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the dustbin by sudden freaks of anger
and take away what we have given
by the right hand. Seven times we
have moved it in the forum of the
United Nations. It does not matter
it the resolution that iz moved may
be thrown to the wolves. But seven
times we have moved in the United
Nations that China be admitted. 1
say, China is still considered an un-
touchable in the U.N.O. Would you
not feel it as a nation if you are the
masters of this land and if you are
not admitted to the club of the Umted
Nations? If you are not admitted
would you not feel it? There are rules
of the club and if you are admitted
to the club you are bound by the
rules. To keep the Chinese out of it
is an injustice and the sooner this is
mended the better it is. Here we
stand and sponsor & resolution that
Nations but with the left hand we
China be admitted to the United
Nations but with the left hand we
say that the Tibetan issue be taken

I was looking at the map of the
world for El Salvador. I have noth-
ing to say against El Salvador. El
Salvador I could not locate in the
map though I took the aid of my
esteemed friend Dr. Ram Subhag
Singh. I could not find El Salvador
on the map. But in the year in 1850
or so, a year after Red China declar-
ed independence, El Salvador moveéd
that Tibet be discussed. I do not
know anything about what His High-
ness the Jam Saheb said. I hope the
hon. Prime Minister will say about it.
But be assured that even though 1
am a practising Roman Catholic, 1
say that the record of the Roman
Catholic and Protestant Churcheg in
China has not been altogether credit-
able. They have been pedlars. They
have been the casinos. They have
Tun even insurance company and what
not—these missionaries. This is the
‘way Ching was treated and that is
thow they became rebellious against
everything. It they are coming down
40 our borders and i they are show-
ing their strength we shall take it
calmly and firmly. We have been
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the followers of Mahatma Ganadhi.
We have been brought up during the
la.stﬂ)yeauinthelpir!tot non-
violence, I have seen the effect of that
spirit of non-violence in the Chanceries
of Europe and in the Capitals of
Europe where people honour you for
your foreign policy. If you are going
to throw your foreign policy in the
dustbin we shall not be honoured.

And what is 1t that Kingsley Martin
say?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member's time is up.

Shri Joachim Alva: I want to take
three or four minutes more. It is
very important.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Two niinutes.

Shri Joachim Alva: Sir Kingsley
Martin, Editor of the New Statesman
and Nation, who visited Bhutan and
Sikkim barely two years ago, wrote
a long article on Tibet. If anybody
wants I will hand over a copy of it
to him. I bought a dozen copies of
the New Statesman. Do you know

what he said at the end of that art-
cle?

“They are fools indeed, whe-
ther in this country, Amenica or
in India who would be glad to see
Nehru compelled to abandon
Indian neutralism and come forth
as a champion in the cold war.”

These are the last lines in his article.

What do the Egyptians say?
Al Ghamouria, the Government organ
at Cairo, whose Editor had come to
India recently, in its issue of April
20th says:

“China must respect the right
of India to accept (Tibetan) re-
fugees and India should prevent
the Dalai Lama from making any
statements insulting to China....
India is the Dbiggest country
following a policy of positive
neutrality. Nothing will force
her to change her position, It is
better for China to win her than
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to push her into a bloc she does
not wish to be in....India and
China are neighbours and should
live like good neighbours.”

Lots of advices have come to us.
Our Army has moved on. They know
their business. After all, you and I
cannot take arms. We may talk as
much ag we like. We have entrusted
the defence of our country to our
Defence Forces. The major business
of our defence forces is to help the
civil authority in distress and also to
guard our frontiers and they are doing
their job. But, the time will come
when we will have to sit around a
Table and discuss what is the effect.
Remember, we in India are also dis-
turbed that the Chinese have not said
a word about Kashmir. ‘Marghal
Bulganin and Mr. Khruschev, when
they were in Kashmir, made an un-
equivocal declaration that Kashmir
belongs to India. We have not heard
anything from the Chinese, If we
are the friends of the Chinese, let us
tell them that we expect the Chinese,
like the Russians to say that Kashmir
belongs to us. If they have been
nibbling Ladakh little by little, let
us not forget that we are the inherit.
ors of power from the British. What
did the British do in Tibet? My hon.
friend His Highness the Maharaja
could not...... (The time bell rings)
....Only two more lines, Sir.

What did the British do in Tibet,
just in this century?

“We killed several thousands of
the brave ill-armed men; and as
the story of the fighting is not
always pleasant reading, I think it
right, before describing the puni-
tive side of the expedition, to
make it quite clear that military
operations were unavoidable—
that we were drawn info the vor-
tex of war against our will by
the folly and obstinacy of the
Tibetans.”

This is by Mr. Candler in his book,
Unveiling of Lhasa, He participated
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in the Young husband Expedition in-
to Lhasa. He also described his hor~
ror at the squalor, the dirt and the
cruelty that the British found in
Tibet. No doubt, he says, the Lamas
employed “spiritual terrorism” to
maintain their system of rule and
justified it by their own dread of an
age of materialism and reason......

Mr. Depaty-Spesker: The hon.
Member must resume his seat now.

Shri  Joachim
sentence.

Alva: One more

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order;
I have rung the bell three times, Shri
Hem Barua.

Shri Joachim Alva: With these
few words, I oppose the motion that
the matter be referred to the United
Nations General Assembly.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): Sir,
thigs Resolution purports to refer the
Tibetan issue to the United Nations
and I welcome this Resolution whole~
heartedly.

In the context of this, the question
that is naturally asked is, under what
provision we refer this Tibetan issue
to the UN.O. A very wide issue is
involved in it. We find there is a
flagrant violation of the human rights
enunciated in the Universal Declara-
tion adopted by the UN.O. on the
10th December, 1948. The basic
human rights constitute the Bible of
the civilised world. China, by adopt-
ing the law of the jungle subjugating
the people of Tibet to a reign of blood
and terror, has not only violated the
fundamental principles of the Dec~
laration, but has also outraged the
conscience of the civilised world. At
the same time, I feel there is a viola-
tion of the Bandung spirit, a spirit that

" tried to create an atmosphere of

mutual goodwill and understanding
among the nations of the world and &
spirit that has been so carefully nur-
tured by our Prime Minister into &
positive philosophy.
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There are 30 articles in the Decla-
ration. I do not want to analyse sach
one of them against the background
of the Chinese action in Tibet. But,
I take a particular article of it, that
is article 8 which says:

‘“Everybody has the right to
life, liberty and security of per-
son.”

fvents today under Chinese authority
in Tibet of murder and naked bar-
barism in that country only prove
it to the hilt that this very human
right is soaked in blood and that is
the blood of innocent people in that
small country. I can substantiate
what I have said elaborately from
the report of the International Com-
mission of Jurists that was recently
published in Geneva. I can just tell
you that there is unabashed gang-
sterism stalking the land from one
end to the other. And with the in-
vasion of the country by Chinese
forces, the debacle is complete. Tibet
today appears to me to be vast
slaughter-house.

I would just refer you to the press
conference at Mussoorie on the 20th
June 1958, where a question was
asked by a journalist in the following
terms:

“An Indian report filed with
the International Commission of
Jurist; says that 65,000 Tibetans
have been killed in fighting with
Chinese occupation forceg sines
1956. Is that correct?”.

And the Dalai Lama said:

“The number of Tibetans kil~
led in fighting the Chinese occu-
pation forces since 1956 is actually
more than the Indian report.”

1]

This shows that more than 65,000
people were killed in Tibet since 1936.

Tt is on this specific issue, namely
the viclation, the naked violation of
the human rights enunciated in the
Universal Declaration of Human
Rights of the IUNQ that we can bring
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this matter before them or refer the
Tibetan issue to the UNO and thus
justify the moral heights thatt we
have attained today in the eyes of
the world.

It is not that alone; there is a prima
facie case of genocide against China.
There are positive instances to prove
that there has been indiscriminate
air attack on the innocent people
not actually engaged in hostilities.

Now, may I draw your attention
to the fact that the contracting par-
tiec to the genocide convention of
1948 undertook touprevent and punish
genocide, a crime against the law of
nations? This makes it obligatory on
all the nations who participated in
that convention that whenever there
is a case of genocide in the world.
they should bring it to the notice of
the parent organisation, that is, the
United Nations Organisation. A moral
responsibility devolves on India as
well, which was a party to that con-
vention. When there is a clear case
of genocide in Tibet, it devolves on
us to bring this to the notice of the
UNO.

In this connection, I would just like
10 quote the appeal made by the In-
ternational Commission of Jurists,
which says:

“The Commission, therefore,
earnestly hopes that this matter
will be taken up by the United
Nations. For, what at the moment
appears to be attempted genocide
may become the full act of geno-
cide.”

There can be another argument also,
and this is very often advanced. Peo-
ple say that this is an internal prob-
lem of China, and we should not have
anything to do with it. The People’s
Da’ly of China also claims it; that
also claims sovereign rights over
Tibet. It says:

“The People’s Republic of
China enjoys full sovereignty
over the Tibetan region....there
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can be no doubt whatever about
this, and no interference by any
foreign country or by the United
Nations under whatever pretext
or 1n whatever form wall be tole-
rated”

This claim to sovereign rights is an
anachronmism, it 1s historically un-
tenable, and 1t does not have any
historical foundation whatsoever

During centuries of relation bet-
ween China and Tibet, whether rela-
tions of peace or of war, no Chinese
Governthent have ever claimed the
right to sovereignty over Tibet That
is aiso a fact Now, the very fact that
China was forced to enter into an
agreement with Tibet shows that Tibet
was independent, it shows positively
that China did not enjoy sovereign
rights over Tibet

The preamble of the agreement
states

“The Central People’s Govern-
ment appointed representatives
with full powers to conduct talks
on a friendly basis with the dele-
gates with full powers of the local
Government of Tibet”

The very words of the preamble
prove that it 1s an agreement not
between a paramount country and a
subordinate country but between two
sovereign States

After the Second World War start-
ed. after the Far Eastern debacle in
1943, Chmna wanted to establish
means of communication through
Tibet. but Tibet denied those rights
to China and maintained her autono-
my or rather independence

I want to quote a despatch sent by
the Head of the Far Eastern Depart-
ment of the British Foreign Office to
the Counsellor of the American Em-
bassy in London That was on 7th
August 18942 It says

“In fact, the Tibetans not only
claim to be but actually are an
independent people, and they
have in recent years fought suc-
cessfully to maintain this free-
dom against Chinese attempts at
domination”
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1 can justify it by reference to Shri
Nehru’s book Glimpses of World His-
tory There he says about China

“So China lost Manchuria and
much else, and Japan continued
to threaten the rest of the coun-
try Tibet was independent”

This 1s on page 842 of that book

The sovereign nght of China over
Tibet and the subsequent agreement
of 1951 were effected under the threat
of bayonets and bullets Therefore, it
cannot be an internal problem of
China alone It 1s an international
problem I feel that China has to be
contamned because of the recent bor-
der jncidents There 18 some design
on their part I know there 1s a book-
let by Mao Tse-Tung where he says
that there should be a Federation of
the Mongoloid people who are on the
peniphery of China, people who live
on this periphery of the Himalayas
all belong to the Mongoloid group of
people There 1s a pomnted reference
made by Chou En-Lai when he said
in April Last that there are ‘undeter-
mined frontiers with our southern
neighbours At the same time, they
have not yet ratified the agreement
under which the MacMahon Line was
drawn up in 1914

All these facts show that they have
certain designs here I would say that
there was recently at the Inter-Parha-
mentary Union’s Conference in War-
saw a reference by a Russian represen-
tative, Govkin, in which he said
positively that the fault lay with
India and did not lie with China

These are the things We have to
view the entire problem :n the con-
text of these developments When
we view the entire problem in the
context of these developments, we feel
that liberty is butchered, freedom is
slaughtered—Tibet 1s a vast slaughter-
house, as I have already said—and
all sense of human values are sacri-
ficed at the altar of expansionizm, and
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there is a threat to the security and
solidarity of our borders as well,

All these things call for a ready re-
ference of the Tibetan issue to the
UNO and such action will be justi-
fled,

Shri Brajeswar Prasad (Gaya) Mr
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, The Govern-
ment of India can nesther raise the
question of Tibet nor support it if it
18 raised by someone else in the Unit-
ed Nations Organisation The agree-
ment between China and Tibet has no
validity 1n the eyes of international
law, because Tibet ;s not an interna-
tional personality

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-
drapara) It i1s an independent coun-
try,

Shr Brajeswar Prasad: We have
also endorsed this position by saying
that Tibet 1s an integral part of China
and that China’s sovereignty exists
over Tibet

The division between North Korea
and South Korea was recognised by
the United Nations Organisation
Tibetan autonomy, on the other hand,
has never been recognised by either
the United Nations Organisations or
the League of Nations or by any other
international organisation Tibet can
become 1ndependent if Russia and
America 1nvade China As long as
this condition 1s not fulfilled, Tibet can
never become free

Therefore, 1t 1s futile to raise the
question of Tibet 1n the United
Nations Organmisation An anti-Com-
munist front cannot be formed by
‘nusmz the question of Tibet m the
United Nations Orgamisation Any
new anti-Communist front, if formed,
will go the way of the Rome-Berhn-
Tokyo Axis Russia and America
have started embracing each other
Any conflict between India and China
will jeopardise the interests of the
black and the coloured races in gene-
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ral, and of India and China in parti~
cular more of India than of China,
because China has become a nuclear
power Any conflict between India
and China will facilitate a polhitical
settlement between Russia and
America on terms advantageous to
the latter. Similarly, any collabora-
tion between India and America will
lead to the same result,

If we antagonise China on the ques-
tion of Tibet, Russia will support
Pakistan on the question of Kashmir,
Let us try to liberate Kashmir first
before we talk of Tibet For Heaven's
<ake stop talking about Tibet. The
threat of the establishment of the
Karachi-Peking-Moscow axis looms
large on the horizon Russia 18 with
China on the question of Tibet Let
there be no mustake about it, There
are people who think that Russia 1s
gwving only routine support to Chma
on the question of Tibet I differ from
this view It will be a political blun-
der of the gravest magmtude to anta-
gonise China at this hour when the
threat of a polhtical settlement bet-
ween Russia and America leading to
the establishment of white hegemony
over the black and coloured races
looms large on the horizon

The central problem of international
politics 1s not that of a conflict either
between Russia and America or bet-
ween communism and democracy It
1s one of conflict between the black
and coloured races on the one Side and
the white races on the other The
menace of white hegemony can be
hquidated by the integration of Russia
with the Afro-Asian land mass.
Russia can be integrated with the
Afro-Asian land mass if India and
China are integrated into one politi-
cal unit The alternative to the inte-
gration of India and China mto one
pohitical umit 1s the division of the
world either between Russia and
America or between Russia and China,

An Hon Member: In case of inte-

gration who will be the Prime Minis-
ter?
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Skri Beajeswar Prassd: Sovereign
pation States have become obsolete.
The status quo cannot be maintained
by any strategem whatsoever, 1 do
pot give my support to the cult of
selt~determination. It led to the out-
break of the Second World War (In-
terruptions). The Second World War
was fought at the altar of Polish in-
dependence. Where is Poland now?
And, was the independence of Poland
worth the price paid? Poland led to
the tragedy of Hiroshima and Nagas-
aki

(Rai Bareli):

An Hon Member: What about

Tibet?

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: One thing
leads to another A war between
India and China may be the result of
our championing the cause ¢f Tibetan
autonomy_, A war between India and
China may lead to the outbreak of a
nuclear war on a global scale,

President Wilson championed the
cause of self-determination The re-
sult was the outbreak of the Second
World War, We also championed the
cause of self-determination. The re-
sult was the vivisection of India.

1

17 hers.

Military security 1s not possible in a
world of sovereign Nation States
India, Chma, Russia, Amerira, Eng-
1.vd France and Germany feel threa-
t:1ed by one another. AM nation
States are enemies of one another by
virtue of the 1mperatives of power
politics, in a world of anarchy. There
are no permanent friend or enemies
All big nation States are gangsters
and small nation States are just like
prostitutes. They either go with the
highest bidder. .. (Interruptions ) or
are liquidated by force of arms. A
full-fledged settlement between India,
China and Russia will facilitate the
achievement of the goal of (Interrup-
tions) & world government which is
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the only solution of the problems of
insecurity. N

Swami Ramananda Tirtha (Auran-
gabad): On a point of order, S8ir.
Issues of high international impor-
tance are being discussed and the
manner in which the hon. speaker is
speaking is most reprehensible...
(Interruptions,)

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: I am sorry
that my friend has not been able to
follow me,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He has finish-
ed his speech, I suppose.

Shri Brajeswar .Prasad: Let me
have a few minutes more, Sir. )

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.
I have called the Prime Mmister.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, The Resolution
moved by the hon. Member appears
to be a fairly simple one, simply-
worded But as the course of this de-
bate has shown, behind that Resolu-
tion lLie high international issues and
big problems with big consequences,
Now, 1 suppose everyone in this
House has a feeling of the deepest
sympathy at the sufferings of the
Tibetan people There 1s no doubt
about that As everyone knows, we
have given refuge and asylum not
only to the Dalai Lama but to nearly
13,000 others. In fact we have given
refuge to everyone who came. I can-
not remember the case of a single
person whom we demed refuge in
this case, 1in regard to Tibet. That
itself was evidence of our feelings in
this matter,

But feeling apart, our sympathy for
the Tibetans apart, what exactly
should we do about it? What exactly
should we do even, let us say, to give
expression to those feelings of sym-
pathy? Some hon, Members have
delivered rather brave speeches as to
the evil deeds perpetrated by other
countries. Jt is easy enough to talk
about them and it is eesy ‘enough to
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find many fauits iy the ways the
<ouniries behave, But, if a8 country
like India has to function, we have
to function in a mature way, 1n &
<considered way, in 8 way which at
least promises some kind of results.
It is absolutely—I should say respect-
fully—pointless for us to make brave
gestureg and it 1s worse than point-
less if these brave gestures react and
rebound on us and injure us or in-
jure the cause which we seek to pro-
mote,

So far as this question of Tibet 1s
concerned, we may look at it from
many points of view- historical, cul-
tural and other contacts with India,
China, etc, It is a long and chequered
history and one need not go into it.
When a country has had a long and
chequered history, it supplies enough
material for any party to support any
claam. The Chmese claim that Tibet
was subject to thewr soveréignty or
suzerainty—I do not know what word
they use—for hundreds of years. The
Tibetans claim that they were inde-
pendent for many periods except
when they were forced into some kind
of subservience Now, really this may
be interesting to the historical stu-
dents, but 1t does not help us, It is
a fact, of course, that for a period of
40 years or so, for all practical pur-
poses, ever since the Manchu Dynasty
fell or & little after that, Tibet was
practically independent; even so not
Rundred per cent, even s0 China never
gave up her claim. But in effect it
‘was independent

As 1 said, it does not help us very
much. Of course, it this question
arose in the International Court of
Justice at the Hague—of course, {t
will not; such questions do not arise
there because national States do not
take them there and China, anyhow,
has nothing to do with the Interna-
tional Court of Justice at the Hague—
:.lhay might consider all these ques-

ons.

The two or three main considera-
tions are that ‘internationally consi-
dered, Mbet has not been considered
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as an independent country. It bas
been considered an autonomous coun-
try but under the suzerainty or sover-
eignty of China, That was the case
before India became independent, with
the United Kingdom, with Russia—
not only the Soviet Union but the
Czarist Russia previous to that—and
thege were the main countries con-
cerned. The rest of the world did
not pay the slightest attention to
Tibet except that it was some kind
of a land of mystery,

That being so, when India became
independent and we 1nherited more or
less the position as it was in British
days, both the advantages and the
disadvantages of it, well, for a moment
we carried on. We did not ike many
things there—I mean to say the extra-
territorial privileges that we have
there which certainly were relics of
British Imperialism in Tibet. We did
not hke that particularly, but we
were too busy for the first year or
two to interfere with anything

Then came this Chinese incursion
or invasion into Tibet, At no time
had we denied Chinese overlordship
of Tibet, you mught call it what you
like That has been the position all
along Even in recent years we have
not denied it Even after indepen-
dence, even before the People’s Gov-
ernment of China came there we had
not denied 1t. In fact, we had some-
what functioned as if we accepted it.

Now, when this came we had to
face a difficult situation in law, and
constitutionally speaking we could
not say anything because of the posi-
tion we had accepted and the world
had accepted, Nevertheless, we were
rather pained and upset at the way
things were happening, armies march-
ing, and what appeared to be a forci-
ble conquest and occupation of Tibet
We sent some notes in those days,
some one or two notes politely worded,
expressing the hope that this question
would be peacefully solved. I am
afraid, the replies we got from the
Chinese Government were not equally
politely worded at that time. [ am
speaking from memory...
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An Hon. Member: That is a fact,

Shri Jawabharial Nehra: That Is a
fact. I am talking about the sequence
of events; that 1 am spesking from
memory.

Then, a country, El Salvador, a
member of the United Nations spon-
sored some kind of a motion on Tibet
in the United Nations, It was a
motion for the inclusion of the item
on the agenda of the General Assem-
bly and with it was a draft resolution
condemning, what they called, the
unprovoked aggression in Tibet and
suggesting the appointment of a com-
mittee to study the appropriate mea-
sures to be taken.

Now, there was some discussion on
this question of the inclusion of the
item on the agenda. The representa-
tive of India, and I believe the repre-
sentative in this particular case was
the Jamsaheb of Nawanagar, pleaded
that this matter might be settled
peacefully and it would be better not
to take it up in this way. He added.
I believe, that we had received some
assurances from the Chinese Govern-
ment that they wanted to settle it
peaceful]ly by negotiation, and there-
fore the inclusion of this item on the
agenda be adjourned. This suggestion
was supported by the United King-
dom, the United States of America,
Australia, Soviet Union, and for its
own reasons no doubt, even by what
might be called Kuomintang China in
Formosa. The item was postponed.
The postponement was agreed to.

On what basis did the Jamsaheb
say that we had received assurances
from the Chinese Government? I am
sorry 1 have not got the exact papers
with me, but so far as I can remem-
ber, we had received a message from
the Chinese Government in answer to
our representations and to our re-
quests to the effect that they wanted
to settle it by negotiation and in a
peacelul way. In fact, I think they
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had stopped the warch of their army
somewhere near the eastern borders
of Tibet,

Also, some representatives of the
Tibetan Government sent by the
Dalai Lama were to proceed to Peking
to discuss this matter, In those days,
until quite recently, the easiest and
simplest way for a person going from
Lpasa to Peking was via India. It
was much more difficult to go via the
Gobi desert and all that. In fact, even
after the People’s Government of
China came into power, on several
o¢cdsions they sent their representa-
tives or their other people via India
to Tibet. It was simpler: from Cal-
cytta right up to Gangtok in Sikkim
and through Nathu La onwards. The
Tibetan representatives, on their way
to Peking, came to Delhi, It was
more or less natural. Also, I suppose,
tpey wanted to consult us. This hap-
pened ten years ago, and I have no
véry clear recollection of the sequence
of events. I know they remaincd in
pelhi for rather a long time; why
exactly it was not clear to me. Any-
how they did. It was this sequence
of events that led us to make that
suggestion in the United Nations, and
tpe matter was not discussed,

Afterwards, as a matter of fact,
tpere was no proper negotiation with
tpe team that the Tibetans sent. Long
pefore they reached Peking, the other
developments took place in Tibet. I
tnink the Chinese army started march-
ing again and the Dalai Lama and his
representatives came to an agreement
with them. Maybe, of course, the
agreement might have been under
compulsion of events, under pressure,
put it was an agreement signed on
pehalf of the Dalai Lama, ete.

May I say this in this connection?
fThe hon. Member Shri Vajpayee
gtated that the Dalai Lama came ta
the 17-point agreement with Ching
pecause of certain assurances that I
gave him and further that this war
gfter the Chinese Prime Minister’s,
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visit to India He hag got these things
rather mixed up There was no ques-
tion of my giving any assurance, and
the Chinese Prime Minister had not
come to India and I had not gone to
China I had not met the Chinese
Prime Minister at the time of this
so-called 17-point agreement between
the People’s Republic of China and
the Dalai Lama’s Government, what-
ever it was So, the question of any
assurances from ug does not come 1n
at all The only thing that we accept-
ed was—based on the message receiv-
ed from the Chinese Government—
what the Jamsaheb said in the United
Nations Security Council, namely, that
the Chinese said they wanted a peace-
ful settlement of this question and on
the basis of that, it was not consider-
ed

After that, there was this 17 pont
agreement in which some stress was
laid on the autonomy of Tibet Again
1t would be wrong to say that this
stress on autonomv was included there
because of our pressure and our
desire Certamnly, 1t was our desire
undoubtedlv but when the agreement
was concluded wc were not there, we
were not asked to express our opinion
It was between the Chinese Govern-
ment and the Tibetant So 1t 1s not
correct to say that they had given us
an assurance which they broke later

What happened was that, several
years afterwards, when Premier
Chou En-la1 came here, we had talks
about Tibet and the Dalai Lama too
was here at that time The talks 1
believe were really mmtiated by
Premier Chou En-la1 and he wanted to
explain to me—he did explain—what
their position was m regard to Tibet,
not because he was answering some
charge made by me or because he
thought that 1t was mncumbent ogn him
to do so, but because he felt—I take
1t—that we had friendly relations and
he had to try to convince me of
China’s position and case

He began by telling me that Tibet
had always been a part of the Chinese
State, ‘always’ meaning for hundreds
and hmgreds of years Occasionally
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when China was weak, that sovereign-
ty was not exercised properly, but he
said Tibet had always been a part of
Chinese State That was his case He
further added but Tibet 1s not China
proper It 1s part of the Chinese
State It 15 not the Hun people there
Chinese are the Hun people, but these
are th» Mongols, Manchus Tibetans,
etc Tibet, he said, 1s not a province
of China It 1s an autonomous region
of the Chinese State and we want to
respect that autonomy That 1s what
he told me In fact, he went on to
say that some people imagined that
we want to thrust communism on
Tibet That 1s absurd, because the
Tibetans socially speaking, are so
backward that communism 1s very far
from the Tibetan state of affairs now
But he said, certainly 1t 1s a very
backward State and we want to make

them progress socially economically,
etc

Even then that 1s, three years ago,
some trouble had started internally in
Tibet or rather on the eastern border
of Tibet particular'y m an area which
was not m Tibet proper, but 1t was
Thibetan really in  population—the
Kham area which was on the eastern
border of Tibet but inhabited by
Tibetans The portion had been incor-
porated in China a little while ago 1
forget when—not now anyway, but
previous to all this The Tibetans
there, the Khampas, did not take
kindlv to certain Chinese measures,
because although the Chinese Govern-
ment left Tibet proper more or less
untouched in the sense of any so-
called land reforms or any other
reforms poltically they held Tibet
firmly But they did not interfere—
that 1s what Premer Chou En-la: told
me “We do not wish to interfcre, let
them gradually develop themselves”
But m this eastern part which was
considered a part of China--they
treated 1t as a part of China—this
ultimately led to the Khampa rebel-
lion there, a kind of guerilla rebellion,
which had already lasted for a fair
time a year or more, when Premier
Chou En-lai came here three years
ago We did not discuss that But he
referred to 1t and said we do not wigh,
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to interfere with the Tibetans, with
their internal structure, internal auto-
nomy, social custom, relifion or any-
thing; but we would not, of course,
tolerate rebellion and foreign inter-
ference etc  Well, I do not know
what he meant or thought when
he said foreign interference or im-
perialist interference, but I find that
they had some kind of a kink in their
minds, not so much, I think, of India
havmg anything to do with it, but of
foreign countries, United Kingdom or
America somehow making incursions
into Tibet, because they had got those
countries in theirr mind They have
not quite realised that the Umted
Kingdom has absolutely no interest in
Tibet since they left India They just
cannot reach it They have no means,
no representative there, they have
nobody there even to gwve them any
news And, to my knowledge, neither
has the United States, in fact The
only representative in Tibet of any
other country 1s that of India, the Con-
sul-General, probably the Sowiet
Union also, possibly also Mongolia
But what I meant to say was there
were no Europeans or Americans
Anyhow this 13 what he told me the
rebellion 18 going on So, we had this
talk and you may call i1t what you
lLike But it was more an explanation
to me It was not some kind of an
assurance extracted by me from
Premier Chou En-lma I say this
because people might say oh, you did
this because of that guarantee given
to you It was not a guarantee m that
sense It was certainly something
which, when I heard, pleased me,
about the autonomy of Tibet etc But
1 have no business to call him to
account saying “you guaranteed and
you are not doing it”, 1n that sense,
though 1 must say that I was pamned
when, because of other developments,
the structure of the autonomy broke
down completely

Well, this internal revolt in Tibet
gradually spread month after month,
year after year It spread slowly from
the east westwards And I have per-
sonally little doubt that the great
majority of Tibetans, even though they
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did not during this period participate
in it, sympathised with it; I have no
doubt about it And that is for obvi-
ous reasons, not on any high grounds
but for the simple reason that the
Tibetans, like others, have a strong
nationalist sense, and they resented
those whom they considered outsiders
coming in and upsetting their life and
all the structure in which they lived
So, this spread and then other things
happened

One need not go into the detaled
history but the trouble in Lhasa 1tself,
partly of course, I think, may have
been caused by wvarious activities of
the Chinese governors Where a ruler,
an outsider, an ahen ruler has to deal
with the population which 1s not
friendly, well, the relationship can
well be imagined It is not a healthy
relationship The ruler 1s afraid, the
people are afraid, both of each other
And when fear governs the relations
of two parties, it 1s likely to lead to
bad results In fact, wherever a coun-
try 1s a subject country, that 15 an
unhealthy relationship Well, that led
to this upheavel 1n Tibet and the
Dala: Lama’s flight from Lhasa, com-
ing to India and so on and so forth
After that I have no accurate news
of what has happened

I think we may broadly say that
there has been strong military pres-
sure on several parts of Tibet and the
Tibetans enjoy far from autonomy
under the military government there
It may be that the stories that we hear
about happenings mside Tibet are
exaggerated, because most of the
stories 1nevitably come from refugees,
and refugees, however good they may
be, having suffered themselves, are apt
to give rather a coloured picture, and
the picture 13 not of what they have
seen or what they have heard So, it
goes on increasing So, it may be that
the stories are exaggerated Butasa
responsible person 1 cannot repeat
those stories till I have some kind of
a proof But whether they are exag-
gerated or not there can be little doubt
that a great dea] has happened in
Tibet which is deplorable and that the
people of Tibet have suffered murh
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and that it can certainly not be said
that -4t is a happy family living to-
3et‘ er.
1738 brs.

[Mn. Seraxzr in the Chair)

Previously when this matter came
up before thig House I said that our
approach to these problems was gov-
erned by two or three factors Among
these I mentioned two—our sympathy
for the Tibetan people and our desire
to maintain friendly relations with
China Now that may appear to be
something contradictory and 1t does
in the present context slightly contra-
dict each other., That 1s the difficulty
of the situation But that does not get
away from our biic approach which
is governed by these two factors The
third factor, of course, 13 and always
will be the integrity of India and the
freedom of India It 1s our first duty
to protect that

Why do I say that?” Because I want
to repeat that any step that we may
take now cannot be taken i a huff,
if I may say so, because we are angry
and we do something regardless of the
consequences of that step We work
not only in the present but for the
future—for the distant future I have
always thought that 1t 1s important,
even essential if you like, that these
two countries of Asia, India and China,
should have friendly and as far as pos-
s.ble co-opcrative relations It 1s a
remarkable fact of history—and I do
not think you will find 1t duplicated
elsewhere at any time—that during
theso two thousand years of relation-
ship between India and China they
have not had any kind of military
conflict, It has been a cultural rela-
tionship It hag been to some extent
a trade relationship. It has been a
religious association. Throughout these
long periods, they were not passive
countries. They were active, positive
countries. They went in those days,
not like the later days in India when
we did become a passive, inert coun-
try, tied down by caste and do not
cross the seas and do not touch this
man and do not see that man—that
iype of country we developed—our
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people went on adventures. They
went all over the south eastern seas.
They established colonies. They estab-
lished, not imperia‘ist colonies, but
independent colonies. In fact the
effect of India all over the south
eastern region was tremendous. You
sez it today. So also was the effect of
China there So these two great big
powerful countries were constantly
meeting and yet there was no conflict,
1t is a remarkable fact of history.
Certainly nowhere 1n Europe will you °
find such a thing or, for the matter
of that, 1n Asia.

Now it seemed to me that m the
future it would be a tragedy not only
for India, and possibly for China, but
for Asia and the world if we develop
some kind of permanent hostility.
Natural'y friendship does not exist if
you are weak and if you are looked
down upon as a weak country.
Friendship cannot exist between the
weak and the strong, between a coun-
try that 1s trying to bully and the
other who accepts to be bulhed Whe-
ther 1t 1s an individual or a group or
a country that does not happen It
1s only when people are more or less
equal, when people respect each other
that they are friends So also nations,
But subject to that we did work for
the friendship of India and Chma.
May I say that in spite of all that has
‘happened and 1s happening today, that
1s stil} our objective and we shall con-
tinue to work for 1t That does not
mean that we should surrender in any-
thing that we consider right or that
we should hand over bits of territory
of India to China to please them That
1s not the way to be friends with any-
body or to maintamn our dignity or
self-respect. But, in the long run, it
1s of mmportance for these two great
countries, whatever their internal
structures and policies might be, to be
friends.

I know that, sometimes, 1t 1s duffi-
cult to feel friendly when one hears
things that irritate, that anger, when
we see that our people have not been
treated even courteously, when we
receive communications from the
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Chinese Government, which are sin-
gularly lacking in even ordinary poli~
teness All that 1s irmtating But,
then, 1t 1s easy enough for any one to
get angry and irmtated It is neces-
sary for people who hold responsible
positions not to allow themselves to
be wrntated, certainly to mamntain the
dignity of the country and the conti-
nuity of our policy too

Many people charge us ‘What
about your famous Panch Shec], where
are those five principles, dead and
gone and buried or cremated?” Call
1t whatever you hike That indicates
a completely wrong approach to this
question What is Panch Sheel”?
Panch Sheel or the five principles,—
they did not become principles because
they were embodied in a treaty be-
tween India and China—they stand by
themselves, principles of international
relationship which we hold to be cor-
rect and we shall hold to them even
1if all the world says ‘'no’ to them
Of course, 1t 18 obvious that if the
other party does not agree to them,
that relationship does not subsist The
principles remain true all the same
When people are wise enough, they
come back to them Therefore there
15 no qeustion of Panch Sheel faihng
It may be, if you like, the question of
India faiing or China failing But,
the principleg remain This 1s the
outlook

It you will permit me to go shightly
outside the purview of this Resolution,
we have to face certain difficult situa-
tions on our borders and elsewhere
the treatment accorded to our people
1n Tabet by the Chinese authonties I
may inform the House that the first
thmg that I do every morming 1s to
open a bunch of telegrams, a pretty big
bunch 1 should imagine that in every
bunch there are at least five or six
dealing with this affair either from
Peking or Lhasa or Gyantse or
Yatung, just the latest happenmgs, the
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latest developments Of course, the
telegrams we get from Gyantse,
Yatung and Lhasa cannot tell us about
the happenings in Tibet, because they
have no communication with the rest
of Tibet They can only see more or
less round about the Consulate or the
Trade agency and tell us what are the
happenings today There are petty
problems arising Almost every morn-
ing, usually, at least, I start the day
not m a too pleasant mood, because of
these messages I try to overcome
that I am getting accustomed to some-
extent to do that

We have got to deal with these diffi-
cult problems these border incidents
If anyone asks me, as they sometimes
do, what do the border incidents indi-
cate frankly, I do not know what
might be 1n the minds of the other
partv whether 1t 1s just local aggres-
sivenes, or just to show us our place,
if T may use a colloquial phrase, so
that we mav not get uppish or whe-
ther 1t 1s something decper I do not
know

I might inform the House that only
last evening we received a fairly long
reply from the Chinese Government
That 1s a reply to the protest I had
sent a few days ago about these inci-
dents on the North [East Frontier
border It 1s a fairly long reply It
will, naturally, require very careful
consideration But, broadly spesking,
the reply 1s a repudiation of our charge
that they had come on our territory,
that they had started firing on our
patrol there and charging us with
having come on their territory and
having opened fire on them- that is,
complete conflict in the facts, rever-
sal of the facts here

An Hon, Member: Reversal of the
MacMahon Line
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Shri Jawabarial Nehra: Of course,
we shall examune that reply carefully
bacause 1t 18 & long and more or less
argued note, with lots of places men.
tioned and other things And we
shall send them a rep'y fairly soon,
that 18, in the next two or three days

May 1 also repeat what I said here
that before this House rises in this
session, I hope to place a White Paper
before the House containing corres-
‘pondence between the Chinese Gov-
ernment and our Government ever
since the treaty between India and
China 1n regard to Tibet, that 1s, dur-
ing the last five years, so that the
House may have thr background of
what has been happening?

Now, all this 1s there We have,
on the one hand, naturally to protect
our borders And when I say that,
I want to hold myself and somewhat
restrain my poweiful reactions so as
not to go too far, in, let us say, mih-
tary measures and the like, because,
when nations get excited and all therr
prestige 18 involved, then, step by step,
they are driven often in wrong direc-
tions So we try, at any rate, to
ba ance balance 1n the sense of a firm
policy where we think we are in the
r1ght, nevertheless, with always a door
open to accommnodation, a door open
to a settlement, wherever this 1s pos-
sible

Broadly speaking, m regard to this
border, that 1s, the border incidents,
as I have just mentioned, they say
that we have committed aggression
Now, 1t 18 a question of fact, whether
this village or that village or this
Tittle strip of territory is on their side
or on our side Normally, wherever
these are relatively petty disputes,
‘well, it does reem to me rather absurd
for two great countries or two small
countries immediately to rush at each
other’s throat and to deade whether
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two mules of territory are on this side
or on that side, and especially, two
miles of territory in the high moun-
tains, where nobody lives But where
national prestige and dignity 1s involy-
ed 1t 15 not the two mileg of terntory,
1t 15 the nation’s digmity and self-res-
pect that become 1nvolved in 1t  And,
therefore, this happens But I do not
wish, in so far as I can, to press the
1ssue so far that there 1s no escape for
either country because their national
dignitie, ate involved, except a re-
course to arms That 1s not, I hope

Dr Ram Subhag Singh: What 13
the boundary, according to the latest
report? What is the boundary which
they have indicated according to the
latest reply that we have recelved
from them?

Shri Jawaharial Nehru: How can I
say that without a large map, all
kinds of little things about villages
and all that” The present dispute
about that matter 1s relatively a small
matter whether 1t may be two miles
this side or that side 13 not a very big
thing, but I do not know what their
map 1s, here, there and elsewhere So
far as 1 am concerned, I have often
stated how our frontier from the
Burma border right up to the Bhutan
border 1s the MacMahon Line, we hold
by that

Shm  Achar
they

(Mangalore) Do

Shri Jawaharial Nehru: Please
al ow me to continue Please do not
attach too much importance to what
appears m the ncwspapers I speak
with a lttle greater authority on this
subject

Thatts the MacMahon line, and we
hold by 1t, and we think 1t 1s haghly
objectionable, highly improper for the
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Chinese Government to go on ssumng
maps colouring half of the North
Eastern Frontier Agency, one-third of
Assam and one-third of Bhutan as if
they belong to Chma That 1s really
an affront 1 can understand some-
th ng happening for a little while, and
some mistake, but a continuing thing,
to be told year after year for ten
years that ‘Oh, weli, we shall look
into 1t when we have leisure’ 1s not
a good enough answer That is so

But having accepted broadly the
MacMahon line, I am prepared to dis-
cuss any nterpretation of the Mac-
Mszahon Ime, minor interpretation here
and there,—that is a different matter—
not these big chunks but the minor
interpretation whcther this hill s
there or this hittle bit 1s on that side
or this side, on the facts, on the maps,
on the evidence avalable That I am
prepared to discuss with the Chinese
Government 1 am prepared to have
any kind of conciliatory, mediatory
process to consider this I am prepar-
ed to have arbitration of any authonty
agreed to by the two parties about
those minor rectifications, where they
are challenged by them or by us,
whichever the case may be That 1s
a different matter I say this because
I do not take up that kaind of narrow
attitude that whatever I say 1s right
and whatever the other person says
is wrong But the broad MacMahon
Line has to be accepted and so far as
we are concerned, it 18 there and we
accept 1t

The position about Ladakh 1s some-
what different The MacMahon Line
does not go there That 1s governed
by ancient treaties over & hundred
years old between the then ruler of
Kashmir, Maharaja Gulab Singh, who
was a feudatory of the Sikh ruler of
the Punjab at the time—this was in
the thirties of the 19th century—on
the one side, there was the treaty of
1842 and on the other siude, the ruler
of Lhasa and the representative of the
Emperor of China, which resulted in
Ladakh being recognised as a part of
Kashmir State.
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Now, nobody has challenged that
Nobody challenges it now. But the
actual boundary of Ladakh with Tibet
was not very carefully defined. It
was defined to some extent by British
officers who went there. But I rather
doubt if they did any careful survey.
They marked the line It has been
marked all along 1n our maps. They
did it As people do not hve there, by
and large, it does not make any diffe-
rence It did not make any difference.
At that time, nobody cared about it.

Now, the question arose. We are
prepared to sit down and discuss those
minor thmgs But discuss it on what
terms? First, treaties, existing maps
etc Secondly, usage, what has been
the usage all these years Thirdly,
geography By geography, I mean
physical features like water-sheds,
ridge of a mountain, not a bit of plain
divided up Those are convenient
features for international boundaries.

I have gone out of my way to refer
to these various matters in connection
with this Resolution which deals with
a simpler 1ssue Coming back to this
particular Resolution, quite apart from
the sympathy which the hon Mover
and some other hon Members fee] for
the Tibetans, 1f we take an action, it
should be justifiable in law and in
constitution and we should hope for
some results, some results which will
help us to achieve the objective aimed
at

Looking at 1t from the point of view
of justification, the United Nations
may come into the picture for two
reasons One is, violation of human
rights and the other, aggression Now,
violation of human rights applies to
those who have accepted the Charter
of the United Nations, in other words,
those members of the United Nations
who have accepted the Charter.
Strictly speaking, you cannot apply
the Charter to people who have not
accepted the Charter, who have not
been allowed to come into the United
Nations.
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Secondly, If you talk about aggres-
sion, aggression iz by one sovereign
independent State on another, As I
told ybu, in so far ag world affairs
are concerned, Tibet hag not been
acknowledged as an independent State
for a considerable time, even long
before this happened—much less after
Therefore, it is difficult to justify
aggression.

Now, you may say that these may
be rather legal pleas But I am mere-
ly pomnting out a constitutional aspect
of and the difficulties and the proce-
dures wmvolved.

Then, I come to a certamn practical
aspect And that is what good will it
achieve? Suppose we get over the
legal quubbles and legal difficulties It
may lead to a debate in the General
Assembly or the Security Council
wherever 1t 13 taken up, a debate
which will be an acrimonious debate,
an angry debate, a debate which wall
be after the fashion of cold war Hav-
ing had the debate what then will the
promoters of that debate and that
motion do” Nothing more They wll
return home After having brought
matters to a higher temperature, fever
heat, they will go home They have
done their duty because they can do
nothing else

Obviously, nobody is going to send
an army to Tibet or China If that
was not done 1n the case of Hungary
whach is 1n the heart of Europe and
which 15 more alied to European
nations, 1t i1s fantastic to think they
will move mn that way in Tibet Ob-
viously not So, all that will happen
is an expression of strong opinion by
some other countries denying it and
the matter being raised to the level
of cold war—brought into the domain
of cold war—and probably producing
reactions on the Chinese Government
which are more adverse to Tibet ana
the Tibetan people than even now
So, the ultumate result 1s no relief to
the Tibetan people but something the
reverse of it

The question, both from the consti-
tutional and the legal point of view,
is not clear. In fact, persons who have
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examined it think that f{t is diM-
cult to bring it there And, from the
practical point of view also there is
no good result Then, what exactly
1g the purpose of taking that subject,
except maybe to satisfy some kind of
urge to show sympathy or to show
that we are angry I can understand
that urge certanly But we must not
allow the urge to take the reins into
its hands and take us away with 1t
to unknown regions and dangerous
regions Therefore, I am unable to-
accept this resolution and I would
suggest to the House also not to accept
it.
off gl (wEmg) weRe
#EY, AL T § T § qGA T Ay
TE W wgr TSV AT WY Ty
&1 foer weeay & 99T @wqT fear §
# T swqame Aav g S fata swer
farre firar § 9o wwraTe ¥ gU A
# g g wgen i fi it 3 gfewvor
% Sim 1R ¥ aww At wwry

faeara ¥ quer gAR WHA § )
gt A< & s 1 X wR T
¥ #F 951 &Y H4r fe WA A A&
wer § g wfafafe ¥ s@ wwa ¢ mav
oz Y & fin Foswe WY g anfxr
& 91q 04 & gra At ¥ g &Y sy
g fog® A v a1 gfagre o aw@
w1 Aoy § fe Fevswa & wwear Y e
¥ B ®3A a7 W qaer 7Y T w1
i1 7 faswa ¥ a= g0 fear | Na ]
fasay & waqy wiewa & faerd €
wtfirer ¥ Wi wod g AT w & 3
w71 a7 6 W g dad foswa 6
amaar °1 &1 @axar &1 &fr &
afem wrw gg & far #a s Q@ 59®
¥ ¥ A9, WO qeqe frdvan ®
q Hfgg @ 1 afe T TR
o 7y wren fie fewe &7 wer oy ¥
g gt g ol A WK W W
@ g W aor vERar e
Ry st aw ® o wrare fredr





