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[Shri Niren Ghosh]

ing the management to book and conducting a
probe into the affairs of the Steel Plant
management will be taken ?

SHRI T. N. SINGH: A number of questions
have been asked, Madam. In regard to the
unrecognised Union I had occasion to go to
Durgapur in June last and I met the workers in
their personal capacity and advised them that
there was the course open under the law to get
the provincial Government go through the
whole question of claims as to which is the
recognised Union. On this there are labour
laws and the provincial authority alone can tell
which is the recognised Union. We cannot go
against the decision of the State Government
on this matter, labour being a State subject.
That is why the difficulty.

As for seeing the Manager, there is no
difficulty in regard to that. But when it comes
to seeing him in the capacity of a recognised
Union, then the difficulty arises.

As to how this firing occurred etc., as I said,
Madam, this matter has gone to the court and,
therefore, I will desist from making any
statement. As regards the Coke Oven Battery,
that is an old thing which has been going on. It
is entirely separate from this incident. As a
matter of fact, I am taking action in that
connection.

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY (Mysore):
Madam,

SHRI
Madam,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I will come
to you, Mr. Rajnarain.

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY: May I know,
Madam, when the Government will be in a
position to have a management there which
will firmly handle any situation ? I think the
hon'ble Minister knows that labour is very
aggressive there. Is it not a fact—I am asking
from the Government —that some sections of
labour have un-authorisedly occupied some
sections of labour quarters built for genuine
labourers of the Bhilai Steel Plant ? Labourers
who have nothing to do with that have
occupied those quarters and refuse to quit.
This has been going on for years and the
management has not been able to handle

RAINARAIN (Uttar Pradesh)
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Steel Plant

the situation. TheSe labourers have not been
evicted. If this is the condition i which the
management is, naturally the weakness of the
management will be taken advantage of. May |
know, Sir, if U a Government are aware that
there is need now to place a firm management
there ?

SHRIT. N. SINGH : We have heard of some
of the complaints that the hon'ble Member has
referred to. I agree with him that this is a very
valuable public property. The Durgapur Steel
Plant is one of the very important and key
projects in the public sector. Its proper
functioning it certainly our concern. I can only
assi the hon. Member that in my own way / am
trying to do what I can in the matte
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SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) : It
transpires from the statement of the Minister
that efforts were made to negotiate only with
the recognised union. Now that the entire
workers have been involved in this struggle for
their rightful demand*
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what are you doing ? The demands are that
they want the profit-sharing bonus for the year
1964-65, they want the reinstatement of the
discharged, dismissed and suspended workers
for their taking part in lawful trade union
activities. So, it is not only a question of
talking with the recognised unions. In this
context, may [ know from the Minister
whether he is in a position to discuss the
matter with the representatives of all the
unions, recognised and unrecognised, so that
normalcy may be restored immediately and
the plant may be put into production without
any further delay and bring peace and
tranquillity in that steel town of Durgapur ?

SHRI T. N. SINGH : I also share the
Member's anxiety regarding the running of the
plant. It is a continuous plant and any
disturbance in its running is a regrettable
thing. I wish all concerned realise their
responsibilities in this matter, to whichever
union they may belong because if there is no
continuous running of this plant, it causes a lot
of damage and harm. So I agree with him
there.

As regards the various claims, etc., [ am a
firm believer that the autonomy of the public
sector should always be recognised and it
should be allowed to function in its own way.
I am sure the General Manager and the
Chairman of the H.S.L. are both looking
into the matter.

SHRI P. K. KUMARAN (Andhra Pradesh) :
It looks as if anybody with a gun can shoot
anybody in this country. During the last three
days there have been three firings in Bengal—
in Durgapur, in Midna-pore, where people
wanted rice and they were shot at, and again in
Cossipore. I do not understand why with duch
easiness the Government is resorting to firing.
The issue here is this. Recognition is the right
of a union to represent the workers. It does not
prevent the union from writing. When the
mass of workers had gone to the General
Manager, the Manager would not have lost
anything if he had addressed them and told
them : 'l will consider the grievance, 1 will
write a reply, I will consider it.' I do not
understand his standing on his prestige on the
basis of the Industrial Disputes Act of Bengal
according to which even if a union captures all
the elective posts, it still remains un-
recognised, and the other union continues
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to be recognised. I want to know why the
Central public sector undertakings should not
be taken over under the Central sphere in
regard to labour relations. Another thing is,
why the General Manager could not see the
workers. If he had done it, all these could have
been easily a\oided.

SHRI T. N. SINGH : I have already stated
that there can be no objection to meeting any
individual worker for individual grievances
but when it comes to a legal affair, namely,
that they should be recognised as a union, then
that can be considered only by the Bengal
Government, otherwise, the management
would be violating the law. Secondly, that is
not the proper way—-to ghera dalo, etc. There
are other ways. We can discuss as between
man and man many things without all these
things. My instructions are there. As a matter
of fact we had shown the example. I myself
discussed with the same individuals and the
Manager was also present.

Tile DEPUTY MINISTER : We got to the
discussion of the international situation.

MOTION RE |IHE INTERNATIONAL
SITUATION—contd.

SHR1 DAHYABHAI V. PATEL (Gujarat) :
1 have listened patiently to the speech of the
hon. Minister for External Affairs and also to
what preceded it. I do not know how the
statement regarding the reported massing of
Pakistani forces across the cease-fire line
happened to come just before we began the
debate on the international situation. Was it
timed deliberately for this purpose ? We ha\e
heard the Minister for Parliamentary Affairs
speaking in the other House and saying that
the Government is using tricks. Was this one
of the tricks employed by the Government to
divert the attention from the failings of the
Government, from the utter failure of the
Government's  policies, from the utter
bankruptcy of the Government's foreign
policy, to the attack, to the possible attack that
we are faced with, the possible aggression that
we are faced with from Pakistan ? We are told
that a great threat to our country is there.
There i* a fabulous arms build-up by
Pakistan.
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Fabulous arms aid has been given to Pakistan.
What have we been doing about it ? Even
during the last late Prime Minister Nehru's
time, this House and the other House had been
drawing his attention to the way in which the
Chinese were building roads on our borders.
The Government ignored it until the Chinese
aggression came and now that very act of
aggression is used as a justification for Jie
policies of the Government which have been
utterly miscalculated, misguided and a failure.
Since Mr. Krishna Menon became the guiding
figure of the foreign policy of this country, we
have gone astray, we have gone on the wrong
path and in everything we did we had mis-
calculated and we had gone wrong. Mr. Menon
is no more guiding the affairs of the Ministry
but I do see his hand and the consequences of
his action which we have to pay for so dearly.

The hon. Minister referred to our good
relations with Afghanistan, Nepal, Burma and
Indonesia. Yes, it is good that we have good
relations with these neighbours. I am glad about
it but what about our relations with a country,
which is equally big in this continent and what
are we doing to improve them. What are we
doing to improve our relations with our neigh-
bour who was part of us until recently ? Here
also the foreign policy of our Government has
failed. When there was time to take firm action
in Kashmir we hesitated. We had eighteen years
of indecision. Now we do not know where we
stand. If a decision had been taken firmly when
it should have been taken, we would not have
been in this situation today. Today, this country
is not in the situation to be able to face two
great enemies'. China and Pakistan, together.
Let us admit that we are not strong for that due
to anybody's fault. It may be because of the
Government's fault or whatever it is but to-day
we are not in that condition. Then what does a
wise man do ? He makes up with the person
with whom it is easy to make up. Pakistan was
part of us. Many people in this country have
relations in Pakistan. Many people in Pakistan
have relations with us. What are we doing to
make up with Pakistan ? When Ayub Khan
became the President of Pakistan, he offered
common defence. His hand of friendship was
spurned. That is
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why we are having all this trouble. We are
paying today for it. We paid for the war with
Pakistan and we are paying for it because of
the folly and utter failure of the foreign policy
of this Government. And what a long tirade we
heard about the doings of the Government.

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA : What to do today ?
Rajaji's solution ?

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : Yes, I will
tell you. The Government of India have failed
to look at friends wherevr they are. In Asian
countries we have friends but we refuse to look
at them. We have a friend in Taiwan, of course,
but it is too small for these big people. But
what did the Government of India do to run
after the Arab countries, whose friendship was
put to test when the Pakistan; aggression came
? Our Prime Minister and representatives of
this Government went to the meeting of the
Arab countries. With what result ? We did not
even receive a decent welcome. There was a
meeting of the Foreign Ministers of Asian
countries in South Korea, in Seoul, where we
were invited more than once. They urged us to
go to that meeting. What did our Government
do ? We did not show the courtesy of even
sending a reply. Madam, anybody who looks at
the map of India and knows current history
knows that the countries right from Korea to
Vietnam are suffering from the same threat of
Chinese communist aggression. They would be
the best friends to make Yet our Government
ignores them. Instead of making friends with
them, instead of helping them to unite against
the common aggressor, if the aggression
comes, we do not even look at them. And there
is the utter failure of our Government. The
Foreign Minister of Thailand used to be in this
country as his country's representative for many
years. He knows many people here. He knows
the affairs of the Asian continent. I would
commend tht speech that he made in Korea,
and thf other speeches that he has been making
to our Minister for External Affairs and his aids
to study and to see. This is the approach that
our Government should take. We referred to
the situation in Cambodia and in Laos but our
Minister for External Affairs did not have a
word to say about Thailand which is
neighbouring those countries and is likely to be
affected by the developments there. Why ¢
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SHRI A. D. MANI: There is no trouble in
Thailand.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : That is
the place where we should like to have
friends.

SHRI A. D. MANI: Oh, I see; that is what
you want.

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Mr. Dahya-
bhai Patel, just to correct it, if you don't mind.
I did make a reference both to Thailand and to
the Philippines and say that we are in friendly
relations with them.

SHRIDAHYABHAI V. PATEL :
you have got relations' . . .

SARDAR  SWARAN SINGH: Friendly
relations.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : You have
got friendly relations with them but you have
failed to have friendly relations, establish the
relations, that you promised you would, with
South Korea. You have written to South Korea
that we are going to send an Ambassador. You
intimated the name more than once. Nobody
has yet been sent when that country is so
anxious to make friends with you. They have
sent here a gentleman, who has had the rank of
Ambassador, and a gentleman who has
represented his country in the United Nations.
I do not know whether our Government cares
to look at him, cares to listen to him and cares
to understand that country's point of view.

DrwAN CHAMAN LALL : Do you know
that 17,000 American troops are in South
Korea ?

SHRI M. RUTHNASWAMY : How many
Chinese there are in North Korea ?

Yes,

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : You
would like to have Russian troops in India, [
suppose.

DrwAN CHAMAN LALL : No, no. What I
want my hon. friend to tell me is whether he is
aware of the fact that there are 17,000
American troops in South Korea.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: What does
it matter if they are there at the bidding of the
United Nations and if they are there to prevent
what is happening in
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Vietnam now ? If they were not there and if
they relied upon us as Vietnam did, they
wou'd suffer the same fate. My dear friend,
why do you forget ? Do you like-this country
to suffer the fate of Vietnam 7 Don't you
know the communist tactics of daceit,
subversion and take-over ? These have always
been the communist tactics wherever they
have gone. Have they not done so in Vietnam
? Did they not try to do so in South Korea ?
And who saved the Koreans ? Would they not
try to do that in India if they got an
opportunity 7 Fortunately they did not have
any.

AN HoN. MEMBER : So you seem to
like the Americans because they

SHRIDAHYABHAI V. PATEL: Ido

like the Americans because the Americans do
believe in democracy, and we have nothing in
common with the communist countries. At
least I hope the people of this country know it
even if this Government does not know it.
Without knowing this this Government
forfeits its right to sit there. They do not
follow the feelings of the people. I was
surprised to read the statement that the Prime
Minister made about two Germanys. I want to
know . ..

SHRI P. N. SAPRU (Uttar Pradesh) : I do
not wish to interrupt the flow of eloquence of
my esteemed friend but . . .

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : My time
is limited. If you are going to give me more
time, Madam Deputy Chairman, then I may
yield.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU : I would just like him
to read with an open mind the objective
reports of the correspondents of the British
and American papers on the doings of his
great and beloved United States. I have got
with me a copy of the 'Manchester Guardian'.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: You can
read it out in your own time, when you speak,
but I cannot allow my limited time to be
utilised for that purpose. Therefore, Madam, I
do not understand the purpose of this
interruption except it be to take the limited
time that we have. Madam, we have very
limited time for this debate. We listened to the
long speech by the Minister and we do not get
enough time to reply, and this is not a fair way
of doing it.
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I was sorry to read the remarks of the Prime
Minister about the German State. I do not
know whether the present Prime Minister has
changed, or whether the present Government
has changed, the views that the late Prime
Minister Nehru expressed in this House and in
the other House also about two States of
Germany. | know my friend, Mr. Mani, has
been pleading for recognising two Germanys.

SHRI A. D. MANI : I have always been and
I do.

SHrRl DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: But thirf
Government has not accepted that position and
I was surprised to see the Prime Minister's
statement on this matter. I would like to
remind the HousK not only of what the Prime
Minister said in October, 1962, but also I
would like to remind the House of what the
Minister of State for External Affairs, Mrs.
Lakshmi Menon, said when she went to
Germany on an official visit. The Minister of
State we«l to West Berlin in July, 1963, and
there she stated and supported the stand of the
West German and West Berlin people on the
so-called German and Berlin problem. This
Mrs. Menon, I remember, spoke in Berlin in
July, 1963,. that the wall of Berlin put up "by
the East German Tegime was against the
wishes of the people of Berlin and was only
meant to curb the movements of the people of
Berlin. And this statement by Mrs. Menon was
well defended by the Prime Minister in both
the Houses, the Lok Sabha and the Rajya
Sabha. What the German people have done for
India, I think, this Government seems to
forget. Barring the United States I suppose we
have received the largest aid from there.
Besides that our cultural ties with Germany are
very close. Jn fact, it is the German scholars
who reminded us of our great cultural heritage.
Even in the old days, before the British
regime, they came; they studied the Sanskrit
literature and pointed out to the world the
wealth of literature and learning that was in
this country. Now under these circumstances,
Madam, I do not understand why such a
statement was made.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : What is the
statement ?

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL The
Prime Minister stated in the Lok. Sabha
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on Thursday that "our conflict with China is
not a conflict with communists." Now [ am
surprised to read this statement. Our conflict is
with the communist regime in China. There
is no doubt about it.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : Only srith
China; not with the U.S.S.R. or other
communist countries.

3p.M.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL; At present
you may say that there are two Chinas, one the
Republic of free China which is a permanent
member of the Security Council and which is
recognised by the majority of the members of
the United Nations, and then there is' the
Communist regime China which we have
recogni*d, and we are now paying for that
recognition. Actually our conflict is with
Communist China and not with Free China. It
is the Communist ideology of Peking's rulers
which is threatening our frontiers.

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) : Free
China is in the United Nations.

SurRi DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: Tire
people on the mainland of China who are kept
under this Communist rule of Peking, do they
understand the real position ? Free and
democratic China on the contrary has declared
publicly its assurance and this assurance was
repeated by the Ministers of that Government
when they were here a few months back for
the ECAFE meeting. Then there is Communist
China which has not only threatened our
borders but has committed aggression against
us and has occupied our territory and is
occupying it even tpday, and of course,
pursuing its measures like encouraging the
subversive elements in this country and so on.

(Interruptions)

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : He need not
go on with this kind of a running commentary.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: They
encourage also the provocative postures of
Pakistan. I would like to know from the Prime
Minister whether she would be more firm and
clear in her thinking towards Communist
China. Unfortunately, I do not see it and on
the contrary I see the same kind of thinking
that they experienced
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some time back when the Minister tried to
prevent my going abroad. I think the same
confusion seems to prevail in the External
Affairs Ministry.

SHRI A. D. MANI: Which Minister ?

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: The
Minister of External Affairs. I thought I said it
very clearly.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU : How did he prevent
you from going abroad ?

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : He tried
his best and I had to appeal to the Prime
Minister, late Lai Bahadur Shastri.

DrwAN CHAMAN LALL: And you went.

Surt DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : I would
like to remind this House that when the
Minister from Taiwan came here, seeing our
difficulties he offered to present us with 100
tonnes of Taiwan rice of the quick-growing
and high-yielding variety which we lack very
much here. Had we taken that advice, perhaps
we would not have had to go in for so much of
this PL 480 aid that we are now taking ? When
the Rockefeller Foundation offered to station
their Rice Research Station here, this country
spurned that offer saying that we had so much
rice in this country that we did not want it
here. And now we are taking seeds from that
very station which has now been stationed in
the Philippines. Why do we do things in such
folly? Why don't we do things at the right time
? If we do not do things at the right time, then
naturally we are faced with such a situation.

I would consider it a very great failing on
the part of the Government that they did nol
send a representative to the Asian Pacific
Conference of Foreign Ministers, that was
held a few weeks ago in Seoul.

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY : Just as
another party has a home outside, you also
now have one, it seems.

SHRIDAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
should have a common defence policy.

SprI LOKANATH MISRA : The Com-
munists have lost all hope in South-East Asia
and they have been liquidated completely.

We
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SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: We have
the same wrong policy in our dealings with
Israel. Israel is a free democratic country of
Asia. It has become a modern State by hard
work and they have converted a desert into
blooming fertile fields, while those who are so
jealous of them are lagging behind.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU : There I agree with
you.

SHRIDAHYABHAI V. PATEL : Thank
you.

DiwaN CHAMAN LALL : Whose land?

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : What is
our Government doing ? We refuse to learn
from them. When tourists from Israel want to
come here they have difficulties. When they
want to buy things from heie then also they
have difficulties. I do not know what type of a
foreiga policy we have. 1 do not know what
we have gained by not recognising Israel. This
act of recognising Is'rael, I am told, is likely to
offend the Arab League. Now, I do not know
what this Arab League is. I cannot understand
it, whether it is a real Arab League or only a
start of handmaid which President Nasser has
planted. Then we have some representative
here, some Mr. Magsood.

SHRI A. D. MANI : He has the ri:nk of an
Ambassador.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : And what
does he do ? He abuses us and insults us.

Si-vi R*LL HON. MEMBERS : No, no.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL He says
that this country went to the help of Egypt
during the Suez Canal crisis out of motives of
self-interest. Was a greater lie, a more blatant
lie ever said ? I am surprised that the External
Affairs Minister had not asked him to pack up
and go home,

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I will not ask
him to do that because he is a very dis-
tinguished Arab leader and his statements
have been very helpful. And I would also
request the hon. Member to show some
restraint when he criticises the representative
of another country.
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SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : 1 do not
want to say anything against anyone. But when
anyone offends the self-respect of this country
and tries to get away with a lie, it is the duty of
the Foreign Minister to correct him
straightway. Did Prime Minister Nehru
support Egypt in the Suez crisis out of any
motive of self-interest ? Do we not know that
the country suffered a lot of loss because of
the increase in freights ? Ships had to come
round the Cape and we had to pay higher
freight. Our shipments were delayed and yet
the Foreign Minister says that he is a
distinguished Minister and I should not say
anything. I am prepared to say anything
against anyone who speaks against the
interests of my country, and I would request
the hon. Minister also to do so. That be has not
done so is a failure. Therefore, I would say
that the policy of this Foreign Ministry is a
total failure and the policy of this Foreign
Minister has been a total failure. They are
suffering from confused thinking. They do not
have a clear mind. They do not know who are
their friends and who are their enemies. As I
told the Prime Minister the other day, in this
country we are running after the wrong
persons. You are running after the Arab
League. You say they are your friends.
Anyway, we learned that during the time the
Pakistani aggression came. Still you don't
know who are your friends and who are not.
You are running after the wrong countries and,
therefore, 1 say this foreign policy is not a
proper policy and the present Foreign Minister
has been a total failure and this policy needs to
be revised completely.

SHrRI D. P. KARMARKAR Madam
Deputy Chairman, before I offer a few
remarks and make some observations on my
amendment, I would like to devote a little
attention to what my hon. friend, Shri
Dahyabhai Patel, just now said. What he said
rather under some excitement he may not very
much appreciate when he reads his own
speech in cold cyclo-styied pages. I could
gather from what he said that he paid some
nice encomiums to the present Government
and the present Foreign Minister and he said
that they had failed, that they were bankrupt
and that they were misguided, that they had
miscalculated and that they had no clear mind.
If 1 am to be frank, I feel that I
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can apply some of these adjectives to my hon.
friend with greater truthfulness. Of the many
speeches which I had the privilege of hearing
from him in this House, there was none—to
use his own word, not mine—which was more
bankrupt than this one in constructive
approach. It failed in its objective. It was
absolutely misguided in its content and so far
as its effect is concerned, he completely
miscalculated and the reason for all that is
today—and I listened most carefully to his
speech—my hon. friend was not clear in his
mind about what he was saying. I will pick out
only a few points. It took away my breath
when he gave his appreciation of what
Pakistan's mind has been like during all these
eighteen years, by the gesture that President
Ayub offered for a common' defence. My hon.
friend failed to see what were the implications.
Against whom is this defence to be ? We were
against having any alignment, against any
military alliance and even today we refuse to
adopt a common defence against anyone. We
fight our own battles; we want to be non-
aligned. Of course, my friend disagrees
entirely with that point of view; that is another
matter.

Secondly, about Taiwan, I have a little
softer observation. I myself have felt that after
so many years of Taiwan's existence as a
separate Government we might perhaps
mellow our attitude which was there 15 years
back especially in view of the  Chinese
intransigent attitude.

Then he says we are running after the Arab
countries. Ultimately we have to analyse what
are the feelings, what is the motivation of a
State's action in respect of any particular issue.
Now he has branded our alliance with the
Arab countries as something very misguided.
One or two of them possibly expressed them-
selves in favour of Pakistan. But that is not the
only issue between us. Wherever there has
been a cause to be fought for the
underdeveloped countries we have always
been sailing together with the Arab countries.
This is not the one issue alone that should
determine our attitude.

Of course, I must congratulate my hon.
friend for making an honest confession today
of something that underlies perhaps
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much of his thinking. He frankly said, 'I like
Americans'. Well, we neither like nor dislike;
we are friendly with them.

Then, he found quarrel with us for saying
that in our fight with China we are fighting
against Chinese imperialism, not against
Communism. Our late Prime Minister-has*
made it quite clear that our fight is not against
Communism as such; otherwise we would
have to fight every Communist country with
whom we are friendly, Soviet Russia, and the
countries of Eastern Europe. Our fight is not
against Communism as such; our fight is
against the Communists here when they are
misguided, not against what they think but
against how they behave.

SHrRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL :
about the Communists in your party ?

SHrRI D. P. KARMARKAR : But Com-
munism as such, we are not at daggers drawn;
let it be quite clear.

What

Then, he made some observations about the
Arab League and all that. I was almost saying
that it is not too good a behaviour for us to go
on castigating against the representative of a
very respectable organisation because some
time or other he has said things which are
unpalatable to us. If they are absolutely
something which touches our self-respect, let
my hon. friend be quite sure that including the
Foreign Minister, everyone of us will be there
to protest against any bad behaviour but be-
cause we feel that somebody has behaved
badly under a mistaken notion let us not
behave ourselves badly.

Now. having dealt with all these points,
Madam. .. .

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Can I inter-
rupt him for a minute ?

SHRI D. P. KARMARKAR : My hon.
friend's party has a sufficient number of
speakers and . . .

(Interruptions)

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I just want a
clarification. Since he has a clearer mind about
everything, as was said by him, can I have an
explanation from him on this particular point
referred to by Mr. Dahya-bhat Patel. my leader
? He said that at one time this distinguished
representative
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of the Arab League had said that India got
into the Suez Canal dispute only because of
self-interest.

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Only on
account of self-interest ? I have not seen any
such statement.

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : What is th#
explanation of my friend, Mr. Karmarkar, as
to whether it amounts to an insult to a country
if a distinguished representative of a
distinguished organisation alleges that or not?

(Interruptions)

AN HoN. MEMBER : That statement is
contradicted.

SHRI D. P. KARMARKAR : I am very glad
that my friend gave me an opportunity of
clarifying this. Madam, you will kindly extend
my time by two minutes' more which he has
taken.

Firstly, I wish he checks up the fact as to
what his leader actually said because he is not
quite sure of what he said. Secondly, after he
checks it up I wish he checks up from the
source to find out whether what he has said is
really correct. And thirdly, if somebody says
to me or to my country's leaders that we have
done something which along with other
things, besides serving the world interests, has
helped our own self-interests, I will not be
offended. I must work for my self-interest.
Any foreign policy that goes against the
interests of my country, I would be against it.
National interests first and everything else
afterwards. And happily for us in this case
what has happened ? Does my hon. friend
want to put world interest first and the
country's interests afterwards ? No; national
interests first and if somebody tells me, 'It is
all right; you say you have acted in the public
interest but primarily you have acted in your
own self-interest' [ would say, 'My dear friend,
yes; that is quite all right. I have got two
objects to serve, one world peace and the other
is my own national interest. And happily it
happens today that our national interests are
exactly concurrent with world peace. There is
no question of any abuse. So, I wish my hon.
friend takes it realistically as he takes the
politics in his own State. Let us be realistic.
Let us understand what they have said.
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Supposing tomorrow my friend were to say to
me, 'Mr. Karmarkar, you have served a little
of your own self-interest in making your
speech', very well, if I have served the public
interest by the correctness of the views that I
express and if I serve a little of my self-
interest also by a good Speech, what is the
harm ? There is nothing to be ashamed of
one's self-interest or a nation's self-interest. Is
my hon. friend prepared to say that all that he
says is absolutely in the public interest and
nothing is in his own interests ? Madam,
relevantly he has invited my attention to the
very point that I was trying to make that in
framing our foreign policy it is only by that
test that we should see whether we have
succeeded or failed in our foreign policy. In a
move here or a move there ihere may be an
error in a thousand correct things but that is
another matter. What has been our objective ?
Apart from the fact that we have supported
anti-colonialism which means freedom for
everybody, democracy, that is, rights for the
common man . . .

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL And
Communism.
SHRI D. P. KARMARKAR : . . . and

socialism. If my hon. friend were here he
would have supported Communism also but [
do not include that.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL : That is
exactly why I am not there.

SHRI D. P. KARMARKAR : But then above
all, the policy of non-alignment comes to our
mind. That is the only policy that is consistent
with world peace. We have to test our foreign
policy by that one test. Many of the countries,
thanks to our support, thanks to destiny,
thanks to their own efforts, are free today and
many of the countries are trying to achieve
democracy and there is much more deve-
lopment of socialism in the world today. The
cause which should hold our attention today is
the cause of world peace. I will not delve into
history but even my friend, Mr. Dahyabhai,
will find that some objective observers of
international politics have said, have put it on
record, that it is perhaps owing to our late
Prime Minister's efforts that twice or thrice a
world conflict has been avoided.

[RAJYASABHA]
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SHRI AKBAR ALIKHAN : Quite right.

SHRI D. P. KARMARKAR : And it has also
been said that India has played a greater
decisive role in world affairs than is justified
by her strength as a country. We are a poor
country but today whether my friends on the
other side like it or not. we are—and I say it in
a spirit of humility—one of the most decisive
countries in the world so far as world events
are concerned. What India has said, what India
says, is something of s gnificance in «very
capital of the world. Let us not denigrate
ourselves; let us not in the course of
excitement try to think less of ourselves as a
country than what we really are. This is not to
make us fee! proud. Why is it that it has
assumed that stature in world politics today ?
It is because of our late Prime Minister,
Jawaharlalji's policies, Lai Bahadurji's policies
and the same policies now being followed by
our present distinguished Prime Minister.
There is no question about that. Even today it
requires some boldness' to be able to say, 'Stop
bombing in Vietnam'. If we wanted to flatter
someone, we could just as well have said, let
there be peace.

Tq (g wa= afa:
w49 v fammar

We have taken some risk of being mis-
understood in that matter but we have not
hesitated to say that just as we said in the old
days : no going forward beyond the 36th
Parallel. Therefore, my hon. friend, Shri
Dahyabhai Patel and those who think like him
should think of this in that perspective as to
whether by and large our foreign policy has
been directed towards the promotion of peace
in the world or not. 1 will not wax eloquent
nor take long. Even taking the opinion of third
parties unassociated with our efforts, India has
been maintaining this attitude and has actively
participated in the efforts for the promotion of
peace. It is a small matter but why is it that
India has to be the Chairman of all the three
International Commissions in the most crucial
region in the whole world, namely. South East
Asia ? Why was it ? It is because beth the
contending parties thought that if there was
any one significant country which could be
trusted with objectivity and impartiality it
is India and India alone.
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That is the significance of our chairmanship of
these international commissions in South-East
Asia. I wish my friend appreciated that point
of view, because in his anxiety to condemn the
Government and the Treasury Benches, I wish
he did not forget that any observations coming
from an Opposition leader has some weight
and I would not like his name to be associated
with remarks which are either loose or
something which could be misunderstood
outside the country also. I appreciate his
sincerity, though I am not able to appreciate
the wisdom of his remarks. Now, that is where
it is.

Now, I come to my next point. ~ Now, the
question is whether our foreign policy serves us
or not. Our policy has been a policy of
promotion of peace. What has been our
objective ? Why did Jawaharlalji always
promote the cause of world peace 7 For the
good of the world and for the good of my
own country also we want peace. Unless
there is peace in the world, there would not be
peace in India.  Unless there is peace in India
for a number of years, we cannot achieve the
countrywide  development, = which  we
would like to promote, for the elimination of
poverty from this country. I do hope my
friend concedes that these efforts for peace
have led us on to economic development. To-
day, India is one of the privileged countries, if I
may say so, while standing on its own, without
sacrificing its self-respect, without having any
strings attached, it :s able to invite economic
aid from all countries, from the United
States, from the USSR, from Canada and all
other independent countries. In fact, it
appears that everybody is in a race to help
India. Why ? It is because they look upon India
as a peaceful, gentle country, which should be
helped to make economic progress, so that if
might continue to be the mainstay for
maintaining the peace of the world. ~We can
blame the United States saying, well, there is
some object behind that. It is because
India is a stem against communism they are
helping us. President Truman, when he
initiated the Point Four  Programme, said
that it was not altruistic. It was selfish, meant
to help America.  All right.  In helping us if
it helps America also, why should we worry
about it ? The USSR may be feeling that India
is the one country which has refused to go

under any-
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one and, theVefore, it is good for them to help
us and in so doing it has helped them also.
Now, if it helps them and if it helps us without
sacrificing our independence, why should we
grudge? If my friend, Dahyabhai Patel, helps
in the economic development of the country
and if it helps him also, why should I grudge
the help ? God bless everybody. So far as the
actual effect of this policy of non-alignment
and promotion of peace is concerned, we did
see that during the short period of fifteen
years we have been able to achieve industrial
progress whereby we can tell ourselves today
that we can be Swadeshi in respect of
everything, right from a pin to a motor car and
so on. I can altogether dispense with anything
produced in any other country and this is only
possible because we have received aid for our
steel plants, we have received aid for our
heavy industries, we have received aid for our
consumer goods industries and everything
else. Without that aid we could not have
achieved this progress.

Now. a lacuna has been found, and that is
in the field of agriculture. Even there last
year's drought has made us forget the fact that
in spite of the growth of population in this
country during the last fifteen years or
eighteen years, our im-
ports have been relatively low. I remember
very well what we used to import; dining the
years 1948 and 1949 our average import of
foodgrains from outside waS about 3 to 4
million tonnes. In the meantime, our
population has increased by 25 per cent,
within the last ten years. In spite of this our
imports of foodstuffs from outside have not
been commensurate with the growth of
population. We have definitely made progress
in agriculture. Let us not
forget that fact because of our difficulty. And
this progress would not have been possible,
unless aid had come to us from all quarters.

I would not like to take more time of the
House. It has been often said and it has been
said during the recent Indo-Pakistan conflict
that we are trying to be friends with
everybody, but where are our friends. It
reminds me of a story where a child asks its
mother. You invite everybody fo lunch and
dinner but why is it that nobody invites us ? If
it was a child that had asked the question, I
could have understood
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it. Here we have serious-minded people.
Where are your friends ? We have refused to
enter into military alliance with anybody. We
have refused to get down from a standard, just
as Pakistan did. They flirted with America and
they got arms. They are flirting with China and
they are now getting tanks. If flirting with a
third party in private life is not something very
honourable, it is also not an honourable tiling
in public life. (Interruption). Dr. Sapru has just
interjected that in private life it may be
excused. My friend's actual experience is
something different. My own experience has
been different and I do not forget the fact that
he belongs to a little more of an older and
colourful generation than I have been. They
could afford it and they could taste it. We
could neither afford it nor taste iz, but this is
neither here nor there. Apart from the fact that
we have refused to enter into military
alliances—now Pakistan finds friends, one or
two, across the table —we also did find
friends. Our recent experience is this. During
the course of the visit of the parliamentary
delegation abroad—six of them went
outside—we found a uniform spirit of
friendship everywhere. We did find a very
good friend in Malaysia. At the time of the
Chinese aggression, Tunku Abdul Rahman,
when he was here, declared from the Red Fort,
that his country was with India. Not only that.
He started a fund known as the Tunku Abdul
Rahman Save Democracy Fund. He collected
an amount of Rs. 12J lakhs. It was a good
gesture- Even though it is a Muslim State, it is
a secular State. He is a Muslim. The majority
of them ire Muslims. Still that did not prevent
them from saying to Pakistan what they did in
the Security Council. A friend like that is very
precious. Let us try and build ourselves up
with 46 crores of people, with all our present
resources. Let us build up. They have seen
what we could do by attacking us in surprise.
They will find the same experience, or worse
experience, and things like that. An American
editor from the 'Newsweek', which was
consistently unsympathetic to us, came here
and after his visit, said in so many words that
Pakistan has been so much damaged that in the
near future they will not find it very easy again
to attack India. Let them. We must be
prepared. Our Defence Minister
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declared the other day that we are prepared.
Now, that should be the outlook, mat should
be the way in which we should think about it.

Finally, I have a little gentle suggestion to
make. I should like to say that our Foreign
Ministry—day by day I have been watching it
for the last eighteen years— have been
showing a distinct improvement. It has been
my recent experience, a pleasant experience, in
South-East Asia, going along with five other
esteemed colleagues in a delegation, to have
found some of our Ambassadors top
competent. Our Ambassador in Thailand, our
Ambassador in Cambodia, our Ambassador in
Malaysia— I should not like to give them less
than hundred marks for their sincerity and their
capacity. Things have improved and things are
improving. There is no doubt about it. I should
also like to compliment our Foreign Minister
on the bold lead that he is giving to his'
Ministry. It is rather a difficult Ministry. If
everything goes on all right, no thanks. If
anything fails, then, of course, there is
condemnation. But there are other things that
require improvement. Now, it was a dismal
experience for me—I do not wish that this
remark of mine should land anybody, because
sometimes the wrong person gets landed rather
than the right person. It was a dismal
experience of mine. Almost within a month of
the Pakistan conflict the Information Ministry
had brought out a very nice brochure on the
deeds of heroism of our Jawans. We got it in
Cambodia, but we could not either for love or
for money get a single copy of it in Singapore
or Malaysia. I should say that it was due to
ineptitude and incompetence on the part of
someone. There is no doubt about it. I do not
want any disciplinary action to be taken,
because I know that the fault will be laid on
some wrong quarter.

The first suggestion I should like to make is
this. Our publicity and these things should be
looked into better and you should see that our
pamphlets of this year reach this year at least.
Now, the second suggestion I should like to
make is this. I wish that our distinguished
Minister of External Affairs and his Ministry
thought of sending, a little more frequently,
non-officials abroad. I do not mean only
Members of Parliament. I wish there was
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some organisation like the British Council,
whereby some distinguished lecturers from here
went round American universities, went|
round German universities and other countries.|
1 wish a positive effort made to see to it that the
people of this country and the people outside
were brought together intimately both on an|
intellectual and popular level. I should like to
make a special plea in respect of South East
Asia. If T might say so without disrespect to
the sovereignty of the respective countries, as
many times as | have gone there, I have felt that
I have gone to another part of India. ~When [
went to Thailand and saw the Thai people, when|
1 went to Cambodia or when I went to Laos, |
did not feel that I had gone outside India at
all. 1 feel they are our people. If this House
will bear with me and if my esteemed friend, the
Foreign Minister, will bear with me in these
two minutes which I am now taking, the
least has been done to keep up cultural contacts.
I am not exaggerating; I am not castigating; |
am not commenting; I am not criticising. Apart
from the parliamentary delegation that went to
South East Asia, apart from the visit of a
Minister, the Minister of State in the Ministry|
of External Affairs, in the recent past, apart
from the ancient visits of Pandit Jawahartel
Nehru, we appear to have taken South East Asia
just for granted. It is all westward; all our
cultural delegations westward; all  our
Ministers' visits westward; every distinguished
delegation westward. We take these
countries for granted. Thailand, Cambodia,
Laos, Singapore—we take them for granted.
This I am saying not of my own accord, but
they say that this is the first significant
delegation that has ever come from India.
They ask: Why not send a nice cultural troupe
? 1am mentioning one of the things for which
our people were thirsting, for instance, a delega-|
tion of playback singers like Lata
Mangeshkar and others. No cultural delegation
has gone there worth the name. Why not, for
instance, invite Princess Bhopa Devi from
Cambodia, the distinguished daughter of the
Cambodian Head of State and take her round
and arrange her cultural performances ?

1 do not want to be hard, and this is my last
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sentence. All I want to plead is this. I shall
take this question up with the Foreign
Minister. After having mentioned
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it so publicly, perhaps unnecessarily, it is
good for me to take it up privately also. I wish
repeated attempts are made to have cultural
exchanges, to have intellectual exchanges,
between South East Asia and India.

I beg to be pardoned for the five minutes
more that I have taken on account of your
indulgence and I conclude.
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frew fai oWT &1 %3t & Freor o
arer ot &9 faar qar =h mfEes

AT TEE AWEw| # 9 9w W o
g1 AT & | &1 #9F ge & o 99
T4 21T wifed ffFa gz am ams @ &
FITIT F1 g9 491 & forg qv =i
ZT 2, fom g wdy ot ==t & o
Z o7 097 987 2 fF awre Fv A w7
gfafafa arffeam & s w7 ar wfFem
F AATIE F1 femgEaa § A F7 FHE
F A 97 9491 %7, gz fafrm am
g | AT W OH AE w A gfa &
A Zar g faawr g gl 0
e F fggea &1 e § A%
TEgE Fr & 1% g A e Aed E
FHT 91 Tzl &, A1 I T A F9A
9% AU ZT S F, IAH AW AT 29
A9 § FVT F T g9 97 AT
e Faar aF & s o fram
H B TeaTedl f7 &9 & | A1 ER
= A1 fggws w1 o g 9ifzm

A g A §1 fFr faen, s
& F fagim w1 e 5 faan
29 afm |/ e o gaAr 9%, 9
a1z {5 afem foafem =0 &7 29
A W OFATET WER Fv & fAm e
afv gu wrE @ qwEr agE) gl
KATIET F, qOWA-AT 97 999 €7 FA2
72 fagia &, ga% faam § Fwgae d
T Z ) AT TFT 0 T FAAT 02T
wafar & o fower =t § arfeens
F1 W37 AT 8, 48 & 1% AT 30f1 I
9vH W & WA # ogadr efagfe
F7 a1 sge A 21 e safe
A wga Wt e @ 4, A
arEEAl & fF oifseam aw efaars
FT IwAnr g fEars ad @,
ArerET & faems Wi 9g Aerd /7 vy
2 I9F AT IWFT IWWW FEU
mifFeEm & =9 Zfamd &1 IEe
gar famrs fean 2 s sferr sam
TH TET BT AT | AT W0 IAE FIE A
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Ay @ A1, TifeeEn &1 dma |
1% afeadw 78t & 1 ey o1 w917 &
v e Tfeww w1 faaer,
mifeea &7 afagla &1 7 st
1 ggawr faewr, & g6 oarE A @
AR | HAATOHT FT W T AT FT EAE
Ak & wfga fe swfogr ot W
* maEl 97 TwE 319 fawr aw Se
TE

= 4 Wt 35 faaE aw w@
WrATFAT F | ATHE & a7 A
AATHT FIWHIT & WA 07 499 F faAr
A IAA AT AZTL ATTAT 4T IH 97
IAA 7T ITAS KT KOS AT | IR
3 qrir aeEr 1 faw aw gawm
& wa fFar, W g9 &rd amfe
1 @ 7@ | fosd famr ofees W
ox dfaw  fgus e @y At #EY
AT AAT ST 7 3 AT A AT § f it
A% BH A QST 1 90FF 30 & JIHA
§ #1% a9 a8 faur &, oy aw 9w
v fa o & g g, B W A
¥T W1 IHH UF HGATEA HAT ATigd
wn wizer A oft aifeeam &1 o %
ZHTT FT 4 STWHF @1 497 8, T
TF A9 & AT [IEE ¥ IHF ATTAN
T @A, ATHFIO FT T, 9O F 797
? g9 A% w4 %1 w18 W dfw ggma
g W AT AR ENi W ww
SHTT FT HTVATHA 39 394 4 | wiaww §
W Fr OHT FAW W7 ® & T 3%
Tt a7 gor? 9fq w7 F7 FAAYT sq4ZT
T, a7 29 = &1 fAfess =1 § augmr
aifzm

§ AWAAT § w7 g0 AT 0 AT 2
zfgor-gd wfmn & sas foa 2o F,
Iqa qTY Hag Fg0 AT H=W@TET | IA
T W HART AT T E, AT 1
Z,37v & gt #1 fa=mT gm T
HfEd | AR AT F FART AT
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Afaer gt T ST FT A 0 AT
gy WFAH K7 77 I & wreor
T mg v agi 9 faewrr d
AT 9 FAWT A TE WA AR
FT AT TIME 0 IAWT wT W
@ W WL, W q@EW ¥ ¥
aga-1 9T B A0 | 7W A farw
qATAT & FTT YW AT &7 Ffwwr
w1 afer f& gwrv W o
ATATT BI3F7 AT, AT 6 =gt wradr
AT 7 et ud &, T fady o ft
TFTT H W qrE AT &% | WrE
A & AT AT I FOT FE W i
qTHT a7, %’m?ﬂﬂ'ﬁ@ﬁi:vﬁw
72 %1 zq fadw wawm & sforsq
A w1 g woAr afed fw 7 e
AR & fifga @, 9w W, vt
AT E, IAC AT W W ES WA
T FA ¥ & w09 w7 | AwwT H
AT oWt 27 AT qrIEty i E f ey
I "I W TS 8, W A% I
HATAT F1 W AT AET FT qUT | TH
qAF K1 T B9 WeE § Wem aeT
arfea |

fazaama & wwa 9% 77 A w5y
a7 FAA XN AW FAUW ¥ 7 F,
7z W& gformm d, 2w 3wy s
afea gq sawa g wifenr fv uw
ATET wHA ol feT AT gaTT 7
AT AT A FW AT gH A
frd saesirer &, sive g sfe, f
AT WHA-AZT 54, AT W 79 A9
sqae| AT Trfgy (& a7 & wiger @7
fratror 7 % forat agy & it 1 sro3y
AT F1 RAAT FIH § A qof srwe
faam oY 39 sygeq & fag W
ZIA 07 A5 & W A AT §
FITET WFE ®TEANC | A AOF F
Trel & aqfgw feed 7 @, W
fa=a 2, 29 wwear ®Y g9 w7 amny
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[ A g Forg werdr |
A da W Tamia wgrarn, a4
qifTeme @ @0l @ g9y | frasa aon
2| A FATAAT 39 & A ¥ fowa
feat & am g€ & afea sosr ot sw
gEHG ¥ grar A wfwn agr 99
g g 97 qAae qrwr fawar @,
A7 HTHEIFT FT N I o AW 9T
A a1 afeima 37 T g W
fora adra & afvdios ¢ w20 & 39w
g = g s arfog & @e-or 293
1 AF o1 0% Feywd, ffaheag &
T GO #, UF agud ¥ € 7 A7 0
@ Twdfa® faardr w1 gaERE
@A ® FHAE ET AT EH
YA TF & &wtfora v aifza gz
AR FHIA FleT wWrEF § ™
fear sma, Fa% Fov agr & G
FIH A &7 A7 420 48 AT =1 AT 0%
Sratfas  wadqadr a7 afgwr s
audifA @, e afaey &, feate
o7 & faq staa a9z & ara faan
aifzq az fod «re gq wow fagw
HATAT & gro7 & 4= sfwed 51
TA0T FF 981 o6 Ifa  afefeqfa
feamtor v & [aq wifors 71 wifeq
2799137 |
SHRI P. N. SAPRU : Madam Deputy Chairman, I
am going to do something which a Member of
Parliament should not do while speaking on a
subject like foreign affairs. I am going to think
aloud and I am just going to give expression to some
views which I have formed on the question of our
foreign affairs. May I first congratulate the External
Affairs Minister on the excellent speech he
delivered ? He has been to some of the friendly
countries and I am glad that the Prime Minister's

visit to the U.A.R., Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union
was a success.

N

oy

May 1 first say that when we talk of non-
alignment we do not mean that we are a third bloc ?
Mr. Nehru was strongly opposed to the idea of a
third bloc. I remember when Mr. Aneurin Bevan
sug-

gested a third bloc he strongly differed from that
view. His conception of non-alignment was that
India's foreign policy will be of an independent
character, that in pursuing its foreign policy India
will be guided by her enlightened self-interest and
the interest of the world at large.

May I first refer the question of Vietnam which is
a most difficult question ? It is threatening
escalation of the war in Vietnam. Dr. Ho Chi Minn
in Vietnam holds the highest place as Gandhiji held
in India. I am not going into the controversy that
there has been an attack or infiltration from the
North on the South. But American bombing has
exceeded all limits. Even a sober paper like the
Manchester Guardian—I am very fond of that
paper— said so.

4 p.M.

»t TWTOEer o q AW S
faarz @var =mgar € & agF s A
Frr? sA@TE &1 oyre fFar gy a1 9%
wE w1 Hqrer far g7

off 9F MIE@R WY 9E w
v 4% A TH FOE

I have mislaid that copy. 'The Manchester
Guardian' in a recent issue has reminded the U.S.A.
that she is carrying on for all practical purposes, a
colonial war in Vietnam. I think the Americans get
annoyed with the words 'imperialist aggression' but I
am not using the woTds 'imperialist aggression'. I do
not think that they mean to be aggressive but they
are giving an impression to the world, the image of a
new colonial power. That is something which
President Johnson should remember. It is not we,
Indians alone who condemn what is being done in
Vietnam. It is the American Liberals who condemn
it. The British Socialists and the British Liberals
condemn it, and may I say one thing ? There is one
great difficulty in having a Geneva type of con-
ference and it must be faced fey us boldly. In a
debate in the House of Commons, Mr. Michael
Stewart, the Foreign Secretary, stated that one of the
conditions on which Viet Cong is prepared to come
to a conference is that it and it alone should be
regarded as the representative of South Vietnam.
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SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : That is not
fair.

SHRI P. N .SAPRU : I think, therefore, that
Sardar Swaran Singh should undertake a
journey to Hanoi and meet Dr. Ho Chi Minn
and thrash out the question with him. He
should put forward before him a suggestion
which would make it possible for a conference
either of the Geneva-type or some other type
so that this war may not get escalated. If the
war gets escalated, the whole of Asia will get
involved .

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : The whole
world.

SHRIP. N. SAPRU : ... or for thyt
matter the whole world and it will be a
terrible disaster. Everything must be done to
avert that disaster.

May I now come fo the question of Pakistan
? We had a great statement from Mr. Chavan.
I do not like chauvinistic and jingoistic
statements. I have no soft corner for Pakistan
but I think we should face some realities' and
there should be some elasticity about our
policy in regard to Pakistan. I think it is
necessary in the interests of the Asian sub-
continent that there should be peace between
India and Pakistan and I think that is the
attitude of the Russian people also.

I would come to the vexed question of
China. We all assume that we are a very
righteous people and the assumption on which
our Chinese policy is based is that all the right
is with us and all the wrong is with the
Chinese people. Again I have a copy of the
"Guardian"

AN HON. MEMBER : Burn it.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU : It should die with me.
The article is headed 'Is China expansionist ?'
and the "Guardian" reviews two books in this
article, one by Mr. Francis Watson and the
other by Dr. Alastair Land. Dr. Alastair Land
is friendly to China and he says that China is
not expansionist.

SHRI C. D. PANDE (Uttar Pradesh) : The
author is a friendly person to China. Is an
claborate comment by a certain person
friendly to China relevant heTe 7
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SHRI P. N. SAPRU : I am suggesting that
perhaps it would be a good thing for our
Foreign Minister to have a dialogue with
China. I am suggesting that it would be a
good thing for our Foreign Minister to send a
high-powered Ambassador to find out what
the Chinese intentions are and . . .

SHRI M. GOVINDA REDDY : Is there any
doubt ?

SHRI P. N. SAPRU : Our policy should not
be based upon prejudices, should not be based
upon the fact that we have rejected or
accepted the Colombo Proposals but should
be based on a proper appreciation of what the
Chinese position is. I am not advocating a
policy of surrender but I am advocating a
policy of realism and a policy of realism
requires that we should go deep into the
motives which are influencing Chinese policy
and the motives which are actuating Chinese
policy.

Then I come to the question of Germany. I
take some interest in this question. Mr. Nehru
used to avoid talking about Germany in this
House. Well, I find that there is reference to it
in the joint Indo-Russian communique. 1 am
not going into the question whether East
Germany is or is not what they call, a
'satellite’ country. That is not a material
question from my point of view. The point is
that East Germany is a separate entity. It has a
trade representative

SHrRI SHEEL BHADRA YAIEE (Bihar):
Not an Ambassador.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: . . . in Delhi. I do not
see why we should not have a trade
representative in East Germany. I do not see
why we should not even give to East Germany
diplomatic recognition. It may be that
diplomatic recognition of Germany will
facilitate a solution of the German problem,
and in my opinion perhaps it is necessary for
us to make a move in that direction in order to
facilitate such a solution. Of course we are not
a European power and it is for European
powers to solve it. But perhaps the best way of
solving the German problem is fo neutralise
Germany. For that, of course, you will have to
get the agreement of Germany. We should
not
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[Shri P. N. Saprul be disturbed by the idea
that Chancellor Erhard of Germany is
postponing his visit. Well, we would like him
to come as a visitor. We will give him all the
respect that is due to his position. But we wilt
stick to certain principles that we value.

Then I would like to say a word about mir
relations with the Arab world. I should
certainly think that we should have very good
relations with the Arab world. Personally
speaking, Mr. Clovis Maksud, who was
attacked by my friend, Mr. D:\hyabhai Patel, is
a very good friend of nunc. But we do not
allow our foreign policy to be dictated to by
any group of countries. We do not allow it to
be dictated to by the West. We do not allow it
to be dictated to by the East. We have got our
own way of looking at things. And I have
never been able to understand why we should
look upon Israel as an outcaste. I think the
time has come when we should recognise the
fact that Israel exists. I had a visit by the
Israeli Consul the other day. He came and said,
"You recognise Israel but you do not allow the
Consul to stay in Delhi." Now that perhaps is
in accordance with diplomatic practice. But
why should we not have a Consul in Israel ?
Why should we not develop trade relations
with Israel 2 Why should we refuse aid in the
shape of fertilisers from Israel ? We should not
do all that just to please the Arab world. Our
friendship with the Arab world stands on solid
ground. We have got many cultural ties. We
have got many ties of centuries with them. We
want to be friends with them but we want to be
friends with other countries also.

Now, Madam Deputy Chairman, 1 should
like to refer to a question of vital importance to
the existence of The Commonwealth. Mr
Nehru was one of the architects of the new
Commonwealth. I will not be able to elaborate
on this point for want of time, but I would tell
you that the Commonwealth, after 1947. is
different from the Commonwealth as we knew
it in the days of the Statute of Westminster.
Now, we have to be firm on one point, that
there shall be no racial discrimination in this
Commonwealth. The Rhodesia issue is of
transcendental importance, and while I have
great admiration for Mr. Wilson. 1 must
sav that in the
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matter of Rhodesia he has blundered very
badly. He should never have given, in
order to be able to win a victory in the
elections, a promise that force will aa used
against Southern Rhodesia. And > had
been criticised by some organ of v I British
press for having given that assurance. It is
quite clear that sanctions ha' failed and that
the time has come wht :\ Britain and the
Commonwealth must act strongly against
Southern  Rhodesia, again the White
Government of Southern Rhodi sia. The
principle of majority rule nm-be accepted for
Southern Rhodesia.

Then one last word. I would like #c say a
word about the judgment of it-International
Court of Justice with regan. to South-West
Africa. Now these Man dates were not
intended to enable countries to be annexed by
the Mandated powers And what this judgment
has done is to enable South-West Africa to be
annexed by South Africa, and with all respect
t, the Chairman, it is sad that he did not realise
that the right thing for him to do was not to
cast his vote for South Africa. I think the
question of changing the pattern of
international law should be considered very
carefully by Indian and Asian jurists.
International law was built up in the days of
colonial domination in the West, and it
requires many great changes. The Constitution
of the International Court of Justice may
perhaps also have to be changed, and thought
should be given by our jurists, by our thinkers
and by our statesmen, to the question of the
changes that are necessary in
international law.

Madam Deputy Chairman, I think I have
abused your goodness far too much, and I
would like to say that, by and large, I find
myself in agreement with the policy of the
Government.

SHri NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal)
Madam Deputy Chairman, it has been said by
our late Prime Minister Pandit lawahar-lal
Nehru that the foreign policy of a country
follows its internal economic-policy in order
to realise its aims. Now the path India has
taken is the path of capitalist development, not
making a complete rupture or break with the
imperialist powers. It was also said by Pandit
Nehru that unless foreign capitalists are
com-
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pietely done away with arid our trade relations
are put on the basis of equality and not on
terms of unequal trade, sovereignty and
independence can be put into jeopardy.

Now taking to the path of capitalist
development, we not only have protected
foreign capital but we have also taken huge
amounts of loans from foreign capitalists. Some
amount of trade relations with, or aid taken
from the socialist world does not alter the basic
fact that in trade relations, overwhelmingly we
are tied to the imperialist economy, and, by and
by, tlie country's economy reaches its logical
end. It is bound to inevitably lead to abject
dependence on the Western powers, and this is
what has come to stay.

Now history has known no third way of
de\elopment, that of independent
development, that of making a complete break
with the imperialists, and fighting imperialism
on a world-scale with the newly liberated
countries. But we have not taken to that path.
So we find ourselves in this position now-a-days
of abject dependence upon the Western powers
except for a possible interlude for some years,
say, from 1954 to 1959, or something like that.
After that our foreign policy has taken a sharp
pro-imperialist ~ reactionar) turn.  Since my
time is limited I would only refer to the big
milestones on this road First is our
behaviour in Congo. Is it not a fact that when
the United Nations' troops were called to
Congo, India supplied troops in order to
protect Patrice Lumumba, and yet in the
presence of the Indian troops, Patrice
Lumumba, the leader of the Congolese
liberation <novement. was murdered ?  We
were there nd  Ticlian troops unwittingly it
may be EIT  'ill say deliberately, whether deli-
st"" or not, we helped the United ite<! of
America in its imperialism in this p-es«ton
against the national liberation pvement in
Congo. i

"n,»n tike the case of Belgrade. In JeW- '« the
people were fighting against col "' -n and against
imperialistic domi-nat"<-T direct or indirect. And
the entire p.e- in Asia, Africa and Latin America
comm«T>fed upon this. And for the first time
there was suspicion about the political role of
India, what role India is going to play in the
liberation movements of other ! L69R S/66-7

[8 AUG. 1966]

International Situation 1846

countries. Did we give them full moral
support in their struggle against colonialism
and neocolonialism and direct or indirect
aggression ? There was suspicion about our
policy in these countries.

Then there is the question of Malaysia. It is
strange that a puppet regime has become our
closest friend. Nobody in the world would
believe that Malaysia is an independent
government; that it is a really sovereign
independent government.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : But it ha»
been our friend.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : It is of a formal
character. Its independence and sovereignty are
of a formal character. You know in Latin
America also there are a number of countries
that are completely dependent on the mercy of
the Government of the U.S.A. Similarly there in
Malaysia they are dependent on and are at the
mercy of the British Government and on the
50,000 British troops stationed there in order to
protect them. We say we have found good
relations and friendly relations with Malaysia.
And lastly I come to the role that this
Government has played in Viet- , nam. But |
shall take it up later.

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : What about
the. . .

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : I am not yielding
to any interruptions. I have only a few
minutes and if I am given more time then I
shall answer every point.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please do
not interrupt.

SHrt NIREN GHOSH : This time the
United States is encircling the whole of Asia,
beginning from Korea and now the last
outposts are set up on the Indian Ocean also.
A string of bases are to be there. So it is from
here that the threat is starting for the
independence of India. It is here that for the
last ten years the U.S.A. Government has
committed the worst aggressions against
Korea, against Vietnam, in its interventions in
Cambodia and in the Democratic Republic of
Congo and everywhere. So this is the worst
enemy of mankind and it is stranae to say
they are our friends. We find common
language with the enemies of mankind and
the enemies of the Indian people.
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AN. HON. MEMBER : Say something about
China.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : With the people of
Asia, Africa and Latin America we don't find
any common language. Take a cross-section of
the Indian press, i.e., the Link, the Hindu and
the Indian Express. They have all commented
during the last two or three years that our
position is ill-understood everywhere. The
people of those countries do not support us.
They view us with suspicion. They have
cooled off towards us and their warm relatioiis
have now become cool relations. So we should
take note of the fact that we are not being
understood in the outside world. Your people
here may understand you because you are free
to talk anything you want while we do not
have that freedom and with the Defence of
India rules and all that, we cannot put the
whole fact before the people. But 1 say this is
a position that India should take note of
because India is a big country. If India throws
its whole moral weight on behalf of the
national liberation movements in the world, on
behalf of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America, then that will enhance the prestige of
India tremendously and also strengthen that
movement. There is a feeling that we are
opposed to this movement and so we are
getting isolated.

It is a basic matter in foreign policy that one
should have good relations with one's
neighbours. The hon. Minister of External
Affairs spoke of our relationship with a
number of countries. But the biggest of them
all are Pakistan and China and with them our
relations are those of hostility, and that is
telling on our economy and that is also leading
us in such a way that we are gradually, by and
by, going into the grip of the Western powers,
particularly and primarily of the United States
of America.

AN Hon. MEMBER: What do you want to
do with China ?

SuMm NIREN GHOSH: I want that there
should be peaceful negotiation. No conditions
can be imposed. If China wants to impose
conditions then we cannot accept them. But I
cannot speake for China. It is their own affair. I
can speak for the people and for those sections
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that I do represent. It is in the interest of our
country; and this total dependence on
imperialistic powers can never succeed. We
must find some way of settling our differences
and as Dr. Sapru said, there should be some
dialogue with China and there should be
negotiations. Unless we start that sort of a
thing, the whole world thinks that we are
refusing negotiate.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN . No, no.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : The hon. Minister
said that we must bring the question of
Vietnam to the negotiating table. I say this
issue also should be brought > the negotiating
table and if you put forwaid reasonable
proposals and China re; them, then we can tell
the whole world that this is our position and
then we will be understood-

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: The Colombo
proposals are there.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : That is a dead thing.
That also has some sort of condition. Even
so, you can take it as a of basis for talks. 1do
not know if we can make a beginning that
way.

As regards Pakistan, we must settle this
issue with that country. For nineteen long
years these disputes have been troubling us. I
do not know if we have any formula regarding
these issues. But I say, if there is a will there is
a way and it is for .the Government to have the
will and then a way will come. We do not have
any formula. It is for the Government to come
out with a formula. We say that the Tashkent
spirit should be absolutely adhered to and all
questions between the two countries including
the question of Kashmir, should be settled and
in that way we should go ahead. Otherwise
whether we like it or not, we are selling the
independence and the sovereignty of India bit
by bit, to the U.S.A. Government and to the
Western Powers for a mess of pottage.

SHRI SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE : Question.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: That is the path we
are taking now and instead of solving these
questions we have come to this p«si-tion now.
It is time we make a rightabout-turn and turn
away from this path.
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Can you say that India is supporting the
national freedom movements in the world when
our steel is being exported to South Vietnam in
order to help the U.S.A. Gov-. ernment who are
the aggressors there ?

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS : No, no.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : It is a fact that the
steel plant is built with socialist help and this
Government is utilising his steel and allowing
it to be sent there to help the aggressors and
oppressors. Is it not a shameful thing ? On the
one hand they say these things and on the
other these war and strategic materials are
being sent to South Vietnam under the orders
of U.S. AID. This is going on. Why can't you
put your full moral strength on behalf of the
Vietnamese people who, as the External
Affairs Minister said, have been fighting for
the last twenty years against aggression ?

DiwaN CHAMAN LALL : At least for a
thousand years, against the Chinese.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : I took that figure of
twenty years from the hon. Minister. Then
yoir talk of starting negotiations. With three
lakhs of American troops present there, can
there be any talk of peace ? Why don't you
condemn this aggression by the United States
? Why can't you demand that all foreign troops
should be withdrawn from Vietnam and only
then can peace talks start ?

SHrRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : And, then
mwhat about infiltration ?

SHRrRI NIREN GHOSH : If in our country
who had foreign troops stationed, would you
listen to such talks ? When we make this
appeal now, who will listen to us ? Nobody
will listen to us. The small countries of Asia
are looking up to us for support and we are
denying them this support and we are making
proposals that are acceptable only to the
Government of the United States and South
Vietnam, the Philippines and other such
stooges of the imperialist powers. Is it strange
that no progressive, democratic country in
Asia, Africa or Latin America has responded
to our appeal ? So this is the position that we
have come to. You continue to suppose that
you can fight for peace without
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condemning aggression. How is that possible ?
Peace cannot be fought for and won in that
way. We must fight for peace. We must brand
the aggressor and we must show the way to
peace in that way. As regards our atomic
policy, I want to say it is a peculiar policy.
Have we really the economic power to
manufacture atomic weapons ? 1 do not think
so and it is no use bluffing the people.

AN HON. MEMBER : Why don't you advise
China ?

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : I don't advise
China. You may advise China. It is not my
business to advise China but it is my business
to advise the Government as a citizen of this
country and I will do it.

Now, have we really the power to do so?
We believe in going in for a nuclear shield, a
shield not of U.S.A. alone but along with U.K.
so that we can appear to be neutral and non-
aligned. This sort of going in for a nuclear
shield would only lead to the complete
withering away of our political independence.
If we really have the power why have we not
called for the total destruction of the stockpiles
of atomic weapons ? We have not. The
Government of the United States and the U.K.
are not prepared to destroy these atomic
stockpiles. It is they who are from the very
beginning resisting this; it is they who released
the first atom bomb on Hiroshima and it is
with them that you are going in for a sort of
nuclear shield. I think it is a peculiar policy, it
is deceiving the people. If your independence
ia threatened by any power—even if it be
Chinese—we should build our own atomic
weapons if possible but we should in order to
ensure peace fight for the total destruction of
the atomic weapons and eliminate the
possibility of nuclear war altogether and we
should point our accusing finger at the United
States imperialism which is blocking the way
deliberately and blackmailing the nations of
the world. Now we really require a microscope
to find out the content of our non-alignment,
peace, anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism.
It has been emasculated and whittled away in
such a big way that now one would require a
microscope to find out the content of our
policy though with the naked eyes
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one can see the sharp turns towards

imperialism that we have taken in our foreign
policy pari passu with the internal economic
policy that we are following.

Madam, with these words I conclude.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: May I
just inform the House that the House will sit
till 5-30 p.M. ? Mr. Sri Rama Reddy.

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY (Mysore):
Madam Deputy Chairman, the former U.S.
Ambassador to India, Prof. John Galbraith,
had said that Pakistan would noi have sought a
military solution in Kashmir but for the flow
of American arms to Pakistan. This view, it is
reported, has been rejected by the U.S.
Administration. On the other hand, it is a very
sad state of affairs that America ignored all the
warnings and protests of India and strongly
believed that Pakistan would use all her /i
billion dollar worth of military assistance to
contain Communism. President Eisenhower,
Madam, had assured India, while adopting the
policy of military assistance to Pakistan, that
his Presidential authority would be invoked to
prevent any use of military assistance against
India. The conflict of last September
abundantly demonstrated how true India's
apprehensions were. Demonstration, if it was
needed, was made that guns do not point only
in one direction. The furore raised by Pakistan
about the imminence of India's nuclear
explosion is intended not only to discredit
India in the eyes of the world but also speed up
the already indicated resumption of American
military supplies to Pakistan, and also to cover
up Pakistan's clandestine nuclear collusion
with China. It ‘s time that the U.S.A. took note
of the=e most undesirable trends in the pro-
fessions and practices of Pakistan. The U S.A.
believes that the Indo-Pakistan con-flI"t is a
projection of the old Hinau-M'ltlim conflict.
Mr. McNamara's statement before the
Congressional Committee proves this. It is a
misleading statement aM I am sure the U.S.A.
would have corrected this impression of theirs.

The most astonishing feature of the military
developments in Pakistan has come to light.
They are intriguing as well. Now, America
professes to arm Pakistan to contain
Communism in Asia, thereby meaning only
Chinese Communism, for
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the Russian Communism is prepared to co-
.exist with systems different from their own.
That is, they are prepared to co-exist even with
America. Therefore, mere is no conflict as such
between Russia and America. Communism, if
at all it is to be contained in Asia, is only of the
Chinese brand but China, on the other hand, is
also equipping the same Pakistan with military
armaments. What is this ? America is helping
Pakistan with armaments and China is also
helping Pakistan with armaments. 1 do not
know if America is giving aid only to contain
Chinese Communism. If that is so, what is
proposed to be contained by Pakistan with the
help that China is rendering to her ? This is an
enigma which is not very clear to us This is a
riddle which should be solved either by
America or by China but so fai as India is
concerned the meaning of this riddle is that
Pakistan is attempting to cut the throat of India
with both American as well as Chinese
arms.

Madam, with regard to the other aspects of
Pakistan's intentions, India has been following
the Tashkent Declaration bolt. in letter and
spirit. Irilia has released cargo worth Rs. 7.5
crores seized during the last conflict but
Pakistan has not reciprocated this gesture of
India by releasing Indian cargo seized by
Pakistan. On the other hand, news is on hand
that Pakistan has re-labelled some of the
Indian carg" and is using them for her own
purposes. I do not know if it is true but that is
what has been reported anyway. This is the
most reprehensible character in international
behaviour.

As regards Tashkent Declaration, Madam,
India has proposed talks of officials to pave
the way for a Ministerial meeting. The talks
are proposed to be held without any pre-
conditions or commitments but Pakistan has
been insisting on a number of conditions like
recognition of the Kashmir dispute and
meaningful talks on Kashmir. It may be,
Madam. th;it Pakistan has the right to raise the
question of Kashmir dispute in a meeting of
that kind but it is the right of India as well to
reject outright such a claim of Pakistan
because under the Tashkent Declaration if
they have a right to raise the Kashmir dispute
we have the right to reject it outright.
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Madam, there is also another peculiar
behaviour of Pakistan and that is with regard
to Mizos and Nagas. President Ayub Khan has
admitted only in bis yesterday's statement in
Lahore the presence of Indian Mizos in East
Pakistan. He is reported to have said :

"Sometimes the Mizos were driven
across Pakistan's borders by the Indians
themselves. They have become a liability on
us. What should we do with them ? Should
we shoot them ? We have no heart to shoot
them."

As if he is the only person who is going to
save the Mizos and Nagas and as if we are
trying to shoot down Mizos and Nagas and he
is their defender and saviour. This ! Mr. Ayub
Khan has said. What does it show ? If
anyihing it shows that he is intent upon
training and equipping the Mizos in order to
create trouble for us. Now, Madam, only this
morning the Defence Minister made a
statement about the preparations Pakistan is
making on the borders of India in spite of the
fact that there is a Tashkent Declaration, the
articles of which we have agreed to work out
by which peace was supposed to be esta-
blished between ns. Are they true to their
conscience ? Are they true to the world ?
blished between us. Are they true to their
conscience ? Are they true to the world ? Are
they true to the people ? Are they

A massive arms build-up is taking place all
along the border. Pakistan has successfully
managed to circumvent the US embargo on the
supply of arms and has acquired not only
spares from Turkey, Iran, Portugal and South
Africa, but also F-86's. It has been made clear
this morning that as many as fifty F-86's were
procured in a clandestine way. Is this the way
of international behaviour, is this the way to
show goodwill to this country ? Pakistan has
raised three more divisions. This morning only
they were making it clear. It has strengthened
its border defences along the entire border,
including the cease-fire line in Kashmir. China
has supplied MIG fighters and light tanks—it
has come out today—and as many as 125 MIG
fighters are reported to have been supplied by
China to Pakistan. For what purpose ? Against
whom ? Not only are there 125 MIG fighters.
Many more are probably going to be supplied
as well. Two
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hundred more tanks are to be supplied.
According to my information 270 tanks, as per
reports in foreign press, have already been
supplied by China. What is all this V What are
they for ? In addition, they have also promised
to equip two divisions of the Pakistan Army
completely with Chinese arms. They are also
building Ordnance Factories in East Pakistan.
Is it a preparation for another clash with India ?
I would like to ask this. If it is done for defence
purposes, it is too costly a step, which Mr.
Ayub Khan is taking. He could implement the
Tashkent Declaration and establish peace
without having to spend any money. Of course,
the Minister was also saying to this morning.
Instead of spending all this on defence, etc., if
he spent the same amount of money elsewhere,
Pakistan could show better economic progress
and the happiness of the people could be
secured. Instead of that they are taking to these
methods. Continued cooperation with China in
so sinister a field as arms supply should be a
matter of grave concern to India, as indeed it
should be to the USA. Mr. Ayub Khan is
successful in having the best of both the
worlds. Probably this is what he is thinking. He
cannot have it for all time. I am sure he will be
exposed. This is what is not ' understandable in
international politics.

Now, the Sino-Pakistan collusion has come
into the open. There is collusion in the
military field, as well as in the economic field.
This is a most undesirable trend not only from
the point of view of Indian freedom and
democracy, but also from the point of view of
the free world.

Now, I would like to say a few words with
regard to China. Mr. Mao believes that
political power grows out of the barrel of a
gun. This is his philosophy and it is well
known. It is in conformity with this ideal that
New China undertook expeditions like attack
on Taiwan in 1949, attack on Korea in 1950,
attack on Tibet in 1950 and attack on the
Indian border in 1962. Tibet was a poor,
innocent country. They have squeezed out all
these poor. innocent people, who have not
done any harm to anybody in this world, ever
since Tibet came into existence. Finally in
1962, the attack on India came, in Nathula
Pass and in Ladakh. My learned friend, Dr.
Sapru, was saving: You please go—directing
his finger to the



1855 Motion re

[Shri N. Sri Rama Retldy]

External Affairs Minister—to China and find
out what their view is. Their view is very well
known. They have attacked an innocent
country, which had assiduously worked for the
friendship of China, right from the day we
became independent and they became
independent The result was they stabbed us in
the back, in Nathula pass and they stabbed us
in Ladakh. China is bent on harming us.

SHRI P. N. SAPRU: Madam, on a point of
personal explanation. What 1 said was and
what I say is, have a dialogue.

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY : What is the
dialogue for—to get stabbed again ? We have
cultivated friendship with China, but the result
is they have stabbed us. No more proof is
required. If proof is required, it has been given
in Nathula and in Ladakh in 1962. No more
proof is necessary.

There is genuine Sine-American conflict
«7er the kinds of Government that Asian
countries should have and we should not have
anything to do with them. What this basic
orientation in international politics should be
is seen in the Vietnam war. We are not
concerned with all their philosophies.

China's attitude to nuclear bomb is well
known. Mr. Mao called it a paper tiger. The
man who called it a paper tiger is going to
produce it. Mr. Mao believes that if a nuclear
war broke out, the entire world opposed to
China would be wiped out, while half of China
would survive to nurse communism of China's
brand. This is the sort of people China is
having and still my friend suggested that we
should go and talk to them. China sets great
store by her nuclear capability. She has made
and tested nuclear bombs, much against the
opinion and desire of the civilised world. The
entry of Peking into the nuclear club is an
event of great tragedy in world's history. I do
not know how this tragedy could be averted.
Still I have got great faith in human goodness
and I hope that this tragedy will be averted.

Recently China and Pakistan entered into an
agreement, whereby China had agreed to set
up a nuclear power station in East Pakistan.
China has finally rejected the U.N. offer for
participation in the world
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disarmament conference. It is hoped that good
sense will prevail on the Peking leaders and
they will ultimately participate in the world
disarmament conference, which would bring
about safety for the world.

The fact, therefore, is that China is
stationing MIG fighters and tanks in East
Pakistan. China is building an atomic power
plant in East Pakistan. China is building
Ordnance Factories in East Pakistan. China is
training hostile Mizos and Nagas in guerilla
warfare. The meaning of all this is one and
only one that Pakistan has handed over East
Pakistan to China to prepare to hurt India at
the appropriate time.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please wind
up. You have finished your time.

SHRI N- SRI RAMA REDDY: Yes, Madam.
In conclusion, I would like to say this. There is
one and only one way to conduct international
affairs. It is, true that except Pakistan and
China all others are our friends, whether in
Asia or in Western Europe or in the
communist bloc. Everybody is our friend.
Everybody has approved our non-alignment
policy. Everybody has approved our policy of
peaceful co-existence. Therefore, having had
this security of friendship of such a vast por-
tion of this world, we have absolutely no fe;ir.
We believe in our non-alignment for the
purpose of establishing peace in the world. We
shall certainly go in the way the great,
illustrious son of this country, the first
Premier, Jawaharlal Nehtu, had gone, in the
way Lai Bahadur Shastri had fought for it and
in the way presently Shrimati Indira Gandhi is
going

SHRIDAHYABHAI V. PATEL : In the way
you let down Tibet.

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY: With these
words I thank you very much. By doing so we
shall be adding to the glory of this country.

wft TrSATIQU : HTAAET, B 0
T A7 faTrdT qer & genfan ga
A A ) FE HT5EY 4

T F 7y ReaT 2 oI AT qH

meag afrz i qe
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"Within the next five minutes, Prime
Minister L. B. Shastri lost consciousness,
the pulse disappeared, breathing stopped
and the heart beats could not be heard.
Death occurred at 1-32 in the morning of
11th January, 1966. Doctor R. N. Chugh
had already begun revival treatment by the
methods of indirect massage of the heart
and artificial respiration through the mouth
by means of the air tube. The Soviet doctor,
E. G. Yere-menko, who had come there
immediately on a call from Dr. R. N. Chugb

also took part in the treatment by revival
procedures."
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SHRIMATI SHYAM KUMARI KHAN (Uttar
Pradesh) : Madam Deputy Chairman, it has
been said by an hon'ble Member of the
Opposite side that a microscope is needed in
order to see where the policy of non-alignment
is. Madam, my submission is that after the
very clear exposition that the Minister of
External Affairs has given us of the foreign
policy of the country, I do not think that a
microscope is needed at all. We have from the
very beginning, from the time of Jawaharlal
Nehru, depended on the policy of peaceful co-
existence and non-alignment. There have been
various strains and stresses in the world. We
have been deeply distressed this morning to
hear about the military preparations of
Pakistan and these military preparations are
alleged to be helped by China. This, Sir, is one
of the most distressing things that has come to
our notice. But we must not think, I am afraid,
that we will not make our preparations, that we
will not be prepared to meet the aggression.
We will not allow our non-alignment policy to
be misunderstood for any weakness. We
cannot falter from our path. We must follow
the path of non-alignment and peaceful co-
existence. We have come to an agreement with
Pakistan which is known as the Tashkent
Agreement. We have agreed in that Agreement
that we will do everything to have peaceful
i;0-existence and peaceful relations.

My friend has just spoken of East Pakistan
and Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan. We are
second to none in our allegiance to Khan
Abdul Ghaffar Khan. Personally I have been
brought up at his feet in politics and I am a
devoted admirer of his. But according to the
Tashkent Declaration—I wish to draw the
attention of the hon. Member to clause 3
which says : —

"That the relations between India and
Pakistan shall be based on the principle of
non-interference in the internal affairs of
each other."

If Pakhtonistan had been formed and then
Pakistan had been trying to conquer it, then it
would be a valid thing for them to complain
that we were not helping an independent
country. But we cannot help any party in a
country to separate from that country. That is
definitely an internal affair. ~ That is the
basis on which we
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object to Pakistan interfering in Kashmir. We
claim that Kashmir is our territory, that
Kashmir is part of India, and when Pakistan
prefers her claim to it we say that this is a
wrong claim and they have no business to be
there in Kashmir.

[THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. BHAR-
GAVA) in the Chair.]

Then, Mr. Vice-Chairman, another matter
has been raised by the hon'ble Member
Opposite that our path, quoting him, 'is that of
capitalist development". My friend, Mr. Niren
Ghosh, says that it is (he internal policy of a
country that leads to the external policy. The
internal policy of this country, I must say with
all the force at my command, is definitely not
that of "capitalist development". It is "mixed
economy" which we are following to the best
of our ability. We believe in non-alignment.
We believe in taking help from the West and
from the East. Whereas we go to America for
food, we have also gone to Russia for aid.
And, therefore, it is very unjust to say that we
are taking help only from capitalist
countries.

SHRI N. SRI RAMA RRDDY : Russia is
also helping us.

SHRIMATI SHYAM KUMARI KHAN
Exactly. So far as our policy with Pakistan and
China is concerned, my friend said that we are
not talking to them properly and we are not
dealing with them properly. We have talked
with Pakistan and the Tashkent Agreement has
been the result. We have had to fight a very
bitter war with Pakistan. We were not very
happy about the war because as my friend
opposite also said, we were part of one nation
not very long ago. But Pakistan considered our
non-alignment, our peaceful policy, to be that
of weakness and I must, with all the strength at
my command, refute this. The policy of
peaceful co-existence is not a policy of
weakness. It is a dynamic policy, it is a policy
which is a positive policy and no country, at
least not India, will submit to such a threat.
Then he says : 'We have not talked with
China'. Is it our fault thai we have not talked
with China? On many an occasion our leaders
have said that our policy is of peace and
peaceful settlement of disputes and that we
would be prepared to negotiate with China on
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the basis of the Colombo Proposals with a
view to the settlement of our border disputes.
So the ball is in the other court. I am afraid
that it is China that does not want to talk to us.
It is China that is not prepared Jm talk to us on
the basis of the Colo”ro Proposals and many a
time, again and again, it has been said that if
China is prepared to talk to us, we will
certainly meet her round the table.

Another thing that has been said is about our
objective. We are undoubtedly a nation of Asia
and our objective in Asia must be peace. We
would like to have peace with everyone around
us. It is unfortunate, and we are not very happy
about the position, that our relations with
Pakistan and China are not good. We are not
proud of it, we are not happy about it but we
do not know how they can be made better if
this armed infiltration, if the arming on our
borders, if the inarching of troops on our
borders, are to continue. Anyhow that must
take care of itself but I come to the very much
discussed question of Vietnam.

Vietnam too is a part of Asia. Vietnam too
is being at the moment bombed rather badly.
My friend, Mr. Niren Ghosh, quoted Nehru
and so will I. This is from a speech that he
delivered in the Lok Sabha on May 14, 1962.
He said :

"The whole of Laos and Vietnam
depends, it is recognised now more than
before, on the policy of what is called— I do
not like the word—'"neutrality*. Every
person, even members of rival blocs agree
that Laos and Vietnam must be neutral and
must not attach themselves to this or that
military bloc. The whole policy depends
upon what is laid down in Geneva six or
seven years ago— the Geneva Agreements.
It is in so far as these agreements have not
been acted upon that trouble has arisen."

What does our present Prime Minister say?
She has also said :

"I offer these proposals as no more than
an idea."

She has offered the same Geneva Agreement.
She says :

"India is committed to a peaceful solution
and not any particular solution.
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We would—support any alternative pro-
posal that offers hope of success. But of
one thing I am certain, there must be an
early, an immediate turning away from
war in Vietnam."

My friend has also said that we are not
saying that Vietnam has to be cleared of
foreign troops. I want to reply in the words of
the present. Prime Minister;

"It is necessary to secure the withdrawal
of all foreign forces from Vietnam and to
insulate that unhappy country from every
foreign interference so that the people of
Vietnam determine their own future free of
external pressures."

This is what the policy of the Indian Gov-
ernment is and I support it fully.

I may remind America however that the
whole world is very distressed at the war that
is going on in Vietnam. We are not at all
happy at the bombings that are going on there
and in the words of a British paper—I wish
to quote :

"It is a war that the very highest motives
of the Americans do not excuse."

The question has been asked of us : "You say
that your policy is that of non- j alignment. You
say that these are your enemies but who are
your friends ?' My ' submission is that the rest
of the nations of the world are our friends. We
have got friendly relations and our Foreign
Minister had told us in the morning how our
friendly relations are going on developing. We
are developing them in Asia, we are developing
them in Europe and we are developing them in
America. There is no nation that is really
antagonistic to us. Whereas our Prime Minister
went to America, she also went to the UAR and
she also went to the Soviet Union and other
countries and, therefore, we do not put
ourselves in any Bloc. The very fact that we are
asking help from all sides, the very fact that we
even have a Trade Commissioner of Israel in
Bombay, the very fact that we are more or less
following this policy of non-alignment is a
thing j that is not acceptable to those people
who want us to join one Bloc and that I am
afraid India will not do.  Our policies are
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definitely not passive. Our policies, as 1 said,
are positive. They are based on friendship with
the various nations and they are dynamic. We
cannot copy any other nation. We cannot be
dictated to by any other nation and we must
develop in our own way and we are trying to do
as best as we can. We know that the world is
full of stresses and strains and we know that the
world and some countries are going fo the
length of triais of even atom bomb though they
talk of disarmament. You know and it is well
known in the country and elsewhere that India
has played a very significant part in die
Disarmament Conference. We have been a co-
sponsor of several resolutions. We have gone to
Committees, we have participated in
Commissions and we have shown in every way
that whereas we are prepared to use atomic
energy for development and for peaceful
purposes, we are not for a nuclear war and for
the proliferation of nuclear weapons in the
world. We have definite faith that aggression of
any type should be resisted and we will strain
every nerve to establish our principle of co-
existence, peace and non-alignment, for, in that
way alone peace can be established in this
world.

With these words, I support the foreign
policy of the Government.

SHRIP. N. SAPRU : Not atom bomb.

SHRI A. D. MANI : Mr. Vice-Chairman, the
House has listened to an extensive survey of
the international situation given by my friend,
the Minister for Ex"e”nal Affairs. It has been
said that a nation which is improvident, which
is heavily dependent on finance from other
cations is not likely to have a strong and
vigorous foreign policy and this has been true
of the developments that have taken place in
India and putside during the last one year. I am
glad, therefore, that in the context of our
worsening internal economic situation, we have
tried to take the initiative in regard to certain
matters in the broad field of international
affairs. 1 would like in this connection fo
endorse all the friendly references made by the
Minister for External Affairs to our
neighbouring countries. We all want to
strengthen our relationship with Cambodia,
Laos, Ceylon and other areas which he
mentioned this morning.



