important visit will be a
visit to India early next year, so has the Chinese Prime Minister who said, "He is
looking forward to coming to India early next year." Sir, all these indicia
demonstrate conclusively and decisively that India's foreign policy has delivered.
Thank you.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: So the debate is concluded. The House is
adjourned till 11.00 a.m. tomorrow.

The House then adjourned at thirty-two minutes past seven of the clock till
eleven of the clock on Tuesday, the 21st December, 2004.
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